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SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 


FOR  THB 


SECOND  SESSION  OF  THE  FIFTY-THIRD  CONGRESS. 


Subject. 


A. 

Abbey,  George  C.    On  bill  (S.  890)  grauting  an  increase  of  penuion  to. . 

Abort,  James  William.  On  bill  (H.  R.  2582)  to  authorize  the  appoint- 
ment of,  to  the  retired  list  of  the  Army 

Abert,  James  William.  On  bill  (S.  2048)  to  authorize  the  appointment 
of,  to  the  retired  list  of  the  Army 

Abandoned  military  reservations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4667)  to  provide  for 
the  opening  of  certain,  and  for  other  purposes 

Accounting  in  the  Post-Office  Department.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4610)  to 
improve  the  methods  of 

Accounting  in  the  Treasury  Department.  On  bill  (S.  1831)  to  improve 
the  methods  of 

Accounting  in  the  Treasury  Department.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6948)  to  im- 
prove the  methods  of 

Accounts  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  On  bills  (H.  R.  5529 
and  S.  1552)  to  repeal  section  311  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States  relating  to 

Accounts  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  On  bill  (S.  1552)  to 
repeal  section  311  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States 
relating  to 

Accrued  pensions  in  certain  cases.  On  bill  (S.  1876)  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of 

Adams,  W.L.    On  bill  (S.  117)  for  the  relief  of 

Ad  valorem  and  specific  rates  of  duty  on  imports.  Opinions  of  col- 
lectors of  customs  concerning 

Agricultural  Report,  1893,  etc.  On  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  139)  for 
the  printing  of  500,000  copies  of  the 

Agriculture,  condition  of.  On  Senate  resolution  to  authorize  Commit- 
tee on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  to  have  printed  so  much  as  necessary 
of  the  evidence  and  other  information  relating  to 


Agricultoial  products  and  provisions.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries..  ^ 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF   SENATE   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


Alden,  Warron  Alonzo.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2108)  for  the  relief  of. 

Alford,  Benjamin.     On  bill  (H.  R.  522)  for  the  relief  of 

Alley  in  square  185,  in  District  of  Columbiii.  On  bill  (S.  2217)  to  pro- 
vide for  closing  part  of  an 

Alleys  in  square  751  in  the  city  of  Washington.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3629) 
to  close 

American  Transportation  Company,  etc.    On  bill  (S.  1471)  forrelief  of  the 

Amsterdam,  etc.  On  bill  ( S.  1645)  for  the  relief  of  the  dependent  rela- 
tives of  the  seamen  of  the  Netherlands  steamer 

Anatomical  science.  On  bill  (S.  1280)  for  the  promotion  of,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  desecration  of  graves  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

Annual,  special,  and  veto  messages,  proclamations,  and  inaugural  ad- 
dresses of  the  Presidents  of  the  United  States  from  1789  to  1894,  inclu- 
sive. On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  and  bind  in  cloth 
6,000  copies  of  the 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4858)  making  appropriations  for  fortifi- 
cations and  other  works  of  defense,  etc 

Appropriations.  On  amendment  to  bill  (H.  B.  5481)  making  appropri- 
ations to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  the  government  of  tne  District 
of  Columbia  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1895 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  5894)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Aiilitary  Academy  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1895 

Appropriations.  On  amendment  to  bill  (H.  R.  7097)  making  appropri- 
ations for  the  legislative,  executive,  and  Judicial  expenses  of  the 
Government,  etc 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6373)  makin^^  appropriations  for  the 
support  of  the  Army  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1895 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6108)  making  ap|$ropriations  for  the 
diplomatic  and  consular  service  of  the  Unitea  States  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30, 1895 , 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (U.  R.  6016)  making  appropriations  for  the 
service  of  the  Post-Office  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30,  1895 

Appropriations.  C)n  bill  (H.  R.  6937)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1895. .. 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (U.  R.  6748)  making  appropriations  for  the 
naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1895 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7097)  making  appropriations  for  the 
legislative,  executive,  and  judicial  expenses  of  the  Government  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1895 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6913)  making  appropriations  for  cur- 
rent and  contingent  expenses  of  the  Indian  Department,  etc.,  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1895 , 

Appropriations.  Chi  bill  (H.  R.  6518)  making  appropriations  for  rivers 
and  narbors,  etc , 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  5481)  making  appropriations  to  provide 
for  expenses  of  the  c^overnment  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  etc 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (U.  R.  5575)  making  appropriations  for  sundry 
civil  expenses  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1895 

Appropriations.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7477)  makinc  appropriations  to  supply 
deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1894,  etc 

Aqueduct  Bridge.  On  bill  (S.  2210)  to  provide  for  the  repair  of  the 
piers,  and  for  its  use  by  a  street  railway 

Arctic,  On  bill  (S.  286)  for  the  relief  of  owners  and  crew  of  Hawaiian 
bark 

Arizona.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4393)  to  provide  for  the  admission  of 

Arizona,  certain  counties  in.  On  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  121)  authoriz- 
ing proper  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department  to  examine  and  certify 
claims  m  favor  of 

Arkansas.  On  bill  (H.R.7334)  to  sell  certain  lands  in  Montgomery 
County,  toM.  E.  Church  South 

Arkansas,  Texas  and  Mexican  Central  Railway  Company.  On  bill 
(H.B,7336)forthereUefof 
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Subject. 


Arlington  Reservation  for  electric  railway  parposes.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7515) 
grunting  right  of  way  through  the 

Army  at  institutions  of  learning.  On  the  bill  (S.  16I4>  relating  to  the 
detail  of  retired  officers  of  the 

Amiv  of  the  United  States.  On  bill  (8.898)  in  relation  to  "reserved 
liHt" 


Army  of  the  United  States.  On  bill  (S.  1209)  to  regulate  enlistments 
in  the 

Athou,  Levcnia  D.    On  bill  (S.  1391)  granting  a  pension  to 

Aiho8.  On  bill  (S.  1706)  to  provide  registers  for  the  steamers  Clarihel 
and 


Atkins,  William  H.    On  biU  (S.  408)  for  the  relief  of 

Attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia  and  his  assistants.    On  bill  (S. 

1267)  authorising  them  to  administer  oaths  and  affirmations 

Auditing  the  accounts  of  customs  officers,  etc.    On  bill  (S.  17J8)  to 

improve  the  methods  for 

Auditor  of  the  Treasury  for  the  Post-Offlce  Department.    On  bill  (H.  R. 

43'10)  to  auiend  section  407  of  the  KeviBcd  Statutes  so  as  to  require 

original  receipts  for  deposits  of  postmasters  to  be  sent  to  the 

Augusta^  Mary  O.    On  bill  (U.  R.  4013)  for  the  relief  of 


B. 

Babcock,  Avery  D.,  and  wife.    On  bill  (S.  744)  for  the  relief  of 

Bacon,  Irn.    On  bill  (S.  747)  granting  him  an  additional  bounty  of  $100. 

Badger.O.C.     On  bill  (S.943)  for  the  relief  of 

Baldwin,  Alexander  W.     On  bill  (S.  1365)  for  the  relief  of 

Baldwin,  Frank  D.  On  bill  (S.  1578)  authorizing  Secretary  of  War  to 
recognize,  as  lieutenan  t-eolonel  of  the  Nineteenth  Infantry  Volunteers 
from  15!li  day  of  May,  1865 

Barnes,  ^V  illiam  B.  On  bill  (S.  1857)  granting  an  honorable  discharge 
to 


Bsirracks,  .Tefferson,  Missouri.  On  bill  (S.  190)  for  the  benefit  of  sundry 
persons  residing  in  the  vicinity  of 

Barry,  Maj.  Robert  P.  On  bill  (S.  1770)  to  place  on  the  retired  list  of 
the  Army 

Bassett,  Elisha  B.    On  bill  (S.  1483)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  .. 

BenHitigtou,     On  bill  (S.  967)  in  relation  to  gunboat 

Bctz.Rnfns.     On  bilUS.  2143)  for  the  relief  of 

Bews,  .Tulia.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3992)  granting  a  pension  to 

Biehn,  John  P.     On  bill  (S.  501)  giantiug  a  pension  to 

Bill  H.  R.  4^64.  On  Senate  resolution  to  print  in  pamphlet  form  for 
nse  of  Senate  15,000  copies  of  the 

Block,  S.  J.,  and  Baurmau,  A.  P.    On  bill  (S.  1141)  for  the  relief  of 

Bobingcr,  William  H.,  and  George.  On  bill  (S.  2118)  authorizing  the 
sale  of  title  of  the  United  States  to  a  tract  of  land  in  Montgomery 
County,  Md.,  to 

Boaldiu,  Briscoe  B.    On  bill  (S.  1992)  for  the  relief  of. 

Boyd,  Johial  W.    On  bill  (S.  1064)  for  the  relief  of 

Boyd,  Orscmus  B.  On  bill  (S.  2186)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  repre- 
Mutativesof.... 

Bnidford,  Ann.     On  bill  (S.  237)  granting  a  pension  to 

Bribery,  etc.,  attempts  nt 

Bribery,  etc.,  attempts  at  (parts  1,2,  i\nd3) 


Bribery,  etc.,  attempts  at < 


Bridge  across  the  Niobrara  River.  On  bill  (S.  1403)  for  the  repairing 
of  a  bridge  near  the  village  of  Niobrara,  Nebr 

Bridge  across  the  Eastern  Branch  of  the  Potomac  River.  On  bill  (S. 
1112)  ib  relation  to 

*  Bound  wiih  vol.  2,  flist  seMion,  Fifty- third  Cougrees. 
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Subject. 


Bridi^e,  st-eel,  over  the  St.  Lonis  River  between  the  States  of  Wisconsin 
and  Minnesota.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5978)  in  relation  to 

Bridger,  James.    On  bill  (S.217)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of 

Brooke,  Brijj.  Gen.  John  R.    On  bill  (S.  467)  for  the  relief  of 

Broughton,  Mary  P.    On  bill  (H.  R.  953)  to  increase  the  pension  of 

Brown,  Jeremiah  F.  On  bill  (S.  1375)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion 
from 

Brown,  Lucy.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4720)  granting  apenHion  to 

Bryan  &  Co.,  C.  B.    On  bill  (8.  326)  for  the  relief  of 

Buckmaster,  WiUiam  P.    On  bill  (S.  224)  for  the  relief  of 

Building  and  Loan  Associations.  On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to 
print  40,000  additional  copies  of  the  Ninth  Annual  Report  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Labor  relating  to 

Bureau  of  Statistics  of  tho  Treasury  Department,  etc.  On  House  con- 
current resolution  for  the  2)rinting  of  11,000  copies  of  a  special 
report  of  the 

C. 

California,  Oregon,  and  Nevada.  On  bill  (S.  1295 "k  for  the  relief  of  the 
States  of 

Canals,  etc.  On  bill  (S.  511)  providing  for  the  establishment  and  enforce- 
ment of  rules  and  regulations  for  the  nee  and  navigatiou  of  United 
States  , 

Cannon,  condemned,  and  cannon  balls.  On  bill  (S.  1683)  loaning  to 
the  association  having  in  charge  the  monument  erected  on  Govern- 
land  near  Chicago,  111.,  to  the  Confederate  dead  buried  there , 

Cannon  for  ornaiuental  purposes.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3202)  donating  to  the 
Saint  Lawrence  StatD  Hospital  at  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.,  condemned.. 

Cannon,  Henry  M.     On  bill  (S.221)  for  the  relief  of 

Caracas  awards.  On  bill  (S.  756)  for  the  application  of  the  accretions 
of  the  Caracas  awards  of  1868,  etc 

Caravels  of  Columbns  to  the  Columbian  Museum  of  Chicago.  On  bill 
(S.  1454)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  transfer  the  repro- 
duction of  the 

Carmack,  Joseph  W.    On  bill  (S.  192)  for  the  relief  of , 

Carpenter,  Thomas  H.  On  bill  (S.  179)  authorizing  the  restoration  of 
the  name  of,  to  the  rolls  of  the  Army , 

Cary,  Augustus  G.    On  bill  (S.  1948)  granting  a  pension  to 

Casthie,  Me.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4322)  granting  the  use  of  certain  land  for 
public  park  to  the  town  of 

Centennial  celebration  of  the  laying  of  the  corner  stone  of  the  Capi- 
tol. On  bill  (S.  1137)  to  provide  for  the  printiag  of  the  report  of  the 
joint  committee  of  Congress,  etc 

Certificates  of  titles  to  vessels.  On  bill  (S.  507)  providing  for  the  col- 
lection of  fees  for  fnmisli  ing , 

Certificates  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1896)  to  provide 
for  the  i>avment  of  8  per  cent  greenback 

Chamberlain,  Charles  H.  On  bill  (S.  1057)  for  the  relief  W.  R.  Wheaton 
and  (part  1) 

Chambers,  Thomas.    On  bill  (S.  3^19)  for  relief  of 

Chapman,  William  B.,  and  others.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4328)  for  the  relief  of. 

Chapter  of  Calvary  Cathedral,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  On  bill  (S.  934)  for 
the  relief  of  the 

Chemicals,  oils,  and  paints.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 

Chemical  Schedule.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries. , 

Chipman,  Hon.  J.  Logan.  On  resolution  authorizing  the  printing  and 
binding  of  8,000  copies  of  eulogies  delivered  in  Con«;;re8s  upon . . 

Chippewa  and  White  Earth  Indian  reservations,  in  Minnesota,  to  the 
Duluth  and  Winnipeg  Railroad  Company.  On  bill  (S.  1458)  grant- 
ing a  right  of  way  throu'jh  the 

Choctaw  Coal  and  Railway  Company.  On  bill  (H.  R.  299)  to  extend  the 
time  for  the  construction  of  the 
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CiTil  Service  Commission,  etc.  On  Honso  coDOurrent  rcBolution  to 
print  23y000  cojiics  of  the  Teuth  Ann  ual  Report  of  the 

ClariM  &ncl  J  thus.  On  bill  (S.  1706)  to  provide  registers  for  the  steam- 
ers  

Clorks,  railway  i)ostal.     On  bill  (S.  544)  to  rec-lnssify  and  fix  salarie.^  of  . . 

Clift,  Willianr.     On  bill  (S.  58)  for  the  relief  of 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey.  On  resolution  to  print  1,500  copies  of  part 
1  and  2y800  copies  of  part  2  of  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of 
the 

Cohen,  Jacob  I.,  and  Mordecai,  J.  Randolph.  On  bill  (S.  2G9)  for  the 
relief  of,  administrators  of  M.  C.  Mordecai 

Coinage  Laws  of  the  United  States,  1792  to  1894,  with  an  appendix, 
fourth  edition 

Coinage  Laws  of  the  United  States,  1792  to  1894,  etc.  On  Senate  con- 
enrrent  resolution  to  print  5,000  additional  cojiics  of  the  fourth  edi- 
tion of  the  document  entitlfd 

Collectors  of  customs,  opinions  of,  concerning  ml  valorem  and  speciiio 
rates  of  duty  on  imports 

Collisions  at  sea.     On  bill  (S.  1965)  for  prevention  of 

Collisions  at  sea.  On  bill  (S.  1990)  to  amend  un  act  approved  August 
19,1890 

Colore<l  people.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7095)  to  provide  fur  a  national  home  for 
aged  and  infirm 

Columbian  Museum  of  Chicago.  On  bill  (S.  1454)  authorizing  the  l^ec- 
rctary  of  the  Navy  to  transfer  the  reproduction  of  the  caravels  of 
Colnmbns  to  the 

Comiuissionor  of  Kdncation.  On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  x>rint 
35.0C0  copies  of  the  report  of  the,  for  1891  and  1892,  etc 

Commissioner  of  Fish  and  Fisheries.  On  Sen.nte  concurrent  resolution 
to  print  1,000 extra  copies  of  Mis.  Doc.  No.  200,  being  report  on  salmon 
fisheries  of  the  Columbia  River 

Conmiissioncr  of  Labor.  On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print 
40,000  additional  copies  of  the  Ninth  Annual  Report  of  tlie,  relating 
to  bnilding  and  loan  associations 

Comparison  of  (he  Customs  Law  of  1894  and  the  Customs  Law  of  1890, 
with  rntcs  of  the  Wilson  bill  (H.  R.  4864)  as  it  first  passed  the  House; 
and  of  tho  Mills  bill  of  1888 

Comparison  of  tho  Tariff  Laws  of  1890  and  1894,  etc.  On  Senate  cou- 
cniTcnt  resolution  to  print  60,000  copies  of  the 

Concord.     On  bill  (S.  967)  in  relation  to  gunboats  Bcnningion  and 

Council,  Arthur.    On  bill  (S.  2203)  for  tho  relief  of 

Conway,  Mrs.  Susie.     On  bill  (H.  R.  6902)  granting  a  pension  to 

Conveyance,  deeds  of  trust,  and  releases  of  land  in  tho  district  of 
Columbia,  and  f«»r  other  purposes.    On  bill  (S.  832)  in  relation  to 

Cook,  William  H.  II.  On  bill  (S.  142)  to  remove  tho  charge  of  deser- 
tion   

CorlM'tt,  P.  8.    On  bill  (S.  103)  for  the  relief  of 

Coroner,  deputy.  On  bill  (S.  1007)  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of 
tho  District  of  Columbia  to  appoint  a 

Coqiorations  by  general  law  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  the  bill 
(S.  1706)  to  provide  for  the  creation  of 

Corscr,  David  S.    On  bill  (S.  1190)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to.. 

Coughlin,. lames.    On  bill  (S.  1601)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to. 

Court  of  A)ipeal8  for  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (H.  R.  58G0)  to 
establish  a 

Courts,  United  States.  On  bill  (S.  1252)  to  provide  for  tho  times  and 
places  to  hold  terms  of,  in  the  State  of  Washington 

Cotton  manufactures.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 

CRiudall,  MoUie.     On  bill  (S.  1490)  to  pension 

Crouk,  Charles  W.     On  bill  (S.  1228)  for  the  relief  of 

Culver,  Catherine  P.     On  bill  (II.  R.  (584)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of. 
Cnm1>erland  PeraJ'lo  College  of  McMinnville,  Tcnn.     On  bill  (S.  982) 

for  the  relief  of  the. 

Cnnniiigbadi,  Caivin  B.    On  bill  (S.421)  for  the  relief  of 
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Ciinninglmni,  Susan  E.    On  bill  (S.  1018)  grantin*;  a  pension  to 

Ourlis,  Joseph  JH.     On  bill  (H.K..I328)  for  the  relief  of 

Cuslouis  Law  of  1894  nntl  coni])nrison  of  the  text  of  tho  Tariff  Laws 
of  1890  au<l  189.1  (pnrts  1  and  2) 

Customs  officers.  On  bill  (S.  il'SS)  to  improve  tho  methods  for  audit- 
in;^  the  accountb  of 

Cutts,  J.  Mudisou.    On  biU  (S.  39i))  for  the  relief  of 

D. 

Dakota,  North.    On  bill  (8. 686)  to  divide  the  jndicial  district  of 

Daly,  Jerumiah  L.    On  bill  (S.  473)  to  remove  tho  char*^e  of  desertion 


Irom 


Dana,  Napoleon  J.  T.    On  bill  (8. 104)  for  tho  relief  of 

Davunpot't,  Josse.    On  bill  (H..K.  898)  granting  a  x>ensiou  to 

Davis,  Knoch.    On  bill  (8. 11^8)  for  the  relief  of 

DaviH,  John  M.    On  bill  (8. 189)  fur  the  relief  of 

Davis,  Mark.    On  bill  (8.599)  lor  the  relief  of  the  residnary  legatees 
of 


Day,  Nancy  E.    On  bill  (8.1666)  for  the  relief  of 

Dent,  Helen  L.    On  bill  (8. 150S)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to. .. 

Desert  land  laws.  On  bill  (8. 160)  to  fix  the  x^rice  of  lands  entered 
under  the 

Dcsjtalchf  U.  8.  S.  On  bill  (8. 1405)  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the 
wreck  of  the 

Dettc,  JohnF.    On  bill  (8. 203)  for  the  relief  of 

Digest  of  laws  and  decisions  relatinn^  to  the  appointment,  salary,  and 
compensation  of  oliicors  of  United  States  courts.  On  joint  resolu- 
tion (S.  K.91)  for  tho  printing  of  2,000  copies  of  a 

Director  of  the  Mint,  etc.  On  House  concurrent  resolution  t-o  print 
10,000  extra  copies  of  the  report  of  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8.752)  to  extend  North  Capitol  street 
to  t  ho  Soldiers'  Home,  in 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8. 1005)  to  prevent  the  recording  of 
subdivisions  of  land  in  the  office  of  tho  recorder  of  deeds  of  tho 

District  of  Columbia.  On  the  bill  (S.  872)  to  make  service  connections 
with  water  mains  and  sewers  in  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8. 444)  making  tho  surveyor  a  salaried 
officer,  etc 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  891)  authorizing  Commissioners  to 
accept  payment  without  interest  of  certain  special  assessmeiits 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3246)  for  the  appointment  of  a 
sealer  and  assistjint  sealer  of  weights  and  measures  in  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (H.  H.  4013)  to  release  and  turn  over  to 
Mrs.  Mary  O.  Augusta  certain  property  in  the ' 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (8. 832)  to  simplify  the  forms  of  deeds  of 
conveyance,  trust,  and  releases  of  land,  and  for  otlicr  purposes,  in  tho. 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8. 1267)  authorizing  the  attorney  and 
bis  assistants  to  administer  oaths  and  affirmations  in  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3629)  to  close  the  alleys  in  sqnare 
751  in  the  city  of  Washington  in  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (H.  R.4571)  to  make  service  connec- 
tions with  water  mains  and  sewers  in  tho 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8. 1305)  relating  to  the  incorporation  of 
certain  corporations  within  tho 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8. 1280)  for  the  promotion  of  anatomi- 
cal science  and  to  prevent  the  desecration  of  gravos  in  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8.  655)  to  extend  tho  jurisdiction  of 
Justices  of  the  poace  in  tho 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8.  1414)  to  delino  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  police  court  in  the 

Dlsti'ict  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8. 1111)  to  authorize  the  Comn)is^i(>n- 
ers  of  the  District  of  Colunihi;i  to  grant  a  permit  to  build  on  lot  43, 

square  358,  in  tho  city  of  Washington 

*  Boand  with  vol.  2,  first  MasioD,  Fifty  third  Congress. 
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Snbject. 


District  of  Colnnibia.  On  bill  (S.  1597)  for  tlio  support  of  the  govern- 
nient  of  tlio 

District  of  Columbia.  On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  63)  to  change  the 
nnnio  of  Sixteenth  street  to  Executive  avenue 

District  of  ColuniUia.  On  bill  (S.  1503)  to  establish  harbor  regulations 
for 


District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1141)  for  the  relief  S.J.  Block  and 
A.P.  Bnnruian,  of  the 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  1680)  to  suppress  gambling  in  the  .. 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1717)  to  authorize  the  appointment 
of  women  as  school  trustees  in  the 

District  of  Columbia.     On  amemlment  to  bill  (H.  R.5481)  making  ap- 

Sropriations  to  provide  for  the  expenses  of  the  government  of  the 
district  of  Columbia,  etc 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1112)  to  provide  for  a  survey  for  a 
bridge  across  the  Eastern  Branch  of  the  Potomac  River 

District  of  Columbia.  On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  annual 
report  of  the  health  officer  of  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (II.  R.  5860)  to  establish  a  court  of 
appeals  for  the 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1359)  to  amend  an  act  approved 
Jnly  15, 1SS2,  entitled  ''A'n  act  to  increase  the  water  supply  of  the 
city  of  Washington,"  etc 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1952)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  *'An 
act  to  incorporate  the  Washington  and  Great  Falls  Electric  Railway*'. 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1841)  to  provide  that  all  persons 
employing  female  help  in  stores,  shops,  or  mnnnfactorics  shall  pro- 
vide seats  for  same  when  not  actively  employed 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6171)  authorizing  the  Metropoli- 
tan Railroad  Company  to  change  its  motive  power,  etc 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bills  (U.  R.  6893  and  S.970)  regulating 
water-main  assessments 

District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  877)  to  incorporate  the  Washington 
Central  Railway  Company 


District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  1712)  to  incorporate  the  Union  Pas- 
seni^er  Railway  Company  of  the 


District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  1896)  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 

8  per  cent  greenback  certilicntes  of  the 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bills  (S.  1459  and  H.  R.  7071)  to  exempt  from 

taxation  the  property  of  the  Young  Men's  Christian  Association 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  2131)  to  secure  uniformity  in  names 

of  minor  streets,  etc 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  2094)  to  amend  charter  of  Eckington 

and  Soldiers'  Home  Railway  Company 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  2210)  to  provide  for  the  repairs  of 

the  piers  of  the  Aqueduct  IJridgc,  etc 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  2118)  au  thorizing  the  sale  of  the  title 

of  the  United  States  to  a  tract  of  land  in  Marylaud  to  Wm.  H.  and 

George  Bobinger 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.2245)  to  prohibit  the  interment  of 

bodies  in  (>raci'land  Ceineterv  in  the 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.329)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of 

W.B.Todd,  deceased 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  852)  to  incorporate  the  National 

Light  and  Fuel  Company 

District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  1148)  to  provide  a  building  site  for 

the  National  Conservatory  of  Music  of  America 

District  of  Columbia.    On* bill  (S. 2217)  to  pi-ovide  for  closing  of  a 

part  of  an  alley  in  square  185 

District  of  Columbia.    Ou  Senate  resolution  to  print  500  copies  of  Ex. 

Doe.  No.  445,  first  scsmiou  of  Fifty-first  Congress,  being  report  of  a 

board  of  sanitary  engineers  upon  the  sewerage  of  the 

District  of  Columbia.     Ou  the  bill  (8.  *J06G)  tn  provide  for  continuing 

the  system  of  trunk  sewers  in  the 

District  of  Co  umbia.    Ou  bill  (H.  U.  70J5)  to  provide  for  the  erection 

of  a  national  homu  for  aged  and  intirm  colored  pevsonaf  eto 
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Subject. 


District  of  Colnmbia.  On  bill  (S.  1007)  to  authorize  the  appointment 
of  a  deputy  collector  by  tho  Commissioners  of  the 

District  of  Colnmbia.  On  Joiut  resolntiou  (S.  R.  99)  to  compile  and 
publish  the  laws  relatin«;  to  street-railway  franchises  in  the 

Douoghue,  Mary  Ann.    On  bill  (H.  R.58L6)  granting  a  pension  to 

Doubleday,  Mary.    On  bill  (S.  1956)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to 

Douglass,  E.    On  bill  (S.  1319)  for  tho  relief  of 

Dull,  John  C.     On  bill  (S.  1535)  to  correct  the  naval  history  of 

Dnlnth  and  Manitoba  Kiiilroad  Company.  On  bill  (S.  176/ granting  a 
right  of  way  across  tho  Fort  Pembina  Reservation,  in  North  Dakotii, 
to  the 

Dnlnth  and  Winnipeg  Railroad  Company.  On  bill  (S.  1458)  granting 
a  right  of  way  through  the  Chippewa  and  White  Earth  Indian  res- 
ervations, in  Minnesota,  to  the 

E. 

Earths,  earthenware,  and  glassware.     Replies  to  Tariff  luqniries 

Eastern   Nebraska    and    Gulf  Railway  Company.     On  bill  (S.  1995) 

granting  right  of  way  through  the  Omaha  and  Winnebago  Indian 

reservations  to  the  . . .' *. 

Eastman,  Mary  A.  L.    On  bill  (S.  1656)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 

to 

Eckington  and  Soldier's  Home  Railway  Company.    On  bill  (S.  2094)  to 

amend  the  charter  of ". 

Eckland,  John.     On  bill  (S.  1584)  granting  a  pension  to 

Education,  Commissioner  of.    On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print 

35,000  copies  of  tho  renort  of  the,  lor  1891  and  1892 

Eight-hour  law.    On  bill  (S.  346)  relating  to  claims  arising  under 

El  CallaOf  steamship.    On  bill  (S.  432)  to  provide  an  American  register 

for,  and  change  her  name  to  Ovcida , 

Election  cases.    On  resolution  to  print  4,000  copies  of  the  new  edition 

of  the  Senate 

Electrical  experiment  station.     On  bill  (S.  1170)  to  establish  an,  for 

tho  ]>urpose  of  investigating  and  detrrmining  whether  electricity  can 

be  ]»rotitably  applied  as  a  motive  power  in  the  propulsion  of  farm 

machinery  and  implements 

Ellery,  Elizabeth.     On  bill  (S.  1935)  granting  a  pension  to 

English,  Margaret.     On  bill  (II.  R.  1686)  granting  a  pension  to 

Enochs,  W.  H.    On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies 

of  the  eulogies  delivered  in  Congress  on  the  iate 

Episcopal  Church  at  St.  Augustine,  Fla.    On  bill  (S.  1076)  to  release  a 

certain  limitation  existing  in  an  act  of  Congress  tonchin.*;  the 

Ericsson,  John.     On  bill  ^S.  1083)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of 

Ethnology,  Bureau   of.     On  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  the 

thirteenth  annual  report  of  the  Director  of  tho  Bureau  of  Klhnology, 
Eyes,  loss  of  sight  of  both.    On  bill  (S.  304)  to  Increase  iiension  for 

F. 

Facilitate  the  entry  of  steamships.    On  bill  (S.  1886)  to 

Fairfax,  Josephine  Foote.    On  bill  (S.  1539)  granting  a  pension  to  . .... 

Farmers.     If epl ics  to  Tariff  Inquiries 

Female  help  in  stores,  shops,  or  manuHictories.    On  bill  (S.  1841)  to 

provide  seats  for,  when  not  actively  employed,  in  the  District  of 

Columbia 

Field,  Henry  C.     On  bill  (H.  K.44iK))  granting  a  pension  to 

Final  ]»roof  and  payment  on  lauds  claimed  under  tho  public  land  laws 

of  the  llnite<l  fc^tates.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3458)  cxteuding  tho  time  for 

Finance,  Report  Committee  on.    Tariff  Ccuuiuiiisons , 

Finn,  John.     On  bill  (S.  1CG6)  for  relief  of 

Finn,  John.     On  bill  (S.  1066)  for  tho  relief  of 

Fish,  Edward  N.     On  bill  (S.  lOVO  to  carry  into  eficct  the  findings  of 

tho  Court  of  ClaimB  in  the  cases  of , 
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Subject. 


Fish  and  KiRheries.  On  resolntion  to  print  8,000  extra  copies  of  the 
report  of  thu  Comuiissioner  of,  for  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1893  . .. . 

Fisher,  Joseph  W.     On  bill  (S.  1957)  to  incronse  the  pension  of 

l'^«hiii«r  voHjjels.    On  bill  (H,  R.  7383)  regulating  liglits  on 

Fitzhngli,  Sumnel.    On  bill  (S.  1824)  for  the  relief  of,  and  to  carry  out 

the  tindiugs  of  the  Court  of  Claims 

Five  Civilized  Tribes  of  Indians.  To  inquire  into  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the 

Flax,  hemp,  and  Jute,  and  manufactures  of.    Replies  to  Tariff   In-  ( 

qniries ( 

Fletcher,  William.    On  bill  (S.  2255)  for  the  relief  of 

Florida.  On  bill  (S.  1834)  to  require  patents  to  be  issued  to  lands  act- 
ually settled  under  the  act  entitled  ''An  act  to  provide  for  the  armed 
occupation  and  settlement  of  the  unsettled  part  of  the  peninsula  of,'' 

apj>rove<l  Au^rnst  4,  1842 

Florida.    On  bill  (S.  1587)  to  open  the  naval  reservation  in  Lafayette 

County 

Floriiia.  State  of,  etc.    On  bill  (S.  1286)  to  pay  balance  doe  to 

Ford's  Theater  disaster.  On  amendment  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5575)  to  com- 
pensate sufierers  in 

Foreign  Relations,  Committee  on.    On  resolution  to  ■)rint  - —  copies 

of  Keport  227  from 

Fort  Cnmmings  Military  Reservation.  On  bill  (H.  R.  356)  to  authorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  reserve  from  sale  certain  lands  in  the 

abandoned  

Fort  D.  A.  Russell  Military  Reservation.    On  the  bill  (S.  168)  granting 

to  the  State  of  Wyoming  certain  lands  in  the 

Fort  Pembina  Reservation,  in  North  Dakota,  to  the  Duluth  and  Mani- 
toba Hailroad  Company.    On  bill  (S.  176)  granting  a  right  of  way 

across  the 

Frnnkiin,  AndrcAv.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2627)  granting  a  pension  to 

Free  List.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 

FrcucU,  F.  Halvcrsou.     On  bill  (S.  811)  for  the  relief  of 

French,  Henry  S.  On  bill  (S.57)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representa- 
tives of 

Frie<lIin,John.     On  bill  (S.471)  for  t lie  relief  of 

Frvniiie.  George  L.     On  bill  (H.  R. 3070)  granting  a  pension  to 

Fnlford,n.    On  hill  (S.  143)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of 

Fnlure  City,  her  barges,  cargoes,  etc.  On  bill  (S.  207)  granting  juris- 
diction and  authority  to  the  Court  of  Claims  in  the  case  of  the  tow- 
boat  

G. 

Gambling  in  the  District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (8, 1680)  to  suppress. . . 

Geological  Snrvej'.  On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  15,500 
copies  of  the  Fonrt-centh  Annual  Report  of  the  Director  of  the  U.  S.. 

Gibtton,  Hon.  Randall  Lee.  On  Senate  concurrent  resolntion  to  print 
8,000  copies  of  tlie  eulogies  delivered  in  Congress  upon 

Giddiiigs,  Napoleon  B.     On  bill(S.  194)  for  the  relief  of 

Giseburt,  Ambrose.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3309)  granting  a  pension  to 

Glcason,  Johanna.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  5703)  for  the  relief  of 

Goldnworthtf.    On  bill  (S.  1426)  to  provide  a  register  for  the  steamer  .. . 

Gooch,  C.  P.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3334)  authorizinsc  a»d  directing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Trcfisury  to  pc^y  to  heirs  or  legal  representatives  of,  etc. .. 

Government  Printing  Oitico.  On  bill  (S.  1462)  to  provide  additional 
acconnnodations  for  the 

Gramni,  Frederick.     On  bill  (S.  187)  for  relief  of 

Graves,  Clara  A.,  Smith,  Lewis  Lee,  Lee.  Florence  P.,  Sheldon,  Mary  S., 
and  Smith,  Elizabeth.    On  bill  (S.  288)  for  the  relief  of 

Greenback  certificates  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1896) 
to  provide  for  tlio  payment  of  8  per  cent 

Greene,  B.  D.     On  bill  (N.  R.  859)  for  the  relief  of 

Greene,  Maj.  Gen.  George  S.     On  bill  (S.  1513)  for  the  relief  of 

Gni«;ctt,  Andrew  L.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1161)  to  remove  charge  of  desertion. 

Onnn,  Calvin.    On  bUl  (S.552)  for  the  relief  of 
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Subject. 


H. 

Haake,  Adolph  von.    On  bill  (S.  469)  for  the  relief  of 

Hap:an,  Peter.    On  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  79)  for  the  relief  of 

Hnll,  Dwight.    On  bill  (S.  574)  for  the  relief  of 

Hall,  Maria.    On  bill  (S.  253)  graiitiug  a  pcuKion  to 

Halteman,  Henry.    On  bill  (S.  1526)  for  the  relief  of 

Harbor  regulations  for  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (S.  1503)  to 
establish 

Hartley,  Benjamin.  On  bill  (8.  1294)  to  remove  the  charge  of  deser- 
tion from 

Hartt,  Celestia  P.    On  bill  (H.  R.  51351 )  granting  a  pension  to 

Hastings,  Minn.  On  bill  (H.  R.  5806)  to  construct  and  maintain  a 
wagon  bridge  over  the  Mississippi  River  at 

Havens,  Ezra  S.    On  bill  (S.  195)  for  the  relief  of 

Hawaiian  Islands.  On  Senate  resolution  40  print  and  bind  for  use  of 
Senate  1, 200  copies  of  Senate  Ex.  Docs.  Nos.  45,  57,  76,  and  77  of 
second  session  of  Fifty-second  Congress,  etc 

Hawaiian  affairs.    On  resolution  to  print  for  use  of  Senate copies 

of  all  papers  and  messages  sent  to  Congress  by  the  rre.ident  since 
January  1,  1893 

Hawaiian  Islands.    Report  from  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 

Health  officer  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  etc.  On  House  concurrent 
resolution  to  print  and  bind  in  cloth  1, 500  copies  of  the  annual 
report  of  the 

Helner,  Mrs.  Helen  G.  On  bill  (S.  1427)  granting  an  increase  of  pen- 
sion to 

Henricli,  Mrs.  Nicholas.    On  bill  (S.  1355)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hewitt,  Henry  J.     On  bill  (S.  1274)  for  the  relief  of 

Hislop,  Washington.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5020)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hobarts  Harrison  C.    On  bill  (S.  1969)  granting  a  pension  to 

Hoes,  John  W.    On  bill  (II.  R.  4328)  for  the  relief  of 

Holbrook,  John.  On  bill  (S.  1482)  to  relieve  from  the  charge  of  deser- 
tion   , 

Holmes,  Eliza.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1717)  granting  a  pension  to 

Holmes  &  Leathers.    On  bill  (S.  194o)  for  the  relief  of 

Hoopa  Valley  Indian  Reservation.  On  bill  (S.  1803)  authorizing  the 
construction  of  a  wagon  road  through 

Hot  Springs  Water  Company.  On  bill  (S.  1433)  granting  a  site  for  a  res- 
ervoir for  cold  water  upon  the  permanent  reservation  at  Hot  Springs, 

Howard,  Hannah.    On  bill  (S.  1833)  granting  a  pension  to , 

Howard  University,  books  for  law  department  of,  etc.  On  amondoient 
to  bill  (H.  R.  5575)  nmking  appropriations  for  sundry  civil  exjienses 
of  the  Government,  etc 

Howe,  John  C.    On  bill  (S.  1154)  for  the  relief  of 

Hugo,  William  H.    On  bill  (S.  1549)  for  the  relief  of , 

Hunt,  Jennie  M.    On  bill  (S.  817)  for  the  relief  of , 

Hurt,  William.    On  bill  (S.  1623)  for  the  relief  of 

I. 

Hwaoo  Railway  and  Navigation  Company.  On  bill  (8.  634)  granting  a 
right  of  way  across  the  Scarboro  Hill  Military  Reservation  to  the 

Imported  Merchandise  Entered  for  Consumption  in  the  United  States 
dnrins:  the  years  1890  to  1893.    On  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of 
the  document  entitled 

Imports  and  Exports.  American  Colonies  to  Great  Britain  from  1697 
to  1789,  inclusive  (parts  1  and  2) 

Imported  merchand  ise  for  1893 

Index  to  private  claims.    On  letter  of  AuHon  G.  McCook  relating  to.. . 

In<lian  hostilities.    On  bill  (S.  100)  to  reimburse  certain  persona,  etc 

Indian  hostilities,  State  of  Nevada.  On  bill  (S.  100)  to  reimburse  cer- 
tain persons,  etc 

Interior,  Secretary  of.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4242)  directing  him  to  make  cer- 
tain investigations  concerning  the  consolidation  of  land  districts  in 
California,  etc 
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Subject. 


International  exhibition  to  be  held  in  Molbonrne,  Augnst  1^  1888.  On 
bill  (S.  2024)  making  appropriations  to  pay  such  exitt^nsos  as  might 
be  incurred  by  the  (Government  of  tlie  United  States,  etc 

International  money  orders.  Keport  from  experts  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mission of  Congress,  etc.,  recommending  the  disconlinuauce  of  cer- 
tain statistics  relating  to 

Invalid  pensions.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7294)  empowering  fourth-class  post- 
masters to  administer  oaths  to  pensioiusrs,  etc 

Iowa  Reservation,  Oklahoma.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4859)  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain settlers  upon  the 

Irwin,  Bernard  J.  D.     On  bill  (S.  1273)  for  the  relief  of 

iBaacs  &  Co.,  William  B.  On  bill  (S.  1288)  to  execute  the  findings  of 
the  Court  of  Cluims  in  the  matter  of  tlic  claim  of 

Isenstein,  George.     On  bill  (H.  R.  3005)  for  tbe  relief  of 

Islands  of  New  Hebrides.  On  Senate  resolution  in  rognrd  to  the  traf- 
fic in  firearms  and  iutoximnts  \v i tli  the  natives  of  the 

Ives,  Capt.  £.  M.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2133)  to  correct  the  military  record  of . 

J. 

Jackson,  Lennes  A.    On  bill  (S.  1215)  for  the  relief  of 

Jeifersou  Barracks,  Missouri.    On  bill  (S.  190)  for  the  benefit  of  sundry 

persons  residing  in  the  vicinity  of 

Jewett,  George  lii    On  bill  (S.  470)  for  the  relief  of 

Jicarilla  Apache  Indian  Reservation,  etc.    On  bill  (S.  1585)  authorizing 

the  sale  of  timber  on  the 

Johnston,  J.  Floyd,  administrator.  On  bill  (S.  1420)  for  the  relief  of. .. 
Justices  of  the  Peace.    On  bill  (S.  655)  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of, 

in  the  District  of  Columbia 

E. 

KaTg«,Maria  T.    On  bill  (S.  1230)  for  the  relief  of 

Kearsage,  U.  S.  S.  On  bill  (H.  R.  5833)  providing  for  the  rescue  of  the 
armament  and  wreck  of  the 

KeUeher,  Patrick.  On  bill  (II.  R.  6405)  to  remove  the  charge  of  deser- 
tion from 

Kelton,  Josephine  F.    On  bill  (S.  879)  granting  a  pension  to 

Kineo  and  Chocnrttf  U.  S.  gunboats.  On  bill  (S.  1527)  for  relief  of  officers 
and  crews  of  the , 

Kramer,  Samuel.  On  bill  (S.487)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  and 
heirs  of •. 

L. 

Labor  Organizations.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 

Laborers,  workmen,  and  mechanics.    On  bill  (S.  346)  in  relation  to 

claims  arising  under  eight-hour  law  concerning 

Lane,  Amanda  J.     On  bill  (H.R.  3033)  granting  a  pension  to 

Lane,  James.    On  bill  ( H.  R.  3065)  granting  a  pension  to 

Librarian  of  Congress  for  the  year  1893.    On  Senate  resolution  to  print 

500  extra  copies  of  the  annual  report  of  the 

Liebschntz,  Bvt.  First  Lieut.  A.    On  bill  (S.  R.  45)  granting  a  medal  to. 
Lilly,  William.    On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies 

of  the  eulogies  delivered  in  Congress  upon 

Lime  Point  Military  Reservation,  in  California.    On  bill  (H.R. 4961) 

granting  certain  rights  over 

Little  Rock,  Ark.    On  bill  (S.  2293)  to  provide  for  the  improvement  of 

the  building  and  grounds  of  the  United  States  court  and  post-office 

at 

Locke,  Albert,  alias  Shipley.    On  bill  (S.  837)  for  the  relief  of 

Lock,  Julia  E.    On  bill  (S.  828)  grant  ins  a  pension , 

Loss  of  tbe  sight  of  both  eyes.    On  bill  (S.  304)  to  increase  pensions  for 

Luke, Mrs.  E. S.    On  bill  (H.R. 2J)96)  for  the  relief  of 

Lyons,  Hannah.    On  bill  (H.  R.5258)  granting  a  pension  to , 

^  Bound  with  vol  2,  dntsMaioD,  Fifty -third  Coogrett. 
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Subjoct. 


M. 


McClermont,  Capt.  Robert.    On  bill  (S.  873)  for  the  relief  of 

McCotmell,  James.     On  bill  (8. 857)  to  correct  the  military  record  of. .. 

McCook.  Anson  G.    On  letter  relating  to  index  to  private  claims 

McCool,  Wells  C.    On  bill  (S.474)  for  the  relief  of 

McCormick,  Paul.    On  bill  (S.  1262)  for  the  relief  of 

McLean,  Sarah  K.    On  bill  ( S.  575)  for  the  rel ief  of 

McLeod,  Walter  S.     On  bill  ( H.  R.  6384)  for  the  relief  of 

Mack,  W.  P.     On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  68)  for  the  relief  of 

Miigaan,  Alexander  P.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4686)  to  correct  the  military 
record  of 

Maholm,  John.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2920)  granting  a  pension  to 

Marine  Corjis  of  the  U.  S.  Navy.  On  bill  (S.  1464)  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain enlisted  men  in  the 

Marine  Hospital  Service.  On  bill  (S.  2280)  to  amend  Sec.  2  of  the  act 
approved  Feb.  15, 1893,  entitled  "An  act  granting  additional  quaran- 
tine powers  and  imposing  additional  dnties  upon  the 

Maritime  Canal  Company  of  Nicnrngua.-'  On  bill  v^S.  1481)  to  amend 
the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  incorporat-e  the 

Marston,  S.  W.  On  bill  (S.  198)  to  authorize  Secretary  of  Interior  to 
settle  the  claims  of  the  legal  representatives  of 

Martin,  Ida  C.    On  bill  (S.  2032)  granting  a  pension  to 

Mates  in  the  Navy.  On  bill  (H.  R.  38)  relating  to  the  pay  and  retire- 
ment of - 

Medical  Society  of  the  District  of  Columbia  on  Typhoid  and  Malarial 
Fevers,  etc.  On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  x>i'i"t  4,000  extra 
copies  of  the  special  report  of  the  select  committee  of  the 

Melbourne,  Australia.  On  bill  (S.  2024)  authorizing  additional  com- 
pensation to  the  assistant  commisHioners  to  the  industrial  exhibition 
held  at 

Meuefee,  Mary  A.    On  bill  ( H.  R.  6103)  granting  a  pension  to 

Merchant  marine.  On  bill  (S.  495)  to  establish  marine  beard  for  the 
advancement  of  the  Interests  of  the 

MerchantB,    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 


MetalSy  and  manufactures  ot    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 


Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South.  On  bill  (H.  R.  73^4)  to  sell  cer- 
tain lands  m  Montgomery  County,  Arkansas,  to  the 

Methods  of  accounting  in  the  Post-Officc  Department.  On  bill  (H.  R. 
4610)  to  improve  the 

Metropolitan  Railroad  Company.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6171)  to  change  its 
motive  power,  etc 

Michigan  Infantry  Volunteers.  On  bill  (S.  2070)  to  provide  for  the 
restoration  to  the  State  of  Michigan  of  two  flags,  etc 

Military  post  near  the  town  of  Reno,  Ncv.    On  bill  (S.  98)  to  establish  a. 

Military  bounty  land  warrants  and  certiiioatee.  On  bill  (S.  679)  for  the 
location  and  satisfaction  of  outstanding,  etc 

Military  road.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7419)  to  construct,  from  the  city  of  El 
Paso  to  Fort  Bliss,  Tex 

Miller,  Sophia.    On  bill  (S.  1289)  for  the  relief  of 

MUler,  William  R.    On  bill  (S.  529)  for  the  relief  of 

Minneapolis  Gaslight  Company.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7449)  to  lay  submerged 
^as  pipes  across  the  Mississippi  Riyer  at  Minneapolis 

Mint,  Director  of  the.  On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  10,000 
extra  copies  of  the  report  of  the 
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XV 


Subject. 


MiBcellaneons.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inqairios 

Money  orders,  old.  Report  of  the  experts  of  the  Joint  Commission  of 
Congress,  etc.,  concerninp^  the  disposition  of 

Money  orders,  international.  Report  from  experts  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mission of  Confess,  etc.,  rocoiimion ding -the  discontinuance  of  cer- 
tain statistics  relating  to 

Montgomery,  Pearson  C.    On  hill  (S.  61)  for  the  relief  of '. 

Montgomery,  Wesley.    On  hill  (S.  1583)  for  the  relief  of 

Morrison,  Jesse  S.    On  bill  (H.  R.  2710)  for  the  relief  of 

Morse,  Jerome  E.     On  hill  (S.  397)  for  the  relief  of 

Moes,  William.  On  bill  (S.  526)  muking  an  appropriation  for  the  benefit 
of  the  estate  of 

Mnrphy,  Dennis.    On  bill  ( S.  1963)  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of 

Murray,  William  J.    On  hill  (8. 1692)  granting  a  pension  to 

Mnrrell,  Edward  H.     On  bill  (S.  1881)  for  the  relief  of 

Musselman,  Isaac  L.    On  bill  (S.  1866)  for  the  relief  of 

Mntchler,  Hon.  W^lUinm.  On  resolution  to  print  and  bind  8,000  copies 
of  eulogies  delivered  in  Congress  u])on 

Myers,  B.F.    On  bill  (S. 459)  lor  relief  of 


N. 

National  cemetery  at  Dover,  Tenn.  On  bill  (S.  527)  to  constmct  a  road 
to  the 

National  cemetery  near  Pensacola,  Fla.  On  bill  (S.  407)  making  an 
appropriation  for  the  improvement  of  the  road  to  the 

National  Conservatory  of  Music  of  America.  On  bill  (S.  1148)  to  i^ro- 
vido  a  building  site  for  the 

Natioual  Home  for  Disabled  Volunteer  Soldiers.  On  amendments  to 
the  sundry  civil  bill  (U,  li.5575)  affecting  the  approiiriations  for  the 
maintenance  of  the 

National  Light  and  Fuel  Company.    On  bill  (8. 852;  to  incorporate  the. 

National  park  near  Florence,  8.  0.  On  bill  (S.  274)  making  an  appro- 
priation for  the  establishment  of  a 

National  Woolgrowers'  Association.  On  Senate  concuiTent  resolution 
to  print  5,000  copies  of  Senate  Mis.  Doc.  No.  77,  being  memorial  of  the. 

National  University.    On  bill  (8. 1708)  to  establish  a 

Naval  militia.    On  bill  (8. 1399)  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the 

Naval  Observatory .  On  bill  (S.  1769)  for  the  protection  of  the  instru- 
ments, etc.,  of  the 

Naval  reservation  in  Lafayette  County,  Fla.  On  bill  (S.  1587)  to  open 
the 


Navy.    On  bill  (S.  1779)  authorizing  certain  officers  to  administer  oaths. 

Navy.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6321)  authorizing  certain  officers  to  administer 

oaths '. 


Navy.  On  bill  (H.  R.  88)  relating  to  the  pay  and  retirement  of  mates 
in  the 

Nooly.A.F.    On  bill  (H.  R.6206)  granting  a  pension  to 

Neet,  .lohn  S.,  jr.    On  bill  (S,  193)  for  the  relief  of 

Now  Hebrides.  On  Senate  resolution  in  regard  to  the  traffic  in  fire- 
arms and  intoxicants  with  the  natives  of  the  islands  of  the 

New,  Elizabeth.    On  bill  (S.  2275)  granting  a  pension  to 

New  Mexico.    On  bill  (H.  R.  353)  to  provide  for  the  admission  of 

Nicaragua  Canal,  etc.  On  Senate  resolution  to  iiriut  5,000  copies  of 
Senate  report  No.  331,  relative  to  the 

Niobrara  River,  etc.  On  bill  (S.  1403)  for  the  reconstruction  of  a 
bridge  across  the 

Nivcr,  Agnes  A.    On  bill  (8. 1254)  for  the  relief  of 

North  Capitol  street.    On  bill  (8. 752)  to  extend  to  the  Soldiers'  Home. 

North  Dakota.    On  bill  (S.  686)  to  divide  the  j  udicial  district  of 
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Obscene  literature  and  articles  designed  for  indecent  and  immoral  use, 

etc.    On  bill  (S.  2065)  to  prevent  the  carr3'iug  of 
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Subject. 


Oddy,  Sarah.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5374)  granting  a  peDsion  to 

Officers  oT  the  Governiueut.  On  bill  (8.  1to3)  to  regulate  the  making 
of  property  returns  by 

Officers  of  the  Army  at  institutes  of  learning.  On  bill  (S.  1644)  relat- 
ing to  the  detail  of  retired 

O'Keane,  John.    On  bill  (S.G46)  for  the  relief  of 

Oklahoma  City.  On  bill  ( H.  R.  6080)  to  donate  the  military  reservation 
at  Oklahoma  City,  in  Oklahoma  Territory,  to  said  city  fur  free  public 
schools,  etc 

Oklahoma  settlers.    On  bill  (S.2038)  for  the  relief  of 

Oklahoma,  Territory  of.  Ou  bill  (H.  R.288)  to  provide  for  two  addi- 
ticmal  associate  justices  of  the  supreme  court  of 

Oklahoma  Territory.  Ou  bill  (H.  R.  6005)  to  ratify  the  reservation  of 
certain  lands ...." 

Old  papers^  etc.,  in  Post-Office  Department.  On  report  of  Postuinster- 
Genoral  m  respect  to  accumulation  of 

Omaha  and  Winnebago  Indian  reservations  to  the  EoKtern  Nebraska 
and  Gulf  Railway  Company.  On  bill  (S.  1995)  granting  right  of  way 
through  the ■. 

Oregon,  Nevada,  and  California.  On  bill  (S.  1295)  for  relief  of  the 
States  of 

Oregon,  State  of.  On  bill  (S.  819;  providing  for  the  survey  of  the  lands 
described  in  act  of  Congress  approved  J uly  5, 18<Jii,  etc 

Oregon^  Idaho,  and  Washington,  etc.  On  bill  (S.  743)  for  the  relief  of 
the  citizens  of 

Orr,  George  A.    On  bill  (S.  191)  for  the  relief  of 

Oterif  S,  On  bill  (S.  1852)  to  provide  an  American  register  for  the 
steamer 

Otis,  George  E.  On  bill  (S.  1063)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representa- 
tives of * 

Otoe  and  Missouria  Indians.  On  bill  (S.  1467)  to  provide  for  the  sale  of 
the  remainder  of  the  reservation  of  the  confederated 

0wen,l8hamT.    On  bill  (S.  223)  for  the  relief  of 


P. 

Pacific  railroads.  On  appropriation  for  the  payment  of  the  fees  of 
counsel  employed  by  the  Attorney-Greuerul,  etc 

Pan-American  Congress,  hehl  in  Washington,  D.  (J.,  Septenibor,  1893. 
On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  and  bind  10,000  copies  of 
the  proceedings  of  the 

Papers  and  messages  sent  to  Conc^ress  by  the  President  since  Jaiuiury 
1, 1893,  relating  to  Hawaiian  afl'airs,  etc.  On  resolution  to  print,  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate,  copies  of  all 

Parks,  Marliu.     On  bill  (H.  K.  562)  for  the  relief  of 

Passengers  by  sea.    On  bill  (S.  587)  to  regnlato  the  carriage  of 

Patton,  Neil.     On  bill  (S.  1208)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from. 

Payne,  Cyrus.     On  bill  (S.  829)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to 

Pendergrass,  Moses.    On  bill  (8. 200)  for  the  relief  of 

Pensioners.  On  bill  (H.  R.  7294)  empowering  fourth-class  postmasters 
to  administer  oaths  to 

Pensions.  On  bill  (S.  435)  granting  the  right  to  personally  iiibpect, 
etc.,  prooeedines  to  obtain  a  pension 

Pensions.  On  bin  (S.  1876)  to  provide  for  the  payment,  in  certain  coses, 
of  accrned 

Pensions.    On  bill  (S.  1480)  to  coflify  and  arrange  the  laws  relating  to. 

Pension  money  to  wives  in  cases  where  male  peiiMioners  desert  or  aban- 
don their  families,  etc.    On  bill  (S.  1175)  to  require  payment  of 

Pensions.    On  bill  (S.  473)  to  grant  service 

Pension  to  soldiers  and  sailors  who  are  incapacitated  for  performance 
of  manual  labor,  etc.    On  hi  II  ( H.  R.  7574)  granting 

Pepperell,  W.  H.  L.    On  bill  (S.1022)  for  the  relief  of. 

Personnel  of  the  Navy,  etc.  On  Senate  resoluticni  to  print  the  evidence 
taken  in  relation  to  the 

Phipps,  Alfred  T.    On  bill  ( H.  R.  5459)  to  pension  the  minor  children  of. 

Pierce^  Eliza  B.    On  bill  (U.  R.  3858)  granting  a  pension  to • 
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XVII 


Subject. 


Pierce,  William.    On  bill  (S.  506)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to  . . 

Plant,  George  H.     On  bill  (S.429)  for  the  relief  of 

Police  conrt  in  the  District  of  Colnmbia.  On  bill  (S.  1414)  to  define 
the  jurisdiction  of  the 

Portsmouth  navy-yard.  On  bill  (S.299)  for  the  construction  of  a  dry 
dock  at  the \. 

Post-Oflice  Department.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4610)  to  improve  the  methods 
of  accounting  in  the 

Poet-Olhce  Department.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4610)  to  improve  the  methods 
of  accouutiug  in  the 

Poet-OfiQce  Department.  On  report  of  Postmaster-General  in  respect 
to  accumulation  of  old  papers,  etc.,  in 

Pot«et,  Benjamin  F.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6969)  for  the  relief  of 

Potomac  Steamboat  Company.    On  bill  (S.  425)  for  the  relief  of 

Potter,  Alice  K.  On  bill  (S.  491)  panting  a  pension  to 

Presbyterian  Board  of  Home  Missions.  On  bill  (S.  870)  authorizing 
the  issue  of  a  patent  for  certain  lands  on  the  Omaha  Indian  reserva- 
tion, etc.,  to 

Priest,  Mathew  S.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1314)  for  the  relief  of 

Priest,  Titus.    On  bill  (S.  15r>6)  to  relieve  firom  the  charge  of  desertion . . 

Proetor,  Thomas  R.  On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  74)  for  the  proper  euroll- 
mcnt  of  in  U.  S.  Navy 

Property  returns  by  ofticers  of  the  Government.  On  bills  (H.  R.  5530, 
same  as  S.  1553)  to  regulate  the  making  of 

Property  returns  by  officers  of  the  Government.  On  bill  (S.  1553)  to 
regulate  the  making  of 

Props,  Adaline  J.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6228)  granting  a  pension  to 

Public  lands.''  On  bill  (S.  67)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  for  the 
relief  of  certain  settlers  on  the  public  lands,  and  to  provide  for  the 
repayment  of  certain  fees,  purchase  mouey,  and  commissions  paid  on 
void  entries  of 

Public  printing  and  binding,  etc.  On  bill  (H.  R.  2650)  relating  to 
collation  and  systematic  reennctment  of  the  numerous  provisions  of 
preexisting  law  regulating  the 

Pulluiau,  Capt.  John  W.    On  bill  (S.  1637)  for  the  relief  of 

Pulp,  papers,  and  books.     Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 

Pyramid  Lake  Reservation  in  Nevada.  On  bill  (S.  99)  to  secure  the 
relinquishment  of  the  Indian  title  to  a  portion  of 

R. 

Sail  way  postal  clerks.  On  bill  (S.  544)  to  reclassify  and  fix  the  sal- 
aries of 

Ransom,  Danbar  R.    On  bill  (S.  322)  to  place,  on  the  retired  list  of  the 


Army 


Randolph,  Fanny  B.    On  bill  (S.  694)  for  the  relief  of 

Rates  of  duty  on  imports  into  the  United  States  from  1789  to  1890, 
inclusive,  etc.    On  resolution  to  print  6,000  copies  of  Senate  report 

No.  2130,  Fifty-first  Congress,  second  session,  relating  to 

Raymond,  George  S.    On  bill  (S.  1858)  to  grant  an  honorable  dis- 

cnarge  to 

Record  and  Pension  Office.    On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  43)  for  the  relief 
of  the  employees  of,  who  were  injured  in  the  Ford's  Tlieuter  disnsicr. 
Recorder  of  deeds  in  the  District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  1005)  to 

prevent  the  recording  of  subdivision  of  land  in  the  office  of 

Red  Cliff  Indian  Reservation  in  Wisconsin.   On  joint  resolution  ( H.  Res. 

140)  to  confirm  the  enlargement  of  the 

Redfem,  Joseph  and  Eliza  J.    On  bill  (S.  807)  for  the  relief  of 

Redstone,  Albert.    On  bill  (S.  1105)  for  the  relief  of 

Bed  Wing,  Minn.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6110)  to  authorize  the  construction  of 

a  bridge  across  the  Mississippi  River  at 

Reno,  Nev.    On  bill  (S.  98)  to  establish  a  military  post  near  the  town  of 
Regalation  of  steam  vessels.    On  bill  (S.  497)  to  amend  section  4400 

of  title  52  of  the  Revised  Statutes  concerning  the 

*  Bound  Avith  vol.  2,  first  session,  Fifty-third  Congress. 
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Subject. 


Repayment  of  certain  fees,  purchase  money,  and  comraissions  paid  on 
void  entries  of  public  lands/'  On  bill  (S.  67)  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
''An  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  on  the  public  lands,  and  to 
provide  for  the 

Rt'port  227.    On  resolution  to  print copies  of  (Foreign  Relations 

Committee) 

Report  334,  being  a  comparison  of  bill  H.  R.  4864  and  existing  law. 
On  Senate  order  to  bind  200  copies  of 

Reservation,  sale,  and  settlement  of  certain  lands  in  several  States  and 
Territories.     On  bill  (8. 15yi)to  provide  f«)r  the 

"  Reserved  list "  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States.  On  bill  (S.  898)  for 
the  creation  of  a 

Revenue-Cutter  Service.  On  bill  (S.  1681)  to  promote  the  efficiency 
of  the 

Revised  Statutes.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4340)  to  amend  section  407  of  the. 

Revised  Statutes.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5529)  to  repeal  section  311  of  the 

Revised  Statutes.  On  bill  (S.  497)  to  amend  section  4400  of  title  52, 
concerning  the  regulation  of  steam  vessels 

Revised  Statutes.  On  bill  (S.  509)  to  amend  section  4178,  in  relation 
to  the  marking  of  vessels'  names  at  bow  and  stem,  etc 

Revised  Statutes.  On  bill  (S.  588)  to  repeal  section  4145  and  to  amend 
sections  4146  and  4320,  also  section  1  of  the  act  amending  section 
4214  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  approved  March  3, 1883,  and  for  other 
purposes 

Revised  Statutes.     On  bill  (S.  1552)  to  repeal  section  311  of  the 

Revised  Statutes.    On  bill  (S.  1784)  to  amend  section  3719  of  the 

Revised  Statutes.    On  bill  (S.  1542)  to  amend  section  4746  of  the 

Revised  Statutes.    On  bill  (H.  R.7072)  to  amend  section  3816of  the... 

Revised  Statutes.     On  bill  (H.  R.  236)  to  amend  section  4837  of  the... 

Revised  Statutes.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4952)  to  amend  section  2455  of  the 

Reynolds,  Russell  N.     On  bill  (S.  1383)  granting  a  pension  to 

Richards,  Joseph  H.  On  bill  (S.  1558)  for  the  correction  of  the  mili- 
tary record  of 

Rice,  John  M.    On  bill  (H.R.3978)  for  the  relief  of 

Rigg,  Drnzilla  J.    On  bill  (H.  K.  4290)  granting  a  pension  to 

Ripley,  Emma  A.  On  bill  (S.  447)  to  authorize  Secretary  of  the  Inte- 
rior to  issue  a  duplicate  of  a  certain  land  warrant  to 

Rivers  and  harbors.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6518)  making  appropriations  for 
the  construction,  repairs,  and  preservation  of  certain  public  works 
on 

Robbins.  Thankful.    On  bill  (H.R.4780)  to  pension 

Roberfs,  George  F.,  etc.    On  bill  (S.  557)  for  the  relief  of 

Robinson,  Waj.  Gen.  John  C.    On  bill  (S.  731)  for  the  relief  of 

Roby,  Robert.    On  bill  (S.  1793)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from 

Rodman,  Daniel  C,  etc.  On  bill  (S.  814)  for  the  relief  of  the  represen- 
tatives of , 

Russell,  Charles  T.     On  bill  (S.  1999)  for  the  relief  of 

Russell,  John  H.    On  bill  (S.348)  for  the  relief  of 

Russell,  Rear-Admiral  John  H.     On  bill  (S.  864)  for  the  relief  of 

Russell,  John.    On  bill  (S.  925)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to . .. 

S. 

St.  Charles  College.    On  bill  (S.211)  for  the  relief  of 

St.  Lawrence  State  Hosi)ital  at  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3202) 
grantingcoudemned  cannon  to  the , 

St.  Louis  River  Bridge  Company  and  the  Duluth  Transfer  Railway 
Company.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4765)  to  authorize  construction  of  bridge 
over  St.  Louis  River  by  the 

St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and  Manitoba  Railway  Company.  On  bill 
(S.  1694)  granting  the  right  of  way  tlirough  the  White  Earth,  Leech 
Lake,  Chippewa,  and  Fond  du  Lac  Indian  reservations  to  the 

Salmon  fisheries  of  the  Columbia  River  Basin.  On  Senate  concurrent 
resolution  to  print  1,000  extra  copies  of  Senate  Mis.  Doc.  No.  200  re- 
lating to  the 

*  Bound  with  vol.  2,  first  sescion,  Fifty-third  CongreM. 


211 


171 

1 

238 

1 

343 

5 

332 

6 

114 

1 

362 

6 

116 

(•) 

200 

n 

147 

I 

148 

1 

149 

1 

230 

1 

350 

5 

352 

5 

411 

6 

525 

14 

638 

14 

673 

14 

663 

14 

522 

14 

678 

14 

519 

5 

641 

14 

354 

5 

76 

1 

697 

14 

357 

5 

400 

5 

128 

1 

256 

1 

311 

1 

327 

I 

255 

1 

836 

5 

328 

1 

581 

14 

IND£X   TO   REPORTS   OP   SENATE   COMMIITEES. 


Snbject. 


Salt  Lake  City.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4449)  fixing  the  limit  of  indebtedness 
which  may  be  incurred  by 

Saltwort,  or  Russian  thistle.  On  bill  (S.  1237)  for  the  extermination 
and  destruction  of  plant  known  as  the 

Sartori,  Commodore  Louis  C.    On  bill  (8.  1713)  to  promote 

Scarboro  Hill  Military  Reservation  to  the  Ilwaco  Railway  and  Navi- 
gation Company.  On  bill  (8.  634)  granting  a  right  of  way  across 
the 

Schaumbnrg,  James  W.    On  bill  (S.  597)  for  the  relief  of 

Schmidt,  Christopher.    On  bill  (8.  573)  for  relief  of 

School  trustees.  On  bill  (8.  1717)  to  authorize  the  appointment  of 
women  in  the  District  of  Columbia  as 

Scott,  John.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1313)  to  increase  the  pension  of 

Scott,  W.T.    On  biU  (8. 1615)  for  the  relief  of 

Schwatka^  Ada  J.    On  bill  (8.  2056)  granting  a  pension  to 

Sealer  and  assistant  sealer  of  weights  and  measures  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  and  for  other  purposes.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3246)  for  the 
appointment  of  a 

Seaman,  Capt.  Henry  C.    On  bill  (8.  1189)  for  the  relief  of 

Service  pensions.    On  bill  (S.  1173)  to  grant 

Sewerage  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  Senate  resolution  to  print 
500  copies  of  Ex.  Doc.  445,  first  session  of  Fifty-first  Congress,  being 
report  of  a  board  of  sanitary  engineers  upon  the 

Sewers  and  water  mains  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8. 872) 
to  make  service  connections  with 

Sewers  and  water  mains  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (H.  R. 
4571)  to  make  service  connections  with 

Sewers,  tmnk,  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  bill  (8.  2066)  to  pro- 
vide ifor  continuing  the  system  of 

Sexton,  James  A.  On  bill  (8.  2281)  to  authorize  the  Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to  credit  for  amount  of  money  stolen  from 

Shaffer,  C.  M.    On  bill  (8.  361)  for  the  relief  of 

Shawnee  tribe  or  nation  of  Indians.    On  bill  (8.  661)  for  the  relief  of. . 

Sherman,  John,  Jr.  On  bill  (8. 763)  relieving  the  personal  representa- 
tives of 

Sherwin,  Thomas,  deceased.  On  bill  (8.  1069)  for  the  relief  of  the 
estate  of 

Shipley,  H.  W.    On  bill  (8. 120)  for  the  relief  of 

Shipley,  E.  R.    On  bill  (8.  199)  for  the  relief  of 

Sibley,  Henrjr  H.  On  bill  (8.  914)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  personal 
representatives  of 

Silk  culture  in  the  United  States.  On  bill  (8.  115)  for  the  develop- 
ment and  encouragement  of 

Sioux  Nation  of  Indians  in  Dakota,  etc.  On  bill  (8. 145)  to  autliorize 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  divide  a  portion  of  the  reservation 
of  the 

Sixteenth  street  in  District  of  Columbia  to  Executive  avenue.  On 
joint  resolution  (8.  R.  63)  to  change  name  of 

Smith,  Charles  B.    On  bill  (8. 1312)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of 

Smith,  Thomas  Rhys.    On  bill  (8. 499)  for  the  relief  of 

Smith,  Otis.    On  bill  (S.  1640)  granting  a  pension  to 

Smith,  Henry.    On  bill  (8. 1077)  for  the  relief  of 

Smith,  Henry  C.  On  bill  (8. 1657)  to  remove  tbe  charge  of  desertion 
from 

Smith,  Pauline  J.    On  bill  (II.  R.  6361)  granting  a  pension  to 

Smithsonian  Institution  and  National  Museum.  On  resolution  to  print 
10,000  additional  copies  of  the  reports  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution 
and  the  National  Museum  for  the  year  ending  June  30, 1893,  etc 

Smithsonian  Institution.  On  bill  (8. 1460;  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
''An  act  to  establish  the  Smithsonian  Institution  for  the  increase  and 
diffusion  of  knowledge  among  men  " 

Society  of  the  Twenty -second  Michigan  Infantry  Volunteers.  On  bill 
(S.  1381)  to  provide  for  the  restoration  to  the,  of  two  flags  now  in  the 
War  Department 
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Snbjeot. 


Soldiers'  additional  homestead  certificates,  etc.  On  bill  (S.  1590)  to 
validate  outstaudiug 

Soldiers'  Home.    On  bill  (S.  762)  to  extend  North  Capitol  street  to  the  . 

Soldiers'  Homes.  On  bill  (H.  R.  236)  to  amend  section  4837  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  relating  to 

Solution  of  the  Labor  Problem.  On  Senate  resolution  to  print  1,000 
copies  of  Senate  Mis.  Doc.  No.  95,  entitled  a 

Somerville,  Hiram.  On  bill  (S.  1301)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  repre- 
sentatives of 

Southern  Railroad  Association,  lessees  of  th»  Mississippi  Central  Rail- 
road Company.    On  bill  (S.  754)  for  the  relief  of  the 

Southern  Ute  Indians  in  Colorado,  etc.  On  bill  (S.  1532)  to  ratify  and 
confirm  an  agreement  with  the 

Special  assessments.  On  bill  (S.  891)  authorizing  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  accept  payment  without  interest  of 
certain 

Spencer,  William  Loving.    On  bill  (S.  1117)  for  the  relief  of 

Spirits,  wines,  and  other  beverages.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inqniries < 

Stanford,  Hon.  Leland.    On  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  eulogies 

delivered  in  Congress  upon 

Stark,  DoraL.    On  bill  (S.694)  for  the  relief  of 

Starkweather,  William  A.    On  bill  (8. 121 )  for  the  relief  of 

Starr,  Eliza  K.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3487)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to. 

Statistics.    Tariff J 

Statistical  Abstract  for  the  United  States  for  1893,  etc.  On  House  con- 
current resolution  for  the  printing  of  12,000  copies  of  the 

Statistical  tables  showing  imports  of  merchandise,  with  duties  col- 
lected under  the  tariff  of  1890;  corresponding  rates  of  duty  under 
bill  H.  R.  4864  as  passed  by  the  House  and  Senate;  imports  and 
exports  for  the  fiscal  year  1894 ;  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the 
Government,  etc.  (part  2) 

Statistics,  Bureau  of.  On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  11,000 
copies  of  a  special  report  of 

Statute  of  limitation  and  give  the  right  of  appeal  in  certain  cases.  On 
bill  (S.  346)  to  remove  the  bar  of  the 

Steamships.    On  bill  (S.  1886)  to  facilitate  the  entry  of 

Steinmetz,  William  R.    On  bill  (S.  812)  for  the  relief  of 

Stevenson,  John  H.    On  bill  (S.  1211)  for  the  relief  of 

Stewart,  A.  P.  H.    On  bill  (S.  1325)  for  the  relief  of 

Stewart,  Peter  Grant.    On  bill  (S.  118)  for  the  relief  of 

Stivers,  Charles  B.    On  bill  (H.R.868)  for  the  relief  of 

Stivers,  Charles  B.     On  bill  (S.  2119)  for  the  relief  of 

Stock  well,  John.     On  bill  (H.  R.  856)  granting  a  pension  to 

Street,  George  W.  .  On  bill  (H.  R.  4328)  for  the  relief  of 

Street-railway  franchises  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  On  Joint  reso- 
lution (S.  R.  99)  to  compile  and  publish  the  laws  relating  to 

Streets  of  the  cities  of  Washington  and  Georgetown.  On  bill  (S.  2131) 
to  secure  uniformity  in  the  names  of  minor 

Sugar.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries j 

Sugar  schedule  in  the  tariff  bill  of  1894 

Sullivan,  George  L.    On  bill  (S.  1470)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion 

from 

Sundries.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries 

Surgeons,  assistant.     On  bill  (S.  1594)  to  remove  certain  disabilities 

of  the  late  acting 

Supervisors  of  elections  and  special  deputy  marshals.    On  bill  (H.  R. 

2331)  to  repeal  the  statutes  relating  to  (part  1) 

Sui>ervi8or8  of  elections  and  special  deputy  marshals.     On  bill  (H.  R. 

2331)  to  repeal  all  statutes  relating  to  (part  2).  Views  of  minority.. 
Surveyor  of  District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (S.  444)  in  relation  to  the  .. 

Swift,  J.  M.    On  bill  (S.  2088)  granting  a  pension  to 

Swift,  Mary  A.    On  bill  (S.  489)  for  the  relief  of 
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XXI 


Subject 


T. 

Table  of  the  average  ad  valorem  rates  under  the  tariff  of  1883,  Millft 
bill  of  18(^,  tariff  of  1890,  Honso  bill  4864  as  it  passed  the  House  and 
also  as  amended  by  the  Senate  and  passed  July  2  (calendar  day 
Jnly  3);  also  statistical  tables  showing  imports  of  merchandise, 
with  duties  collected  under  the  tariff  of  1890;  corresponding  rates 
of  duty  under  bill  H.  R.  4864  as  passed  by  the  House  and  Senate; 
imports  and  exports  for  the  fiscal  year  1894;  receipts  and  expendi- 
tnres  of  the  Government,  etc.  (parts  1  and  2) 

Tallapoosa.  On  bill  (S.  1201)  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the 
wreck  of  the  U.S. S 

Tanner,  George  C.  On  bill  (H.  R.  2842)  to  reimburse  him  $200  for  rent 
of  rooms 

Tariff  comparisons.  On  order  to  bind  200  copies  of  Report  33i,  show- 
ing changes  in  text  and  rates  of  duty  of  the  tariff  act  of  1890  and 
of  the  aiuniuistrative  act  of  June,  1890,  made  by  the  bill  H.  R.  4864 

Tari ff  comparisons.    Report  Committee  on  Finance 

Tariff  comparisons,  1894,  1890,  and  1888 

Tariff  act  of  1894  compared  with  tariff  act  of  1890,  with  rates  of  the 
Wilson  bill  of  1894  and  the  Mills  bill  of  1888 

Tate,  Harriet  R.    On  bill  (H.R.6213)  granting  a  pension  to 

Taylor,  John  W,    On  bill  (S.  144)  to  correct  the  military  record  of 

Taylor,  J.  Seymour.    On  bill  (S.  1012)  to  correct  the  muster  roll  of  — 

Telegraph  operators.    On  bill  (8.  1009)  for  the  relief  of 

Tennessee.  Ou  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  61)  providing  for  the  adjustment 
of  certain  claims  of  the  State  against  the  United  States 

Tenney,  Mnrilla.     On  bill  (H.  R.  1713)  granting  a  pension  to 

Thompson,  Jane.  On  bill  (H.  R.  3218)  granting  an  increase  of  pension 
to 

mton,  Henry  R.  On  the  bill  (S.  901)  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  of  the 
schooner 

Tobacco,  and  manufactures  of.    Repl ies  to  Tariff  Intiuiries 

Todd,  W.  B.    On  bill  (S.329)  for  the  relief  of 

Townsend,  James  L.    On  bill  (S.  1468)  for  the  relief  of 

Travila,  Robert.    On  bill  (H.R.894)  for  the  relief  of 

Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  To  accompany  letter  of  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  accounts  settled  by  his  office  with 
the  First  Comptroller  for  fiscal  year  eudcd  June  30,  1893 

Treasury.    Warrant  for  the  payment  of  money  out  of  the 

Treasury  of  the  United  States.  On  bills  (H.R.5529  and  S.  1552)  to 
repeal  section  311  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  relat- 
ing to  accounts  of  the 

IVeasnry  Department.  On  bill  (S.  1831)  to  improve  the  methods  of 
accounting  in  the 

Treasury  Department.  On  bill  (H.  R.  6948)  to  improve  the  methods  of 
accounting  in  the 

Trimble,  Mary.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4811)  granting  a  pension  to 

Tribunal  of  Arbitration  at  Paris.  On  joint  resolutions  (S.  R.  76  and 
86)  providing  for  the  printing  of  the  proceedings  of  the 

Trickey,  Mary  K.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1196)  granting  a  pension  to 

Tripler,  Eunice.    On  bill  (S.  910)  for  the  relief  of 

Typhoid  and  malarial  fevers,  etc.  On  House  concurrent  resolution 
to  print  report  of  Medical  Society  of  the  District  of  Columbia 

Tyson,  Bryan.     On  bill  (S.450)  for  the  relief  of 

Tnthill,  Emmet  C.    On  bill  (H.  R.  4328)  for  the  relief  of. 

U. 

Uncompahgre  and  Uintah  Indian  reservations.  On  bill  (S.  1887)  pro- 
vitling  for  opening  the 

Union  Passenger  Railway  Company  of  the  District  of  Columbia.    On 

bill  (8.1712)  to  incorporate  the 

*  Bonnd  with  vol.  3,  first  seMion,  Flftj-third  Congren. 
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Subject. 


Vol. 


United  States  conrts.    On  bill  (S.  1252)  for  the  holding  of,  in  the  State 

of  Washington 

University  of  the  United  States.     On  Senate  resolution  to  print  2,000 

copies  of  Senate  report  No.  433 

University  of  Utah.    On  bill  (H.  R.  3135)  granting  a  site  off  the  public 

domain  to  the 

Utah,  Territory  of.  On  bill  (H.  R.  352)  to  admit  into  the  Union,  etc  . .. 
Utter,  Joseph  0.  On  bill  (S.  1343)  to  remove  charge  of  desertion  from. . 
Utter,  Joseph  G.  On  bill  (H.  R.  4671)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion 

from ..••.. 

V. 

Vessels.  On  bill  (S.  507)  providing  for  the  collection  of  fees  for  famish- 
ing cortiticates  of  title  to 

Vessels'  names  at  bow  and  stem,  and  also  to  provide  for  marking  the 
draft,"  approved  Febmary  21, 1891.  On  bill  (S.  509)  to  amend  an  act 
entitled  ''An  act  to  amend  section  4178,  Revised  Statutes,  in  relation 
to  the  markin;xof 

Vesuvius.  On  bill  (S.  826)  to  remit  the  penalties  on  the  dynamite-gun 
cruiser. 

VirginiuB  indemnity  fund.  On  bill  (S.  1703)  to  provide  for  the  disposal 
of  the  interest  on  the 

Vosburgh,  Harriet  T.    On  bill  (U.  R.  4561)  granting  a  pension  to 

Voss,  Elizabeth.    On  bill  (H.  R.  855)  granting  a  pension  to 

W. 

Wacker,  John  W.  On  bill  (S.  468)  to  remove  charge  of  desertion  from. 
Walker,  William  T.  On  bill  (S.  1970)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to. 
Wallawalla,  State  of  Washington.    On  bill  (S.  636)  granting  the  use  of 

certain  lauds  to  the  city  of 

Walter,  etc.,  Olivia  and  Ida.    On  bill  (S.409)  for  the  relief  of 

Walters,  Joel  A.    On  bill  ( H.  R.  3840)  granting  a  pension  to 

War,  Secretary  of.    On  bill  (S.  1683)  to  authorize  Secretary  of  War  to 

lend  condemned  cannon  and  cannon  balls  to  association  having  in 

charge  the  monument  erected  on  Government  land  near  Chicago,  111. 

Ward,  Mrs.  Abby  Jane.    On  bill  (S.  1996)  granting  a  pension  to 

Warrant  for  the  payment  of  money  out  of  the  Treasury 

Washington  College  (now  known  as  Washington  and  Lee  University). 

On  bin  (S.  454)  lor  the  relief  of 

Washington  and  Great  Falls  Electric  Railway.    On  bill  (S.  1952)  to 

incorporate  the 

Washington  Central  Railway  Company.  On  bill  (S.  877)  to  incorpo- 
rate the 

Washington,  State  of.    On  bill  (S.  1252)  to  provide  for  the  times  and 

places  of  holding  terms  of  the  United  States  courts  in 

Water  mains  and  sewers  in  the  District  of  Columbia.    On  the  bill  (S. 

872)  to  make  service  connections  with 

Water  mains  and  sewers  in  the  District  of  Columbia.    On  bill  (H.  R. 

4571)  to  make  service  connections  with,  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Water  main  assessments  in  the  District  of  Columbia.    On  bills  (S.  970 

and  H.R.  6893)  to  regulate 

Water  supply  of  the  city  of  Washington.    On  bill  (S.  1359)  to  increase 

the 

Weather  Bureau.    On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  5,500  copies 

of  the  annual  report  of  the  chief  of  the,  for  year  ended  June  30, 1893. 
Weisel,  George.    On  bill  (S.  1528)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion 

from 

Welch,  Hannah.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1214)  granting  a  pension  to 

Wells,  Eugene.    On  bill  (S.  33)  to  restore  to  the  Army 

Wetmoreand  Bro.    On  bill  (S.  210)  for  the  relief  of 

Wheaton,  William  R.    On  bill  (S.  1057)  for  the  relief  of  (part  1) 

Wheaton,  William  R.,  and  Charles  H.  Chamberlain.    On  bUl  (S.  1057) 

for  the  relief  of  (part  2) 

^BsoBd  wtth  -vdL  2,  llzst  iSMlan,  Flfliy-thlrd  Oongress. 
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Vol. 


Wheeler,  Capt.  Edward.  On  Joint  resolntion  (S.  R.  19)  to  correct  tbo  mil- 
itary record  of 

Wheeler.  Mrs.  Lncinda  C.    On  bill  (H.  R.  1463)  granting  a  ponHion  to.. 

Whittakor,  George.     On  bill  (S.  1229)  to  correct  the  military  record  of. 

Wightinan,  John.  On  bill  (S.  886)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  represent- 
atires  of 

Wightman,  John.  On  bill  (S.  886)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  represent- 
atives of 

Wilcox,  Mary  R.    On  bill  (8.283)  for  the  relief  of 

Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon  Road  Compnny  in 
Oregon.  On  bill  (S.  1649)  providing  for  the  survey  of  tho  laud 
described  in  the  grant  to  the 

Willamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon  Road  Company.  On 
bill  (S.  819)  providing  for  the  sur^-ey  of  the  land  described  in  an  act 
of  Congress  approved  Jnly  5,  1866,  granting  the  land  therein  men- 
tioned to  aid  in  the  construction  of  a  military  wagon  road^  which 
land  was  subsequently  granted  by  said  State  to  the 

Williams,  Thomas.    On  bill  (S.  1571)  for  the  relief  of 

Wills,  A.  W.,  tvdministrator.    On  bill  (S.  528)  for  the  relief  of 

Winnebago  Indians  in  Minnesota.  On  bill  (S.  2153)  for  the  relief  of 
certain 


Woods,  and  manufactures  of.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries < 


Woods,  Margaret  A.    On  bill  (H.  R.  6050)  granting  a  pension  to 

Woodworth^  S.  L.    On  bill  (S.  1675)  to  remove  the  charge  of  dishonor- 
able dismissal  from,  etc 


Wool,  and  manufactures  of.    Replies  to  Tariff  Inquiries. 


Y. 


I 


Tankton  tribe  of  Sioux  Indians  in  the  State  of  South  Dakota.  On 
bill  (S.  442)  for  the  sale  of  their  surplus  lands 

Yaquina  Bay.  On  bill  (S.  112)  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a 
military  and  commercial  telegraph  line  along  tho  coast  between 
Yaquina  and 

Yellowstone  National  Park.  On  bill  (S.  166)  to  provide  for  the  punish- 
ment of  offenses  committed  in  tho ' 

Yellowstone  National  Park.    On  bill  (H.  R.  5293)  concerning  leases  in 


the 


Yergcr,  Eliza  H.,  and  Mary  Virginia  Rawlins.  On  bill  (S.  1406)  for  tho 
relief  of 

Yorke,  Louis  A.    On  ^ill  (S.1438)  for  the  relief  of 

Yorke,Loui8  A.    On  bill  (S.1438)  for  the  relief  of 

Young  Men's  Christian  Association  of  the  District  of  Columbia.  On 
bill  (H.  R.  7071)  to  exempt  the  property  of,  from  taxation 

Young  Men's  Christian  Association  of  the  District  of  Columbiik  On 
bill  (S.1459)  to  exempt  the  property  of,  from  taxation 
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T^BLE 


OF  THB 


REPORTS  MADE  BY  THE  COMMITTEES 


FOR  THE 


SECOND  SESSION  OF  THB  FIFTYTHIRD  CONGRESS. 


Subject. 


COMSUTTKB  ON  AGRICULTURE  AND  FORESTRY. 

On  bill  (S.  1237)  for  the  extermination  and  destrnction  of  the  noxious 
phut  or  weed  known  as  saltwort  or  linssian  thistle  or  cactus 

On  bill  (S.  115)  for  the  development  and  encouragement  of  silk  culture 
in  the  United  States  under  the  supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
cnlture 

On  bill  (S.  1170)  to  establish  an  electrical  experiment  station  for  the 
purpose  of  investigating  and  determining  whether  electricity  can  be 
profitably  applied  as  a  motive  power  in  the  propulsion  of  farm 
nischineiy  and  implements 

COMMITTEE  ON  APPROPRIATIONS. 

On  bill  (H.  R.4858)  making  appropriations  for  fortifications  and  other 
works  of  defense,  for  the  armameut  thereof,  etc 

On  bill  (U.  B.5894)  making  appropriations  for  the  Military  Acadeuiy, 
etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6373)  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Army, 
etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6108)  making  appropriations  for  the  diplomatic  and  con- 
sular service  of  the  United  States,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6016;  making  appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  Post- 
Office  Department,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.  ^37)  making  appropriations  for  the  Department  of  Agri- 
caltnre,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.6748)  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service,  etc.. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7097)  makingnppropriationsforthe  legislative,  executive, 
and  judicial  expenses  of  the  Government,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.6913)  making  appropriations  for  current  and  contingent 
expenses  of  the  Indian  Department  and  fulfilling  treaty  stipulations 
with  various  Indian  tribes  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1895. .. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5481)  making  appropriations  for  the  expenses  of  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  bill  (H.  R.5575)  making  appropriations  for  sundry  civil  expenses  of 
the  Qovemmont  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1895 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7477^  making  appropriations  to  supply  deficiencies  in  the 
appropriatioDB  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1894,  etc 

COMMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS. 

Od  bin  (8. 121)  for  the  relief  of  William  A.  Starkweather 

On  bill  (8. 901)  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  of  schooner  Eenry  B,  Tilion, 
ete 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS   OF   SENATE    COMMITTEES. 


Sabject. 


COMMITTEE  ON  CLAIMS— COD  tinned. 

On  bill  (8.223)  for  the  relief  of  Isham  T.  Owen 

On  bill  (8. 326^  for  tlie  relief  of  C.  B.  Bryan  &  Co.,  of  Memphis,  Tenn . . 

Onbill(S.58)'forthereHef  of  William  Clift 

On  bill  (8.348)  for  the  relief  of  John  H.  Russell 

On  bill  (S.  574)  for  the  relief  of  Dwight  Hall 

On  bill  (S.425)  for-the  relief  of  Potomac  Steamboat  Company 

On  bill  (S.  269)  for  the  relief  of  Jacob  I.  Cohen  and  J.  Randolph  Mor- 
decai,  administrators  of  M.  C.  Mordecai 

On  bill  (S.  694)  for  the  relief  of  Fanny  B.  Randolph  and  Dora  L.  Stark 

On  bill  (S.  914)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  personal  representatives  of 
Henry  H.  Sibley,  decea«ied 

On  bill  (8.754)  for  the  relief  of  the  Sonthem  Railroad  Association,  etc. 

On  bill  (S.  1215)  for  the  relief  of  Lennes  A.Jackson , 

On  bill  (8. 117)  for  the  relief  of  W.  L.  Adams 

On  bill  (8.1325)  for  the  relief  of  A.  P.  H.  Stewart 

On  bill  (8.  288)  for  the  relief  of  Clara  A.  Graves,  Lewis  Smith  Lee, 
Florence  P.  Lee,  Mary  S.  Sheldon,  and  Elizabeth  Smith,  heirs  of 
Lewis  Smith,  deceased 

On  bill  (8.  143)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  D.  Fnlford , 

On  bill  (S.  409)  for  the  relief  of  Olivia  and  Ida  Walter,  heirs  and  chil- 
dren of  Thomas  U.  Walter,  deceased,  and  also  of  the  late  Amanda  G. 
Walter 

On  bill  (8.  61)  for  the  rel ief  of  Pearson  C.  Montgomery 

On  bill  (8.  807)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Redfem  and  ICliza  J.  Redfem.. 

On  bill  (8.  499)  to  provide  for  the  adjustment  and  payment  of  the  claim 
of  Thomas  Rhys  Smith , 

On  bill  (8.  1365)  for  the  relief  of  Alexander  W.  Baldwin 

On  bill  (8.  100)  to  reimburse  certain  persons  who  expended  moneys 
and  famished  services  and  supplies  in  repelling  invasions  and  sup- 
pressing Indian  hostilities  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  pres- 
ent State  of  Nevada 

On  bill  (8.  57)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Henry  8. 
French 

On  bill  (8. 207)  granting  jurisdiction  and  authority  to  the  Court  of 
Claims  in  the  case  of  uie  towboat  Future  City,  her  barges,  cargoes,  etc. 

On  bill  (8. 1420)  for  the  relief  of  J.  Floyd  Johnston,  administrator. .... 

On  bill  (8.1615)  for  the  relief  of  W.  T.  Scott  and  others 

On  bill  (S.  103)  for  the  relief  of  P.  8.  Corbett 

On  bill  (S.  120)  for  the  relief  of  H.W.  Shipley 

On  bill  (8.597)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  and  devisees 
of  James  W.  Schaumburg 

On  bill  (8. 1666)  for  the  refief  of  Nancy  E.  Day,  administratrix  of  the 
estate  of  James  L.  Day,  deceased 

On  bill  (S.  1288)  to  execute  the  findings  of  the  Court  of  Claims  in  the 
matter  of  the  claim  of  William  B.  !Uaacs  &  Co , 

On  bill  (8. 1066)  to  authorize  the  Third  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  to  audit 
certain  quartermaster's  vouchers  belonging  to  John  Finn,  of  St.  Louis 

On  bill  (S.  744)  for  the  relief  of  Avery  D.  Babcock  and  wife,  of  Oregon 

On  bill  (8.  ^99)  for  the  relief  of  the  residuary  legatees  of  Mark  Davis, 
deceased 

On  bill  (8.  i289')"foT  "the  rciief  oKSop^^^^^ 

On  bill  (8.421)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Calvin  B. 
Cnuniugham 

On  bill  (H.  R.  684)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  the  late  Mrs.  Catherine 
P.  Culver 

On  bill  (8.203)  for  the  relief  of  John  F.  W.  Dette 

On  bill  (8. 210)  for  the  relief  of  Wetmore  &  Bro.,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo 

On  bill  (H.  R.  894)  for  the  relief  of  Robert  Tranla , 

On  bill  (8.1319)  for  the  relief  of  E.  Douglass,  etc 

On  bill  (8.459)  for  the  relief  of  B.  F.Myers 

On  bill  (8. 1286)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pay  to 
the  State  of  Florida  the  balance  found  to  be  due  said  State,  etc. .... 

On  bill  (S.  211)  for  the  relief  of  St.  Charles  Col loj;e 

On  bill  (S.  217)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  James  Bridger,  deceased 
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INDEX  TO  REPORTS  OP  SENATE  COMMITTEES. 


XXVII 


Subject. 


Vol. 


COMMITTEK  OX  CLAIMS — con tinned. 

On  bill  (S.  487)  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  and  heirs  of  Samnel  Kramer. 

On  bill  (S.  1824)  for  the  relief  of  Samnel  Fitzhugh,  adniiniHtrator  of 
Henry  Fitzkugb,  and  to  carry  out  the  findings  of  the  Court  of  Claims. 

On  bill  (S.  982)  for  the  relief  of  Cumberland  Female  College  of 
McMinnville,  Tenn 

On  bill  (S.  552)  for  the  relief  of  Calvin  Gunn 

On  bill  (8. 1301)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Hiram 
Somerville 

On  bQl  (S.  557)  for  the  relief  of  George  F.  Roberts,  administrator  of 
the  estate  of  William  B.  Thayer,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  814)  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives  of  Daniel  0.  Rod- 
man, deceased,  and  others 

On  bill  (S.  1963)  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of  Dennis  Murphy 

On  bill  (S.  763)  for  the  relief  of  personal  representatives  ot  Jolin 
Sherman,  jr 

On  bill  (8. 454)  for  relief  of  Washington  College  (now  known  as  Wash- 
ington and  Lee  University),  located  at  Lexington,  Va 

On  bill  (S.1881)  for  the  relief  of  Edward  H.Murrell 

On  bill  (S.  1992)  for  the  relief  of  Briscoe  H.  Bouldin 

On  bill  (S.1274)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  J.  Hewitt 

On  bill  (8.3978)  for  the  relief  of  John  M.  Rice 

On  bill  (S.526)  making  an  appropriation  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate 
of  William  Moss 

On  bill  (8.221)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  M.  Cannon 

On  bUl  (8. 1262)  for  the  relief  of  Paul  McCormick 

On  bill  (S.1069)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Sherwin, 

n  CO  t^a.  fM*d 

On  bill  (S.isVs^for'th'e'reiief  ofA^^^^ 

On  bill  (H.R.522)  for  the  relief  of  Bcr.jamin  Alford 

On  bill  (8. 1471)  to  provide  for  the  adjustment  and  payment  of  the 
claim  of  the  American  Transportation  Company  for  dredging  done 
at  Fairport  Harbor,  State  of  Ohio 

On  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  121)  authorizing  proper  officers  of  the 
Treasury  Department  to  examine  and  certify  claims  in  favor  of  cer- 
tain counties  in  Arizona 

On  biU  (8.224)  for  the  relief  of  William  P.Buckmaster 

On  biU  (S.  817)  for  the  relief  of  Jennie  M.  Hunt 

On  bill  (S.  1527)  for  the  relief  of  the  officers  and  crews  of  the  United 
States  gunboats  Eitieo  and  Chocura 

On  bill  (S.1571)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Williams 

On  bill  (H.R.6384)  for  the  relief  of  Walter  8.  McLeod 

On  bill  (8.  1945)  for  the  relief  of  Holmes  and  Leathers 

On  bill  (8. 1406)  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  H.  Yerger  and  Mary  Virginia 
Rawlins 

On  bill  (S.361)fortherelief  of  CM.  Shaffer.: 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3334)  authorizing  and  directing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  pay  to  the  heirs,  or  legal  representatives  of  C.  P.  Gooch, 
certain  money  due  him  for  carrying  the  mail 

(hi  bill  (H.  R.  1314)  for  the  relief  of  Mathew  8.  Priest 

Onbill(H.R.  859)  for  the  relief  of  B.  D.  Greene 

On  bill  (8. 118 )  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Grant  Stewart 

On  bill  (8.  1066)  to  authorize  the  Tliird  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  to 
audit  certain  quartermaster's  vouchers  belonging  to  John  Finn,  of 
St.  Louis,  Mo 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2842)  to  reimburse  George  0.  Tanner,  late  consul,  eto., 
the  sumof  $200,  paid  by  him  for  rent  of  rooms 

On  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  79)  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Hagan 

COMMITTEE  ON  COMMERCE. 

On  bin  (8.  607)  providing  for  the  collection  of  fees  for  furnishing  cer- 
tificates of  title  to  vessels 

Oa  bill  (8.  687)  to  regulate  the  carriage  of  paaaengen  by  tea 
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INDEX  TO   REPORTS  OF  SENATE   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COMMITTEE  OK  COMMERCE— Continued. 

On  bill  (S.  511)  proyiding  for  the  establishment  and  enforcement  of 
rules  and  regmatioDs  for  the  use  and  navigation  of  United  States 
oauals  and  similar  works  of  navigation,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  495)  to  establish  a  marine  board  for  the  advancement  of  the 
interests  of  the  merchant  marine 

On  bill  (S.  497)  to  amend  section  4400  of  Title  LII  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States,  concerning  the  regulation  of  steam  vessels 

On  bill  (S.  509)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  to  amend  section  4178, 
Revised  Statutes,  in  relation  to  the  marking  of  vessels'  names  at  bow 
and  stem,"  etc 

On  bill  (8. 588)  to  repeal  section  4145  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  amend  sections  4146,  4320,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  432)  to  provide  an  American  register  for  the  foreign-built 
steamship  Jil  Callao  and  change  her  name  to  Oneida 

On  bill  (S.  1426)  to  provide  a  register  for  the  steamer  Ooldsivorlhy 

On  bill  (S.  1645)  for  the  relief  of  the  dependent  relatives  of  the  seamen 
of  the  Netherlands  steamer  Amsterdam,  etc 

On  bill  (U.  R.  6110)  to  authorize  the  construction  of  a  bridge  across  the 
Mississippi  River  at  Red  Wing,  Minn 

On  bill  (H.  R.5806)  to  authorize  the  city  of  Hastings,  Minn.,  to  con- 
struct and  maintain  a  wagon  bridge  over  the  Mississippi  River 

On  bill  (S.  1886)  to  facilitate  the  entry  of  stenmships 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5976)  to  authorize  the  constrnctiou  of  a  steel  bridge  over 
the  St.  Louis  River  between  the  States  of  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4765)  to  authorize  the  St.  Louis  River  Bridge  Company 
and  the  Duluth  Transfer  Railway  Company  to  construct,  maintain, 
an<l  operate  a  bridge  over  the  St.  Louis  River,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  1681)  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  Revenue-Cutter  Service. 

On  bill  (S.  1965)  for  the  prevention  of  collisions  at  sea 

On  bill  (S.  1990)  to  adopt  regulations  for  preventing  collisions  at  sea.. 

On  bill  (S.  1852)  to  provide  an  American  register  for  the  steamer  S. 
Oten 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7449)  authorizing  the  Minneapolis  Gaslight  Company 
of  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  lay  submerged  gas  pipes  across  the  Missis- 
sippi River  at  Minneapolis 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6518)  making  appropriations  for  rivers  and  harbors,  etc. 

On  bill  (S.  1706)  to  provide  registers  for  tlie  steamers  Clanbel  dJidiAihos. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7383)  regulating  lights  on  fishing  vessels 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

On  bill  (S.  752)  to  extend  North  Capitol  street  to  the  Soldiers'  Home. .. 

On  bill  (S.  1005)  to  prevent  the  recording  of  subdivisions  of  land  in 
the  District  of  Colombia  in  the  office  of  the  recorder  of  deeds 

On  bill  (S.  872)  to  m;)ke  service  connections  with  water  mnins  and 
sewers  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  bill  (S.  444)  making  the  surveyor  of  the  District  of  Columbia  a  sal- 
aried officer,  etc 

On  bill  (8. 891)  authorizing  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  accept  payment,  without  interest,  of  certain  special  assess- 
ments, etc 

On  bill  ^H.  R.  8246)  for  the  appointment  of  a  sealer  and  assistant  sealer 
of  weights  and  measures  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  etc 

On  bill  (U.  R.  4013)  to  release  and  turn  over  to  Mrs.  Mary  O.  Augusta 
certain  property  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  bill  f  S.  832)  to  simplify  the  forms  of  deeds,  of  conveyance,  trust, 
and  releases  of  land  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  1267)  a  bill  to  authorize  the  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  his  assistants  to  administer  oaths  and  affirmations 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3629)  to  dose  alleys  in  square  No.  751  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington, D.  C 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4571)  to  make  service  connections  with  water  mains  and 
sewers  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF    SENATE   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA— COntinned. 

On  bill  (S.  1305)  to  amend  ''An  act  relating  to  the  incorporation  of 
certain  corporations  witMn  the  District  of  Columbia/' approved 
October  1,  li«90 

On  bill  (S.  1280)  for  the  promotion  of  anatomical  science  and  to  prevent 
the  desecration  of  graves  in  the  District  of  Colnmbin 

On  bill  (S.  1111)  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  grant  a  permit  to  build  on  lot  43^  square  358,  in  the  city 
of  Washington,  D.  C 

On  bill  (S.  1597)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  for  the  support  of  the 
gOTemment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  Hscal  year  ending 
June  30, 1878,"  etc 

On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  63)  to  change  the  name  of  Sixteeuth  street  in 
District  of  Columbia  to  Executive  avenue 

On  bill  (S.  1503)  to  establish  harbor  regulations  for  the  District  of 
Columbia 

On  bill  (S.  1141)  for  the  relief  of  S.  J.  Block  and  A.  P.  Baurman  of  the 
District  of  Columbia 

On  bill  (S.  1680)  to  more  eifectually  suppress  gambling  in  the  District 
of  Columbia 

On  bill  (S.  970)  regulating  water-main  assessments  in  the  District  of 
CohiDibia 

On  bill  (S.  1717)  to  authorize  the  appoiutmeut  of  women  as  school  trus- 
tees in  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  amendment  to  bill  (H.  R.  5481)  makiug  appropriations  to  provide 
for  the  expenses  of  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for 
the  tiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1895,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  1112)  to  provide  for  a  survey  for  a  bridge  across  the  Eastern 
Branch  of  the  Potomac  River 

On  bill  (S.  1359)  to  amend  an  act  approved  July  15, 1882,  entitled  '*  An 
act  to  increase  the  water  supply  of  the  city  of  Washington,  and  for 
other  purposes 

On  bill  (S.  1952)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "  An  act  to  incorporate  the 
Washington  and  Great  Falls  Electric  Railway'' 

On  bill  (S.  1841)  to  provide  that  all  persons  employing  female  help  in 
stores,  shops,  offices,  or  manufactories  shall  provide  seats  for  the 
same  when  not  actively  employed 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6171)  to  authorize  the  Metropolitan  Railroad  Company 
to  chanec  its  motive  power,  etc 

On  bill  (U.  R.  6893)  regulating  water-main  assessments  in  the  District 
of  Columbia 

On  bill  (S.  877)  to  incorporate  the  Washington  Central  Railway  Com- 


pany 


On  bill  (S.  1712)  to  incorporate  the  Union  Passenger  Railway  Company 
of  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  bill  (S.  1896)  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  8  per  cent  green- 
back certificates  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.7071)  to  exempt  the  property  of  the  Young  Men's  Chris- 

*    tian  Association  of  the  District  of  Columbia  from  taxation 

On  bill  (S.  2131)  to  secure  uniformity  in  the  names  of  minor  streets  of 
the  cities  of  Washington  and  Georgetown 

On  bill  (S.  1459)  to  exempt  the  property  of  the  Young  Men's  Christian 
Association  of  the  District  of  Columbia  from  taxation 

On  bill  (S.  2094)  to  amend  the  charter  of  the  Eokington  and  Soldiers' 
Home  Railway  Company 

On  bill  (8.  2210)  to  provide  for  the  repairs  of  the  piers  of  the  Aque- 
duct Bridge  and  for  its  use  by  a  street  railway 

On  bill  (S.  2118)  authorizing  the  sale  of  title  of  the  United  States  to  a 
tract  of  laud  in  Montgomery  County,  Maryland,  to  William  H.  and 
George  Bobinger 

On  bill  (S.  2245)  to  prohibit  the  interment  of  bodies  in  Graoeland  Cem- 
etery in  the  Districtof  Columbia 

On  bill  (S.  329)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  W.  B.  Todd,  deceased.... 

On  bill  (S.  852)  to  incorporate  the  National  Light  and  Fuel  Company.. 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF   SENATE   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA— COntinaed. 

On  bill  (S.  1148)  to  provide  a  building  site  for  the  National  Conserva- 
tory of  Music  of  America 

On  bill  (S.  2217)  to  provide  for  the  cIosiDg  of  apart  of  an  alley  in  square 
185  iu  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C 

On  bill  (S.  2066)  to  provide  for  continuing  the  system  of  trunk  sewers 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  K.  7095)  to  provide  for  a  national  home  for  aged  and  intirm 
colored  people,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  1007)  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  appoint  a  deputy  coroner 

COMMITTEE  ON  EDUCATION  AND  LABOR. 

On  bill  (S.  346)  to  remove  the  bar  of  the  statute  of  limitation  and  give 
the  right  of  appeal  in  certain  cases 

On  auieudment  to  bill  (H.  R.  5575)  making  appropriations  for  sundry 
civil  expenses  of  the  Goyernment  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1895,  etc 

COMMITTEE  ON  EPIDEMIC  DISEASES. 

On  bill  (S.  2280)  to  amend  section  2  of  an  act  approved  February  15, 
1893,  entitled  ''An  act  granting  additional  quarantine  powers  and 
imx)OBing  additional  duties  upon  the  Marine-Hospital  Service '' 

COMMITTEE  ON  FINANCE. 

Coinage  Laws  of  the  United  States,  1792  to  1894,  with  an  appendix. 

Fourth  edition , 

Imports  and  exports.    American  Colonies  to  Great  Britain  from  1697 

to  1789,  inclusive  (parts  1  and  2) 

Tarifi'  comparisons 

Collectors  of  customs,  opinions  of,  concerning  ad  valorem  and  specific 

rates  of  duty  on  iuipoi*ts , 

Chemicals,  oils,  and  paints.    Beplies  to  tariif  inquiries 

Chemical  schedule.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Imported  merchandise  for  1893 

Earths,  earthenware^  and  glassware.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Metals  and  manufactures  of.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 


Woods  and  manufiaoturos  of.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries. 
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INDEX  TO  EEPOKTS  OF  SENATE  COMMITTEES. 


XXXI 


Subject. 


COMMITIIEE  ON  FINANCE — continaed. 


Sugar.    Eeplies  to  tariff  inquiricB. 


Tobacco  and  manafactmeB  of.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries. 


Agricultural  products  and  provisions.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 


Spirits;  wines,  and  other  beverages.    Replies  to  tariff  inquires. 


Cotton  manufactures.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries. 


FlaX;  hemp,  and  jute,  and  manufactures  of.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries . 


Wool  and  manufactures  of.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Pulp,  papers,  and  books.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Comparison  of  the  customs  law  of  1894  and  the  customs  law  of  1890, 
with  rates  of  the  Wilson  bill  (H.  R.4864)  as  it  first  pussed  the  House 
and  of  the  Mills  bill  of  1888   

Sugar  schedule  in  the  tariff  bill  of  1894 

Tariff  comparisons  1894,  1890.  and  1888 

Sundries.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Free  list.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Merchants.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Farmers.     Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Labor  organ! zations.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Miscellaneous.    Replies  to  tariff  inquiries 

Customs  law  of  1894  and  comparison  of  the  text  of  the  tariff  laws  of 
1890  and  1894  (parts  1  and  2) 

Table  of  the  average  ad  valorem  rates  under  the  tariff  of  1883,  Mills 
bill  of  1888,  tariff  of  1890  as  it  passed  the  House  and  also  as  amended 
by  the  Senate  and  passed  July  2  (calendar  day  July  3) ;  also  statistical 
tables  showing  imports  of  merchandise,  with  duties,  under  the 
tariff  of  1890;  corresponding  rates  of  duty  under  bill  H.  R.  4864,  as 
passed  by  the  House  and  Senate;  imports  and  exports  for  the  fiscal 
Tear  1894 ;  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  Government,  etc.  (parts 
1  and  2) 

Statistical  tables  showing  imports  of  merchandise,  with  duties  col- 
lected under  the  tariff  of  1890;  corresponding  rates  of  duty  under 
bill  H.  R. 4864,  as  passed  by  the  House  and  Senate;  imports  and  ex- 
ports for  the  fiscal  year  1894 ;  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, etc.  (part  2) 

Statistics,  tariff 
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COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS. 

On  Senate  resolution  that  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  shall 
inquire  and  report  whether  any,  and,  if  so,what  irregularities  have 
occurred  in  the  diplomatic  or  other  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Hawaii  in  relation  to  the  recent  political  revolution  in 
Hawaii,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  28b)  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  and  crew  of  the  Hawaiian 
bark ^votic  •  ..«  >••■••••**.•■«*•••••*• 

On  biU  (S.  4^yfoi  the  reUef  of  Mary  A.  Swift '.'..'.'1 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF   SENATE   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS— continued. 

On  bill  (S.  756)  for  the  applications  of  the  accretions  of  the  Caracas 
awards  of  1868  to  the  new  awards  made  in  1889  and  1890 

On  bill  (S.  1481)  to  amend  the  act  entitled  ''An  act  to  incorporate  the 
Maritime  Canal  Company  of  Nicaragua/'  approved  February  20, 
1889 

On  bill  (S.  1999)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  f.  Russell."  "."//.r.."'" ...'... 

On  bill  (S.  1703)  1o  provide  for  the  disposal  of  the  interest  on  the  Yir- 
ginius  indemnity  fund 

On  Senate  resolution  in  regard  to  the  traffic  in  firearms  and  intoxi- 
cants with  the  natives  of  the  islands  of  New  Hebrides  by  Europeans 
and  Americans 

On  bill  (S.  2024)  authorizing  additional  compensation  to  the  assistant 
commissioners  to  the  Industrial  Exhibition  held  at  Melbourne, 
Australia 

COMMITTEE  ON  INDIAN  AFFAIRS. 

On  bill  (S.  1055)  to  carry  into  effect  the  findings  of  the  Court  of  Claims 
in  the  cases  of  Edward  N.  Fish  and  others,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  870)  authorizing  the  issue  of  a  patent  to  the  Presbyterian 
Board  of  Home  Missions  for  certain  lands  on  the  Omaha  Indian 
Reservation  for  school  purposes 

On  bill  (H.  R.  299)  to  extend  the  time  for  the  construction  of  the 
Choctaw  Coal  and  Railway  Company 

On  bill  (S.  198)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  settle  the 
claims  of  the  legal  representatives  of  S.  W.  Marston,  late  United 
States  Indian  agent  at  Union  Agency,  Indian  Temtory,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  99)  to  secure  the  relinquishment  of  the  Indian  title  to  a 
portion  of  the  Pyramid  Lake  Reservation  in  Nevada 

On  bill  (S.  1403)  to  authorize  the  reconstruction  of  a  bridge  across  the 
N iobrai'a  River,  near  the  village  of  N  iobrara,  Nebr 

On  bill  (S.  1467)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the 
sale  of  the  remainder  of  the  reservation  of  the  Confederated  Otoe 
and  MiHsouria  Indians  in  the  States  of  Nebraska  and  Kansas,  etc.  ".. 

On  bill  (S.  442)  to  ratify  the  agreement  made  with  the  Yankton  tribe 
of  Sioux  Indians  in  the  State  of  South  Dakota  for  the  sale  of  their 
surplus  lands 

On  bill  (S.  1458)  granting  to  the  Duluth  and  Winnipeg  Railroad  Com- 
pany a  right  of  way  through  the  Chippewa  and  White  Earth  Indian 
reservations  in  Minnesota 

On  bill  (S.  661)  for  the  relief  of  the  Shawnee  tribe  or  nation  of  Indians. 

On  bill  (S.646)  for  the  relief  of  John  CKeane 

On  bill  (S.  145)  to  anthoiize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  carry  out 
in  part  the  provisions  of  an  act  to  divide  a  portion  of  the  reserva- 
tion of  the  Sioux  nation  of  Indians  in  Dakota  into  separate  reserva- 
tions, eto 

On  bill  (S.  1532)  to  ratify  and  confirm  an  agreement  with  the  Southern 
Ute  Indians  in  Colorado,  and  to  make  the  necessary  appropriations 
for  carrying  the  same  into  effect 

On  bill  (S.  1694)  granting  to  the  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis  and  Manitoba 
Railway  Company  the  right  of  way  through  the  White  Earth,  Leech 
Lake,  Chippewa,  and  Fond  du  Lac  Indian  reservations  in  Minnesota. 

On  bill  (S.  1623)  for  the  relief  of  William  Hurt 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2710)  for  the  relief  of  Jesse  S.  Morrison 

On  bill  (S.  1803)  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  wagon  road  on  the 
Hoopa  Valley  Indian  Reservation,  in  the  State  of  California,  and 
making  appropriation  therefor 

On  bill  (S.  934)  for  the  relief  of  the  Chapter  of  Calvary  Cathedral, 
Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak 

On  bill  (S.  1995)  granting  to  the  Eastern  Nebraska  and  Gulf  Railway 
Company  the  right  of  way  through  the  Omaha  and  Winnebago  Indian 
reservations 

On  bill  (S.  1887)  providing  for  opening  the  Uncompahgre  and  Uintah 
Indian  reservations 
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IKDEX    TO   EEPORTS   OP   SENATE   COMMITTEES.         XXXIII 


Subject. 


couMiTTSE  ON  ufDiAX  AFFAIRS— con  tinned. 

On  joint  Tesolntion  (H.  Bee.  140)  to  oonfiim  the  enlargement  of  the  Bed 
Cliff  Indian  Reeeryation,  in  the  State  of  Wisconeiny  made  in  1863. .. 

On  bill  (S.  2153)  for  the  relief  of  certain  Winnebago  Indians  in  Min- 
nesota   


On  bill  (H.  B.  7335)  to  grant  to  the  Arkanaas,  Texas  and  Mexican  Cen- 
tral Bailway  Company  a  right  of  way  through  the  Indian  Territory. . 

On  bill  (8. 15&)  antnorizing  me  sale  of  timber  on  the  Jicarilla  Apache 
Indian  Beservation  for  the  benefit  of  the  Indians  belonging  thereto. . 

COMMITTBB  ON  THS  JXJDICIABT. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  288)  to  provide  for  two  additional  associate  Justices  of 
the  supreme  court  ox  ihe  Territory  of  Oklahoma,  etc 

On  the  bin  (8.  655)  to  extend  the  jurlBdiction  of  Justices  of  the  peace 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  to  regulate  the  proceedings  before 
them 

On  bill  (8. 1414)  to  amend  section  4  of  an  act  entitled  **  An  act  to  define 
the  Inrisdiction  of  the  police  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia" 

On  bill  (8. 686)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  *'An  act  to  diride  the  Judicial 
district  of  North  Dakota/'  etc 

On  bill  (8.  1460)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  to  establish  the 
Smithsonian  Institution  for  the  increase  and  diffusion  of  knowledge 
among  men'' 

On  bill  (S.  1252)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  *'An  act  to  provide  for  the 
times  andplaces  to  hold  terms  of  the  United  States  courts  in  the 
State  of  Washington" 

On  bill  (H.  B.  5860)  to  amend  sections  4,  6,  and  10  of  the  act  of  Feb- 
ruary 9, 1893,  entitled  ''An  act  to  establish  a  court  of  appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,"  etc 

COMMITTBB  ON  MILITABT  AFFAIB8. 

On  bin  (8. 112)  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  military  and  com- 
mercial telegraphic  line  along  the  coast  between  Yaquina,  on 
Taquina  Bay,  and  Port  Orford,  to  connect  with  Newport  on  Taquina 
Bay,  Alsea  Bay,  Florence  on  Siuslaw  Bay,  etc.,  in  State  of  Oregon. . . . 

On  bill  (8. 98)  to  establish  a  military  post  near  the  town  of  Bono,  in 
Washoe  County,  Nevada 

On  bill  (8.731)  for  the  relief  of  Mi^.  Gen.  John  C.  Bobinson,  United 
States  Army,  retired 

On  bill  (8. 527)  to  construct  a  road  to  the  national  cemetery  at  Dover, 
Tenn 


On  bill  (8. 192)  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  W.  Carmack 

On  bill  (8. 187)  for  the  relief  of  Frederick  Gramm 

On  bill  (8. 191)  for  the  relief  of  George  A.  Orr 

On  bill  (8. 194)  for  the  relief  of  Napoleon  B.  Giddings 

On  bill  (8. 193)  for  the  relief  of  John  S.  Neet,  Jr 

On  bill  ?8. 195)  for  the  relief  of  Ezra  S.  Havens 

On  bill  (8. 176)  granting  the  right  of  way  to  the  Duluth  and  Manitoba 
Bailroad  Company  across  the  Fort  Pembina  Beservation  in  North 
Dakoto 

On  bill  (8. 634)  panting  a  right  of  way  across  the  Scarboro  Hill  Mili- 
tary Beservation  to  the  Ilwaco  Bailway  and  Navigation  Company.. . 

0nbm(S.189)  for  the  relief  of  John  M.Davis 

Onbill(8.408)fortherelief  of  William  H.  Atkins 

Onbill  (0.474)  for  the  relief  of  Wells  C.McCool 

On  bUl  (8.506)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to  William  Heroe.... 

On  bill  (a  910)  for  the  relief  of  Eunice  Tripler,  widow  of  Charles  S. 
Tripler 

On  bul  (8. 470)  for  the  relief  of  George  H.  Jewett,  of  Arlington,  Wash- 
ington County,  Nebraska , 

On  &11  (8. 467)  for  the  relief  of  Brig.  Gton.  John  B.  Brooke^  United 
States  Army , 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF   SENATE    COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COHMITTEB  OK  XfllJTAKY  AFFAIB8— COntinned. 


On  bill  (S.469)  for  the  relief  of  AdolphTon  Haake 

On  bill  (S.468)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  standing  against 
John  W.  Wacker 

On  bill  (S.  179)  antborizing  the  restoration  of  the  name  of  Thomas  H. 
Carpenter,  late  captain  Seventeenth  Infantry,  to  the  rolls  of  the 
Army,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  144)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  John  W,  Taylor 

On  bill  (S.  104)  for  the  relief  of  Gen.  Napoleon  J.  T.  Dana 

On  bill  (S.  743)  for  the  relief  of  the  citizens  of  the  States  of  Oregon, 
Idaho,  and  Washington,  who  served  with  the  United  States  troops  in 
the  war  against  the  Nez  Forces  and  Uaunock  and  Shoshone  Indians, 


etc 


On  bill  (S.  142)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  William  H.  H. 
Cook 

On  bill  (S.  190)  for  the  benefit  of  sundry  persons  residing  in  the  vicin- 
ity of  Jefferson  Barracks,  Mo 

On  bill  (S.  898)  for  the  creation  of  a  "reserved  list"  of  the  Army  of 
the  United  States 

On  bill  (S.  407)  making  an  appropriation  for  the  improvement  of  the 
road  to  the  national  cemetery  near  Pensacola,  Fla 

On  Joint  resolution  (S.  B.  43)  relieving  the  employees  of  the  Record  and 
Pension  Office  who  were  injured  in  the  Ford's  Theater  disaster,  etc. 

On  bill  (S.  575)  for  the  relief  of  Sarah  K.  McLean,  widow  of  the  late 
Lieut.  Col.  Nathaniel  H.  McLean 

On  bill  (S.  283)  for  the  relief  of  Mary  R.  Wilcox 

On  bill  (S.  1209)  to  regulate  enlistments  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States . 

On  bill  (S.  1312)  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Charles  B.  Smith,  deceased. 

On  bill  (S.  812)  for  the  relief  of  William  R.  Steinmetz 

On  bill  (S.  322)  to  place  Dunbar  R.  Ransom  on  the  retired  list  of  the 


Army 


On  bill  (S.  1343)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  standing  against 
the  name  of  Joseph  G.  Utter 

On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  61)  providing  for  the  adjustment  of  certain 
claims  of  the  United  States  against  the  State  of  Tennessee  and  cer- 
tain claims  of  Tennessee  against  the  United  States 

On  bill  (S.  573)  for  the  relief  Christopher  Schmidt 

On  bill  (S.857)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  James  McConneil 

On  bill  (S.  1637)  for  the  relief  of  Capt,  John  W.  PuUman 

On  bill  (S.1526)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Halteman 

On  bill  (S.  33)  to  restore  Eugene  Wells  to  the  Army 

On  bill  (S.  1683)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  lend. condemned 
cannou  and  cannon  balls  to  the  association  having  in  charge  the 
monument  erected  on  Government  land  near  Chicago,  111.,  to  the 
Confederate  dead  there  buried 

On  bill  (S.829)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to  Cyrus  Payne 

On  bill  (S.  1295)  to  reimburse  the  States  of  California,  Oregon,  and 
Nevada  for  moneys  by  them  expended  in  the  suppression  of  the 
rebellion 


On  bill  (S.  471)  to  relieve  John  Friedlin  from  the  charge  of  desertion  . . 

On  bill  (S.  168)  granting  to  the  State  of  Wyoming  certain  lands  in  the 
Fort  D.  A.  Russell  Military  Reservation  for  agricultural  fair  and  indus- 
trial exposition  grounds,  etc 

On  bill  (S.  1482)  to  relieve  John  Holbrook  from  the  charge  of  desertion. 

On  bill  (S.  1483)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Elisha  B.  Bassett 

On  bill  (H.  R.3135)  granting  to  the  University  of  Utah  a  site  off  the 
public  domain 

On  bill  (S.  925)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to  John  Russell 

On  bill  (S.  1513)  for  the  relief  of  Maj.  Gen.  George  S.  Greene 

On  bill  (S.  837)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Locke,  alias  Shipley 

On  bill  (S.  1857)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to  William  B.  Barnes. 

On  bill  (S.  1644)  relating  to  the  detail  of  retired  officers  of  the  Army 
at  institutions  of  learning 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4328)  for  the  relief  of  William  B.  Chapman,  George  W. 
Street,  John  W.  Hoes,  Enunet  C.  Tuthill,  and  Joseph  H.  Curtis 
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INDEX  TO  REPORTS  OF  SENATE  COMMITTEES. 


XXXV 


Subject. 


coMMrrTBB  ON  MiLiTART  AFFAIRS — continned. 

On  bill  (8.  747)  granting  to  Ira  Bacon,  of  Company  A,  Fifty-second 
Regiment  Indiana  Volanteers,  an  additional  boauty  of  $100 

On  bill  (S.  274)  making  an  appropriation  for  the  establishment  of  a 
national  park  near  Florence,  S.  C 

On  bill  (S.  529)  for  the  relief  of  William  R.  Miller 

On  bill  f  S.  473)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  military 
record  of  Jeremiah  L.  Daly 

On  bill  (S.  1594)  to  remove  certain  disabilities  of  the  late  acting  assist- 
ant surgeons 

On  bill  (S.  1273)  for  the  relief  of  Bernard  J.D.  Irwin 

On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  68)  for  the  relief  of  W.  D.  Mack 

On  bill  (S.  1077)  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Smith  from  the  charge  of  de- 
sertion .- 

On  bill  (S.  1294)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  record  of 
Benjamin  Hartley 

On  joint  resolation  (S.  R.  45)  granting  a  medal  to  Bvt.  First  Lieut.  A. 
Liebschntz 

On  bill  (8.  1064)  for  the  relief  of  Johial  W.  Boyd 

On  bill  (8.  1298)  to  remove  from  the  rolls  of  the  Army  the  charge  of 
desertion  against  Neil  Patton 

On  bill  (8.  811)  for  the  relief  of  F.  Hal verson  French 

On  bill  (8.  873)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Robert  McClermont 

On  bill  (S.  1381)  to  provide  for  tlie  restoration  to  the  Society  of  the 
Twenty-second  Michigan  Infantry  Volunteers  two  flags  now  in  the 
War  Department 

On  bill  (S.  1375)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  military 
record  of  Jeremiah  F.  Brown 

On  amendments  to  bill  (H.  R.  5575)  atrectinjr  the  appropriations  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  National  Home  for  Disabled  Volunteer  Soldiers.. 

On  bill  (jS.  1468)  for  the  relief  of  James  L.  Townsend 

On  bill  (M.  R.  4961)  granting  certain  rights  over  Lime  Point  Military 
Reservation,  in  California 

On  bill  (8. 2070)  to  provide  for  the  restoration  to  the  State  of  Michigan 
two  llags  carried  by  the  Twenty-second  Michigan  Infantry  Volun- 
teers and  now  in  the  War  Department 

On  bill  ( H.  R.  4671)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  standing  against 
the  name  of  Joseph  G,  Utter 

On  bill  (H.R.236)  to  amend  section  4837  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 

-    the  United  States  as  to  soldiers' homes 

On  bill  (8.1549)  for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Hugo 

On  bill  (8. 1528)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  military 
record  of  George  Weisel 

On  bill  (8. 399)  lor  the  relief  of  Bvt.  Lieut.  Col.  J.  Madison  Cutts 

On  bill  (H.  R.4322)  granting  the  use  of  certain  land  to  the  town  of 
Castine,  Me.,  for  a  public  park 

Onbill(S.1688)fortherplief  of  Enoch  Davis 

On  bill  (S.  528)  for  the  relief  of  A.  W.  Wills,  administrator 

On  bill  (8. 636)  granting  the  use  of  certain  lands  in  Wallawalla  County, 
State  of  Washington,  to  the  city  of  Walla  Walla  for  a  public  park. .. 

On  bill  ^8.  1229)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  George  Whittaker. .. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  1461)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  Irom  the  record 
of  Andrew  L.  Grugett 

On  bill  (S.  1601)  granting  an  honorable  discharge  to  James  Coughlin, 
of  North  Topeka,  Kans 

On  bill  (S.  1866)  for  the  relief  Isaac  L.  Mnsselnian,  of  Tennessee 

On  bill  (8. 1657)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  military 
record  of  Henry  C.  Smith 

On  joint  resolution  (S  R.  19)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  cor- 
rect the  military  record  of  Capt.  Edward  Wheeler,  Fifty-sixth  New 
York  Volunteers 

On  bill  (8.  1189)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Henry  C.  Seaman 

(>n  bill  (S.  1676)  to  remove  the  charge  of  a  dishonorable  dismissal,  after 
the  battle  of  Stone  River,  standing  against  the  name  of  S.  L.  Wood- 
worih,  to  correct  the  record^  and  issue  bim  an  iiouorabie  discharge.. 
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INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OF   SENATE   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COBfMmiEB  OK  MILITARY  AFFAIB8 — Continued. 

On  bill  (S.  1009)  for  the  relief  of  telegraph  operators  dnrlng  the  war 

of  tiie  rebellion 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2106)  to  perfect  the  military  record  of  Warren  Alonzo 

Alden 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7419)  for  the  constmction  of  a  military  road  from  the 

city  of  El  Paso  to  Fort  BllsB,  Tex 

On  bill  (U.  R.  6405)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  standing  against 

Patrick  Kelleher 

On  bill  (U.  R.  2582)  to  authorize  the  appointment  of  James  William 

Abort  to  the  retired  list  of  the  Army 

On  bill  (S.  2048)  to  authorize  the  appointment  of  James  William  Abert 

to  the  retired  list  of  the  Army 

On  bill  (H.  R.  868)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Stivers.  ...^ 

On  bill  (8. 2119)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  B.  Stivers 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2133)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Capt.  E.  M.  Ives.. 
On  bill  (S.  1470)  to  relieve  George  L.  Sullivan  from  the  charge  of  de- 
sertion  i , 

On  bill  (S.  1012)  to  correct  the  muster  roll  of  J.  Seymour  Taylor 

On  bill  (S.  1578)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  recognize  Frank 

D.  Baldwin  as  lieutenant-colonel  of  the  Nineteenth  Michigan  Infantry 

Volunteers  from  the  15th  day  of  May,  1866 , 

On  biU  (S.2255)  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  WilUam  Fletcher,  United  States 

Army 

On  bill  (H.  R.  8005)  for  the  lelief  of  Qeorge  Isenstein 

On  bill  (S.  2143)  for  the  relief  of  Rufus  Betz 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7515)  granting  the  right  of  way  through  the  Arlington 

Reservation  for  electric  railway  purposes , 

On  bill  (S.  1558)  for  the  correction  of  the  military  record  of  Capt.  Joseph 

H.  Richards 

On  bill  (S.  1858)  to  grant  an  honorable  discharge  to  George  S.  Raymond 

On  bill  (H.  R.  662)  for  the  relief  of  Marlin  Parks 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4686)  to  correct  the  military  record  of  Alexander  P. 

Magaan 

On  bill  (S.  1770)  to  place  MaJ.  Robert  P.  Barry  on  the  retired  list  of 

the  Army 

On  bill  (S.  2186)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Orsemus 

B.Boyd 

On  bill  (S,  1566)  to  relieve  Titus  Priest  from  the  charge  of  desertion. . 
On  bill  (S.  1793)  to  remove  the  charge  of  desertion  from  the  military 

record  of  Robert  Roby , 

COMMITTEB  ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS. 

On  bill  (S.  299)  making  an  appropriation  toward  the  construction  of  a 

dock  at  the  Portsmouth  Navy- Yard 

On  bill  (S.  1405)  for  the  relief  of  the  Hufferers  by  the  wreck  of  the 

U.  S.  S.  D69patch  on  Assateague  Shoals,  V irginiift 

On  bill  (S.  12:8)  for  the  relief  of  Charles  W.  Cronk , 

On  bill  (S.  2809)  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  Naval  Militia 

On  bill  (S.  943)  for  the  relief  of  O.  C.  Bailger 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5833)  providing  for  the  rescue  of  the  armament  and 

wreck  of  the  U.  S.  war  ship  Kearearge 

On  bill  (S.  826)  to  remit  the  penalties  on  the  dynamite-gun  cruiser 

Vesuvius 

On  bi11(H.  R.  S2(^)  donating  condemned  cannon  to  the  St.  Lawrence 

State  Hospital  at  Ogdensburg,  N.  Y 

On  bill  (S.  864)  to  authorize  the  payment  to  Rear-Admiral  John  H. 

Russell  of  the  highest  pay  of  his  grade , 

On  bill  (S.  1438)  for  the  relief  of  Louis  A.  Yorke 

On  bill  (S.  1254)  to  permit  Agnes  A.  Niverto  bring  suit  against  the 

United  States 

On  bill  (S.  1201)  for  the  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  the  wreck  of  the 

U.  8.  S.  Tallaj^ooaa , 
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INDEX   TO    REPORTS   OF    SENATE   COMMITTEES.        XXXVII 


Subject. 


coMMirrEK  ON  NAVAL  AFFAIRS— continued. 

On  bill  (S.  1687)  to  open  the  naval  reservation  in  Lafayette  County, 
Florida,  to  settlement  and  entry 

On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  74)  for  the  proper  enrollment  of  Thomas  R. 
Proctor  in  the  Navy  of  the  United  States 

On  bill  (S.  1779)  authorizing  certain  officers  of  the  Navy  to  administer 
oaths 

On  bill  (S.  1784)  to  amend  section  3719  of  the  Revised  Statutes 

On  bill  (S.  967)  to  remit-  the  penalties  on  gunboat  No.  3,  the  Concord,  and 
gnnboat  No.  4,  the  Bennington 

On  bill  (S.  1769)  to  establish  an  observatory  circle  as  a  provision  for 
guarding  the  delicate  astronomical  instruments  at  the  United  States 
Naval  Observatory  against  smoke  or  currents  of  heated  air  in  iheir 
neighborhood  and  undue  vibrations  from  traffic  upon  the  extension 
of  public  thoroughfares  in  the  vicinity,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6321)  authorizing  certain  officers  of  the  Navy  to  admin- 
ister oaths 

On  bill  (S.1211)  for  the  relief  of  Pay  Inspector  John  H.  Stevenson, 
Uni  ted  States  Navy 

On  bill  (8. 1438)  for  the  relief  of  Louis  A.  Yorke 

On  bill  (S.  1464)  for  the  relief  of  certain  enlisted  men  in  the  Marine 
Corps  of  the  United  States  Navy ^ 

On  bin  (S.  1535)  to  correct  the  naval  history  of  John  C.  Dull 

On  bill  (S.  1083)  for  the  relief  of  the  estate  of  John  Ericsson.. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  38)  relating  to  the  pay  and  retirement  of  mates  in  the 
Navy 

On  bill  (S.  1454)  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  transfer  the 
reproduction  of  the  caravels  of  Columbus  to  the  Columbian  Museum 
of  Chicago 

On  bill  (8.  397)  for  the  relief  of  Jerome  E.  Morse 

On  bill  (S.  1713)  to  promote  Commodore  Louis  C.  Sartori,  etc 

COMMrrTBE  ON  ORGANIZATION,  CONDUCT,   AND  EXPBNDITURE8  OF  THB 

EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS. 

On  bill  (S.  1553)  to  regulate  the  making  of  property  returns  by  officers 
of  the  Government 

On  bill  (S.  1552)  to  repeal  section  311  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6948)  to  improve  the  methods  of  accounting  in  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury,  and  for  other  purposes 

On  ameiidment  to  bill  (H.  R.  7097)  making  appropriations  for  the  legis- 
lative, executive,  and  judicial  expenses  of  the  Government  for  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30, 1895 

COMMITTEE  ON  PACIFIC  RAILROADS. 

On  the  tnbject  of  an  appropriation  for  the  payment  of  the  fees  of  coun- 
sel employed  by  the  Attorney- General  to  represent  the  interest  of 
the  United  States  in  matters  affecting  the  Facitio  railroads 


COMMITTEE  ON  PATENTS. 


On  bill  (8. 1154)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  John  C. 
Howei  deceased 


COMMITTEE  ON  PENSIONS. 

On  bill  (8.  1190)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  David  8.  Corser... 

On  bill  (8.435)  granting  the  right  to  personally  inspect  and  have 
attested  copies  of  all  evidence  and  reports  filed  or  used  in  proceed- 
ing's to  obtain  a  pension,  etc • 

On  bill  (8. 304)  to  increase  pensions  for  loss  of  the  sight  of  both  eyes. 

On  bill  (S.  1427)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mrs.  Helen  G. 
Heiner...... «..«.,.«««,,« ....^ •••••.. 
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XXXVIII       INDEX   TO   REPORTS   OP   SENATE   COMMITTEES. 


Subject. 


COMMUTES  ON  FENSIOK8— continnecL. 

On  bill  (S.  491)  granting  a  pension  to  Alice  K.  Potter,  widow  of  Gen. 

Josepn  H.  Potter,  deceased 

On  bill  (S.  1355)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Nicholas  Henrioh 

On  bill  (S.  828)  granting  a  pension  to  Julia  E.  Lock 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3218)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Jane  Tliompson. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  855)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  Voss 

On  bill  (S. )  granting  a  pension  to  Andrew  Franklin,  alias  Andrew 

McKee 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5258)  granting  a  pension  to  Hannah  Lyons 

Onbill(S.1230)fortherelief  of  Maria  T.Karge 

On  bill  (S.  1876)  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  accrued  pensions  in  cer> 

tain  cases  

On  bill  (S.  1640)  granting  a  pension  to  Otis  Smith 

On  bill  (S.  1117)  for  the  relief  of  William  Loring  Spencer 

On  bill  (S.  1480)  to  codify  and  arrange  the  laws  relating  to  pensions. .. 
On  bill  (S.  879)  granting  a  pension  to  Josephine  F.  Kelton,  widow  of 

Bri^.  Gen.  J.  C.  Kelton,  late  Adjutant-General  United  States  Army.. 
On  bill  (S.  1542)  to  amend  section  4746  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 

States 

On  bill  (S.  1490)  granting  a  pension  to  Mollie  Crandall 

On  bill  (S.  1957)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Joseph  W.  Fisher. 

On  bill  (S.  1833)  granting  a  pension  to  Hannah  Howard 

On  bill  (S.  237)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Ann  Bradford,  widow  of 

Daniel  R.  Bradford  and  mother  of  William  K.  Bradford 

On  bill  (S.  1391)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Levenia  D.  Alton 

On  bill  (S.  1508)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Helen  L.  Dent 

On  bill  (S.  1956)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  Doubleday, 

widow  of  Bvt.  Maj.  Gen.  Abner  Doubleday 

On  bill  (S.  1539)  granting  a  pension  to  Josephine  Foote  Fairfax 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4720)  granting  a  pension  to  Lucy  Brown 

On  bill  (S.  2088)  granting  a  pension  to  J.  M.  Swift 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5459)  to  pension  the  minor  children  of  Alfred  T.  Phipps.. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3076)  granting  a  pension  to  George  L.  Frymire 

On  bill  (S.  1935)  granting  a  pension  toElizabetn  EUery 

On  bill  (S.  1584)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Eckland 

On  bill  (H.  R.  1463)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Lucinda  C.  ^yheeler, 

widow  of  John  H.  Wheeler 

On  bill  (H.  R.  1196)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  E.  Trickey 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3033)  granting  a  pension  to  Amanda  J.  Lane 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3065)  granting  a  pension  to  James  Lane 

On  bill  (H.  R.5020)  granting  a  pension  to  Washingt>on  Hislop 

On  bill  (H.  R.  1313)  grnnting  an  increase  of  pension  to  John  Scott 

On  bill  (S.  1686)  granting  a  pension  to  Margaret  English 

On  bill  (H.  R.  953)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  P.  Brough- 

ton 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3309)  granting  a  pension  to  Ambrose  Giseburt 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6206)  granting  a  pension  to  A.  F.  Neely 

On  bill(S.  1656)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Mary  A.  L.  Eastman, 
On  bill  (H.  R.  3487)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  Eliza  K.  Starr. .. 

On  bill  ( H.  R.  1713)  granting  a  pension  to  Marilla  Tcnney 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3840)  granting  a  pension  to  Joel  A.  Waltera 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5351)  granting  a  pension  to  Celestia  P.  Hartt 

On  bill  (H.  R.4561)  granting  a  pension  to  Harriet  T.  Vosburgh 

On  bill  (S.  1948)  granting  a  pension  to  Augustus  G.  Cary 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5374)  granting  a  pension  to  Sarah  Oddy 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6902)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Susie  Conway 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3992)  granting  a  pension  to  Julia  Bews 

On  bill  (H.  R.  1717)  granting  a  pension  to  Eliza  Holmes 

On  bill  (H.  R.856)  granting  a  pension  to  John  Stock  well 

On  bill  (H.  R.  38^8)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Eliza  B.  Pierce 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6213)  granting  pension  to  Harriet  R.  Tate 

On  bill  (H.  R.  5816)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Ann  Donoghue 

On  biU  (H.  R.  2996)  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  £.  a  Lnke»  widow  of  John  L. 

Lake •• ••••••••• 
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Subject. 


COMMITTEE  ON  PENSIONS— Continued. 

On  bill  (S.2056)  granting  a  pension  to  Ada  J.  Schwatka,  widow  of  the 
late  Lieut.  Frederick  Schwatka ! 

On  bill  (S.  1692)  granting  a  pension  to  William  J.  Murray 

On  bill  (H.  R,  4811)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  Trimble 

On  bill  (S.  2275)  granting  a  pension  to  Elizabeth  New,  widow  of  Jethrow 
New 

On  bill  (S.  2032)  granting  a  pension  to  Ida  C.  Martin 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4780)  granting  a  pension  to  Thankful  Robbins 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2920)  granting  a  ])ension  to  John  Maholm 

On  bill  (S.  1018)  granting  a  pension  to  Susan  £.  Cunniugham 

On  bill  (H.  R.  1214)  granting  a  pension  to  Hannah  Welch 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7294)  empowering  fourth-class  postmasters  to  adminis- 
ter oaths  to  pensioners 

On  bill  (S.  1175)  to  require  payment  of  pension  money  to  wiA'es  in  oases 
where  male  pensioners  desert  or  abandon  their  families,  or  are  habit- 
ual drunkards,  or  for  any  reason  fail  and  neglect  to  support  their 
families 

On  bill  (8.1173)  to  grant  service  pensions 

On  the  bill  (S.  1969)  gninting  a  pension  to  Harrison  C.  Hobart 

On  bill  (S.253)  granting  a  pension  to  Maria  Hall,  widow  of  Joseph 
Do2&k    deceased 

On  bill'(H.  R.  5703)  for  the  relief  of  Johanna  Gleason...! "Ill 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4490)  granting  a  pension  to  Henry  C.  Field 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6050)  panting  a  pension  to  Margaret  A.  Woods 

On  bill  (S.  501)  granting  a  pension  to  John  P.  Biehn 

On  bill  (S.  1996)  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs.  Abby  Jane  Ward 

On  bill  (S.  890)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  George  C.  Abbey  .. 

On  bill  (8.  138.3)  granting  a  pension  to  Russell  N.  Reynolds 

On  bill  (S.  1970)  granting  an  increase  of  pension  to  William  T.  Walker. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6228)  granting  a  pension  to  Adaline  J.  Props 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6103)  granting  a  pension  to  Mary  A.  Menefee 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6361)  granting  a  pension  to  Pauline  J.  Smith 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4290)  granting  a  pension  to  Drnzilla  J.  Rigg 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7574)  to  amend  section  3  of  an  act  entitled  ''An  act 
granting  a  pension  to  soldiers  and  sailors  who  are  incapacitated  for 
the  performance  of  manual  labor,  and  providing  for  pensions  to 
widows,  minor  children,  and  dependent  parents,'^  approved  June  27, 
1890 

On  the  bUl  (H.  R.  898)  granting  a  pension  to  Jesse  Davenport 

COMMITTEE  ON  POST-OFFICES  AND  POST-ROADS. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4610)  to  improve  the  methods  of  accounting  in  the  Post- 

Office  Department,  and  for  other  purposes 

On  bill  (S.  1063)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  George 

On  bill  {k  1022)  forthe  "r'eiieV  of  wVH.LfpVpperen^^ 

On  bill  (S.544)  to  reclassify  and  fix  the  salaries  of  railway  postal 

clerks 

On  bill  (S.349)  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Chambers 

On  bill  (S.  200)  for  tlie  relief  of  Moses  Pendcrgrass,  of  Missouri 

OnbiU  (S.  199)  for  the  relief  of  E.  R.  Shipley 

On  bill  (S.  886)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  John 

Wightinan,  decease<l 

On  bill  (S.  450)  for  the  relief  of  Bryan  Tyson 

On  bill  (S.  2065)  to  prevent  the  carrying  of  obscene  literature  and 

articles  designed  for  indecent  and  immoral  use  from  one  State  or 

Territory  into  another  State  or  Territory 

On  bill  (S.  886)  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  John 

Wi^htman,  deceased 

On  bill  (S.  2281)  to  authorize  the  Postmaster-General  to  credit  the 

aaeonnt  of  James  A.  Sexton  with  amount  of  funds  stolen 
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COMMITTEB  OK  PRINTINO. 

On  Senate  reeolntion  to  print  and  bind  for  nee  of  Senate^  1,200  oopiea 
of  Senate  Ex.  Docs.  Noa.  45,  57,  76,  and  77  of  second  session  of 
Fiftj-second  Congress,  relating^  to  the  Hawaiian  Islands 

On  resolution  to  print  4,000  copies  of  the  new  edition  of  the  Senate 
election  cases ••• 

On  resolution  authorizing  the  printing  and  binding  of  8,000  copies  of 
eulogies  delivered  in  Congress  upon  Hon.  J.  Logan  Chipman 

On  resolution  authorizing  the  printing  and  bindii>g  of  8,000  copies  of 
eulogies  delivered  in  Congress  upon  Hon.  William  Mutchler 

To  accompany  letter  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  transmit- 
ting accounts  settled  by  his  office  with  the  First  ComptroUer  for 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30,1893 

On  resolution  to  print  1,500  copies  of  part  1  and  2,800  copies  of  part  2 
of  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey. 

On  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  the  Thirteenth  Annual  Report  of 
the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Ethnology 

On  resolution  to  print  8,000  extra  copies  of  the  report  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Fish  and  Fisheries  for  fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 1893 

On  bill  ^S.  1137)  to  provide  for  the  printing  of  the  report  of  the  Joint 
Committee  of  Congress  on  the  centennial  celebration  of  the  laying 
of  the  corner  stone  of  the  Capitol,  etc 

On  resolution  to  print  10,000  additional  copies  of  the  reports  of  the 
Smithsonian  Institution  and  the  National  Museum  for  the  year  end- 
ing June  30, 1893,  etc 

On  resolution  to  print  for  use  of  Senate copies  of  all  papers  and 

messages  sent  to  Congress  by  the  President  since  January  1,  1893, 
relating  to  Hawaiian  affairs 

On  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  the  document  entitled  Imported 
Merchandise  Entered  for  Consumption  in  the  United  States  during 
the  years  1890  to  1893 

On  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  eulogies  delivered  in  Congress 
upon  Hon.  Lelaud  Stanford 

On  resolution  to  print  6,000  copies  of  Senate  Report  No.  2130,  Fifty- 
first  Congress,  second  session,  relating  to  rates  of  duty  on  imports 
into  the  United  States  from  1789  to  1890,  inclusive,  etc  l 

On  resolution  to  print copies  of  Report  227  from  Committee  on 

Foreign  Relations 


On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  the  eulogies 
delivered  in  Congress  upon  William  Lilly 

On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  15,500  copies  of  the  Four- 
teenth Annual  Report  of  the  Director  of  the  United  States  Geological 
Survey,  etc 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  for  the  printing  of  12,000  copies  of  the 
Statistical  Abstract  for  the  United  States  for  1893,  etc 

On  joint  resolution  (H.  Res.  139)  for  the  printing  of  500,000  copies  of 
the  Agricultural  Report,  1893,  etc 

On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  5,000  copies  of  Senate  Mis. 
Doc.  No.  77,  being  memorial  of  the  National  Woolgrowers'  Assooia- 
tion 


On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  and  bind  10,000  copies  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Pan-American  Congress,  held  in  Washington, 
D.  C,  September,  1893 

On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  5,000  additional  copies  of  the 
fourth  edition  of  the  document  entitled  Coinage  Laws  of  the  United 
States,  1792  to  1894,  etc 

On  Senate  resolution  to  print  1,000  copies  of  Senate  Mis.  Doc.  No.  95, 
entitled  a  Solution  of  the  Labor  Problem 

On  Senate  order  to  bind  200  copies  of  Report  334,  being  a  comparison 
of  bUl  (H.  R.  4864)  and  existing  law 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  the  eulogies 
delivered  in  Congress  on  the  late  W.  H.  Enochs 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  and  bind  in  olotli  1,600  copies  of 
the  annaal  report  of  the  Health  Officer  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  etc . 
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COMMITTSE  ON  PRINTING — oontiiined. 

On  Senate  resolntion  to  print  6,000  copies  of  Senate  Report  No.  331 
relatlTe  to  tbe  Nicaraiiga  Canal,  etc 

On  Senate  resolution  to  authorize  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For- 
estry to  haye  printed  so  mncli  as  necesfaary  of  the  evidence  and  other 
information  relating  to  condition  of  agriculture « 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  11,000  copies  of  a  special 
report  of  Bureau  of  Statistics 

On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  8,000  copies  of  the  eulogies 
delivered  in  Congress  upon  Hon.  Randall  Lee  Gibson 

On  Senate  concnrreut  resolution  to  print  40,000  additional  copies  of 
the  Ninth  Annual  Report  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor,  relating  to 
building  and  loan  associations 

On  Senate  resolution  to  print  the  evidence  taken  in  relation  to  the 
personnel  of  the  Navy,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7072)  to  amend  section  3816  of  the  Revised  Statutes 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  5,600  copies  of  the  annual 
report  of  the  Chief  of  the  Weather  Bureau,  for  year  ended  June 
30,1898 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  10,000  extra  copies  of  the 
report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint,  etc 

On  House  resolution  to  print  4,000  extra  copies  of  the  special  report  of 
the  select  committee  of  the  Medical  Society  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia on  typhoid  and  malarial  fevers,  etc 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  35,000  copies  of  the  report  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Education  for  1891  and  1892 .■ 

On  joint  resolutions  (S.  R.  76  aud  85)  providing  for  the  printing  of  the 
proceedings  of  Tribunal  of  Arbitration  at  Paris 

On  Senate  resolution  to  print  2,000  copies  of  Senate  Report  No.  433, 
relating  to  the  University  of  the  United  States 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2650)  relating  to  collation  and  systematic  reenactment 
of  the  numerous  provisions  of  preexisting  law  regulating  the  public 
printing  and  binding,  etc 

On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  1,000  extra  copies  of  Senate 
Mis.  Doc.  No.  200,  relating  to  the  salmon  fisheries  of  the  Columbia 
River  Basin 

On  House  concurrent  resolution  to  print  and  bind  in  cloth  6,000  copies 
of  the  annual,  special,  and  veto  messages,  proclamations,  and  inau- 
goral  addresses  of  the  Presidents  of  the  United  States  from  1199  to 
1894,  inclusive 

On  Senate  resolution  to  print  500  copies  of  Ex.  Doc.  No.  445,  first  session 
of  Fifty-first  Congress,  being  report  of  a  board  of  sanitary  engineers 
upon  tibe  sewerage  of  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  joint  resolution  (S.  R.  91)  for  the  printing  of  2,000  copies  of  a  digest 
of  laws  and  decisions  relating  to  the  appointment,  salary,  and  com- 
pensation of  ofiBcers  of  United  States  courts 

On  Joint  resolution  (S.  R.  99)  to  compile  and  publish  the  laws  relating 
to  street  railway  franchises  in  the  District  of  Columbia 

On  letter  from  Anson  G.  McCook  relating  to  index  to  private  claims. .. 

On  Senate  resolution  to  print  in  pamphlet  form  for  the  use  of  Senate 
15,000  copies  of  the  bill  H.R.  4864 

On  House  concurrent  resolutifm  to  print  23,000  copies  of  the  Tenth 
Annual  Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  etc 

On  Senate  resolution  to  print  500  extra  copies  of  the  Annual  Report  of 
the  Librarian  of  Congress  for  the  year  1893 

On  Senate  concurrent  resolution  to  print  60,000  copies  of  the  Compari- 
son of  the  Tariff  Laws  of  1890  and  1894,  etc 


COMMITTEB  ON  PRIVATX  LAND  CLAIMS. 

Oh  bill  (S.  1076)  to  release  a  certain  limitation  existin^f  in  an  act  of 
Gonsress  touching  the  Episcopal  Church  at  St.  Augustine,  Fla 

On  bin  (8.  447)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  issue  a 
daplicate  of  a  certain  land  warrant  to  Rmma  A.  Ripley 
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COMMITTEB  ON  PRIVILBOBB  A2n>  BLECTIONS. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2331)  to  repeal  the  statutes  relating  to  supervisors  of 
elections  and  special  deputy  marshals,  etc.  (part  1) 

On  bill  (H.  R.  2^1)  to  repeal  the  statutes  relating  to  supervisors  of 
elections  and  special  deputy  marshals,  etc.  (part  2,  views  of  minority) . . 

COMMITTEB  ON  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS  AND  GROUNDS. 

On  bill  (S.  1462)  to  provide  additional  aooommodations  for  the  Gov- 
ernment Printing  Office 

On  bill  (S.  2293)  to  provide  for  the  improvement  of  the  building  and 

f  rounds  of  the  United  States  court  and  post-office  at  Little  Rock, 
Ik 


COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  866)  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  reserve 
from  sale  certain  lands  in  the  abandoned  Fort  Cummings  Military 
Reservation,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.  4859)  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  upon  the  Iowa 
Reservation  in  Oklahoma 

On  bill  (S.  67)  to  amend  an  act  entitled  ''An  act  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tain settlers  on  the  public  lands;  and  to  provide  for  the  repayment 
of  certain  fees,  purchase  money,  and  commissions  paid  on  void 
entries  of  public  lands" 

On  bill  (S.  160)  to  fix  the  price  of  lands  entered  under  the  desert-land 

On  bill  (8.*  ioST)  VoV  the"  relief  of  Wiulam  r!  Wheaton  and  'charies  H. ' 
Chamberlain,  of  California 

On  bill  (A.  1057)  for  the  relief  of  William  R.  Wheaton  and  Charles  H. 
Chamberlain,  etc.  (part  2,  views  of  minority) 

On  bUl  (S.  1105)  for  the  relief  of  Albert  Redstone 

On  bill  (S.  1649)  providing  for  the  survey  of  the  land  described  in 
the  grant  to  W^illamette  Valley  and  Cascade  Mountain  Wagon  Road 
Company,  in  the  State  of  Oregon 

On  bill  (8.  1583)  for  the  relief  of  Wesley  Montgomery 

On  bill  (8.  679)  for  the  location  and  satisfaction  of  outstanding  mili- 
tary bounty  land  warrants  and  certificates  of  location  under  section 
3  of  the  act  approved  June  2, 1858 

On  bill  (S.  1834)  to  require  patents  to  be  issued  to  land  actually  settled 
under  act  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  armed  occupation  and 
settlement  of  the  unsettled  part  of  the  peninsula  of  Florida/'  ap- 
proved August  4,  1842 

On  bill  (8. 819)  providing  for  the  survey  of  the  lands  described  in  act 
of  Congress  approved  July  5, 1866,  etc 

On  bill  (8. 1591)  to  provide  for  the  reservation,  sale,  and  settlement  of 
certain  lands  in  several  of  the  States  and  Territories 

On  biU  (H.'R.  5065*)  to  ratify  the  reservation  of  certain  lands  made  for 
the  benefit  of  OKlahoma  Territory,  etc 

On  bill  (8. 1433)  granting  the  Hot  Springs  Water  Company  a  site  for 
a  reservoir  for  cold  water  upon  the  permanent  reservation  at  Hot 
Springs 

On  bill  (H.  R.  3458)  extending  time  for  final  proof  and  payment  on  lands 
claimed  under  the  public  land  laws  of  the  United  States 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6080)  to  donate  the  military  reservation  at  Oklahoma 
City,  in  Oklahoma  Territory,  to  said  city  for  free  public  schools,  etc. 

On  bill  (H.  R.  7334)  to  sell  certain  lands  in  Montgomery  County,  Ar- 
kansas, to  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  South 

On  bill  (H.  R.  6969)  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  F.  Poteet 

On  bill  (S.  1690)  to  validate  outstanding  soldiers'  additional  homestead 
certificates,  etc 

On  bill  (H.  R.4952)  to  amend  section  2455  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of 
the  United  States 
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Otfr.  Obay^  from  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 
Bribery,  etc.,  under  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  May  17, 1894,  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

Your  committee  apxK)inted  to  investigate  among  other  things  the 
charge  that  bribes  had  been  oiFered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce 
them  to  vote  against  the  pending  tariff  bill,  submit  the  following 
report: 

That  the  matter  committed  to  them  for  investigation  by  the  first 
branch  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  as  above  stated,  presented  a 
distinct  and  definite  charge  not  connected  in  anywise  with  the  other 
matters  embraced  in  said  resolution.  They  first  addressed  themselves 
thereto.  They  have  called  before  them  the  Senators  from  Virginia 
and  South  Dakota,  Messrs.  Hunton  and  Kyle,  whose  names  were  men- 
tioned in  the  New  York  Sun  article,  referred  to  in  the  Senate  resolu- 
tion, and  afterward  the  several  witnesses  whose  names  and  testimony 
will  appear  in  full  in  the  papers  herewith  submitted. 

No  other  witness  than  those  has  been  suggested  as  likely  to  throw 
light  on  the  transactions  inquired  about,  and  no  clew  leading  to  other 
testimony  has  been  discovered  by  your  committee. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  submitted  that  a  certain  Charles  W. 
Buttz,  of  North  Dakota,  but  domiciled  in  Washington  since  December 
last,  where  he  has  been  engaged  as  a  lobbyist  and  claim  agent,  did,  on 
or  about  the  1st  of  April  of  this  year,  at  the  house  of  Senator  HuDtou, 
in  Warrenton,  Va.,  during  the  absence  of  the  Senator,  say  to  his  son, 
Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  that  he  would  pay  him  a  contingent  fee  of  $25,000 
if  he  would,  by  presenting  arguments  as  to  the  pending  tariff  bill, 
induce  his  father,  Senator  Hunton,  to  vote  against  it. 

This  offer  was  declined  at  once  and  peremptorily  by  Eppa  Hunton, 
jr.,  as  set  forth  in  his  testimony,  and  the  whole  matter  was  communi- 
cated by  him  to  his  father.  Senator  Hunton  availed  himself  of  the 
first  opportunity  to  disclose  the  matter  to  certain  of  his  friends  in  the 
Senate,  as  appears  in  the  testimony,  and  was  in  no  other  way  con-, 
nected  with  the  transaction. 

It  is  also  established  by  the  testimony  that  the  same  Charles  W. 
Buttz,  during  the  month  of  March  last  past,  approaehed  Senator  Kyle, 
of  South  Dakota,  with  a  proposition  that  $14,000  would  be  paid  to  him 
(Senator  Kyle)  if  he  would  vote  against  the  pending  tariff'  bill.  The 
said  Buttz,  when  making  this  proposition,  also  stated  to  Senator  Kyle 
that  the  money  was  in  the  hands  or  control  of  an  agent  of  certain  bank- 
ers and  capitalists  of  New  York  City,  and  that  the  money  was  in 
Washington. 
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Senator  Kyle's  testimony  is  confirmed  by  that  of  Mr.  DnncanMcFar- 
lane,  clerk  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

Senator  Kyle  is  shown  by  the  testimony  to  have  communicated  this 
interview  with  Buttz,  and  the  offer  made  to  him^  to  several  Senators 
shortly  aftor  the  said  interview  took  place. 

Tour  committee  are  abundantly  justified  in  stating  that  the  facts 
above  recited  have  been  established  by  the  evidence,  notwithstanding 
the  denial  on  the  part  of  Charles  W.  Buttz,  and  they  refer  the  Senate 
to  the  testimony  in  detail  in  support  of  this  finding. 

Your  committee  find  nothing  from  their  investigation  to  impeach,  in 
the  least  degree,  the  honor  or  character  of  Senators  Hunton  and  Kyle. 
There  is  no  evidence  to  show  the  truth  of  Mr.  Buttz's  statements 
to  Senator  Kyle  and  to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  that  a  sjmdicate  of 
bankers  and  capitalists  had  raised  a  sum  of  money  to  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  pending  tariff  bill,  or  that  there  was  an  agent 
of  such  a  syndicate  in  Washinj^n,  or  that  any  money  was  in  Wash- 
ington for  that  purpose.  Butte  denies  that  he  made  any  such  state- 
ment, or  that  he  had  or  has  any  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  such  a 
syndicate,  or  that  he  was  the  agent  or  representative  of  anyone.  He 
further  denies  that  he  had  any  money  himself. 

I^  during  the  further  prosecution  of  the  investigation  with  which  your 
committee  is  charged,  any  evidence  be  discovered  or  suggested  tending 
to  support  the  statements  made  to  Senator  Kyle^ortoMr.  McFarlane,  or 
to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.^  by  Charles  W.  Buttz,  it  will  be  promptly  laid 
before  the  Senate.  Untd  then  your  Comnuttee  are  compelled,  upon  all 
the  evidence  submitted  to  them,  to  the  conclusion  that  the  statements 
of  Charles  W.  Buttz  are  wholly  untrustworthy. 

All  the  testimony  has  been  stenographically  reported,  and  is  here- 
with  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

Geo.  Quay. 
WiLLLiM  Lindsay. 
Henby  Cabot  LoBas* 
O.  K.  Davis. 
Wm.  Y.  Allek. 
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Washington,  D.  C,  May  21^  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  the  following  resolution  of  the  Senate 
of  the  17th  of  May,  1894: 

Wliereas  it  has  been  stated  in  The  Sun,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill :  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign puriioses  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

liesolved.  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sngar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

Keiolred  further  J  That  said  committee  h%  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  hied  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  anv 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said  bill, 
or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

8W0BH  STATBHEHT  OF  8EHAT0S  EPPA  HUVIOV. 

Tlie  Chairman.  You  are  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
Stiites  from  the  State  of  Virginia! 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  have  you  been  a  Senator! 

Senator  Hunton.  I  succeeded  Mr.  Barbour  when  he  died.  I  belieye 
It  was  in  June,  1893. 

The  Ghaibman.  Your  home  is  in  Virginia!    Where! 

Senator  Hunton.  Warreuton,  Fauquier  Gounty. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  been  in  attendance  continuously  ux>on  this 
session  of  the  Senate! 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  An  allegation  has  been  published  in  the  newspapers 
that  you  have  been  directly  or  indirectly  approaclied  with  corrupt  propo- 
sitions to  influence  your  vote  on  measures  pending  before  the  Senate. 
What  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that!  Have  you  any  knowledge 
of  it! 

Senator  Hunton.  I  have  never  been  directly  approached  at  all.  I 
will  be  glad  to  state  the  circumstances  attending  an  indirect  approach. 

Senator  Davis.  I  think  that  is  proper. 

The  Ghaibman.  State  what  you  know  in  that  direction. 

S.  Rep.  436 2 


2  INVESTIGATION  OP  ATTEMPTS   AT  BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Senator  Hunton,  On  the  2d  day  of  April  last,  which  was  Monday,  I 
took  my  wife,  who  had  been  spending  the  winter  here,  to  the  npper  part 
of  the  country  on  a  visit  to  my  sister.  In  the  evening  I  went  after  her 
and  took  her  home.  We  got  back  home  at  half-past  7  o'clock  Saturday 
evening.  When  we  reached  my  home  my  son  told  me  of  a  visit  of  a 
Mr.  Buttz,  which  was  made  to  him  the  Sunday  preceding. 

Senator  Davis.  AtWarrentonf 

Senator  Hunton.  At  Warrenton.  Mr.  Buttz,  as  I  learned  from  my 
son,  went  up  there  on  the  Sunday  preceding  my  arrival,  went  to  my 
house,  rang  the  bell.  My  son  was  near  the  door  and  opened  it  and 
received  him.  Mr.  Buttz  presented  a  letter  of  introduction  from  a  man 
in  this  city  named  Walker,  who  came  here  from  Virginia.  That  letter 
stated  that  Mr.  Buttz  had 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  that  letter! 

Senator  Hunton.  My  son  has  the  letter  and  will  produce  it.  The 
letter  stated  that  Mr.  Buttz  had  some  business  with  my  son.  The  point 
mentioned  in  the  letter  was  that  he  had  a  matter  before  the  Land 
Department,  in  which  he  (Buttz)  wished  to  employ  my  son  as  counsel 
I  suppose  it  is  not  proper  for  me  to  state  what  I  learned  from  my  son, 
about  what  occurred  between  him  and  Mr.  Buttz;  he  is  here  and  will 
state  it  himself.  In  the  course  of  the  conversation  with  my  son  1  learned 
that  the  efforts  of  this  man  was  to  enlist  my  son's  services  on  a  very 
large  contingent  fee  to  influence  my  vote  on  the  tarifl'  question. 

Senator  Davis.  What  the  son  said,  I  think,  may  be  proper. 

The  Chairman.  I  agree  with  you.  But  I  wish  to  proceed  with  due 
deliberation. 

Senator  Hunton.  What  is  that! 

The  Chairman.  You  can  state  all  that  occurred  between  you  and 
your  son  at  that  time. 

Senator  Hunton.  My  son  told  me  that  he  just  glanced  at  the  letter 
of  introduction,  more  to  see  the  name  of  the  man  that  was  introduced 
than  to  read  it.  This  was  when  it  was  first  presented  to  him.  Accord- 
ing to  my  recollection  of  my  son's  statement,  the  man  told  him  that  he 
was  very  much  interested  in  the  defeat  of  the  tariff  bill.  I  think,  prob- 
ably, he  said  that  he  represented  some  party  that  was  very  much  inter- 
ested, and  that  he  would  give  my  son,  he  first  named,  $15,000;  that 
he  had  an  argument  against  the  tariff*  bill  which  he  thought  would 
control  my  vote,  and  he  desired  to  present  that  argument  to  my  son  so 
that  my  son  might  present  it  to  me;  that  if  he  would  undertake  the 
job  and  prove  successfril  in  it,  I  think  he  first  named  the  sum  he  would 
give  as  |l5,000  and  immediately  rose  to  $25,000,  that  he  would  give 
him  $25,000.  My  son  said  that  he  could  not  influence  my  vote  if  he 
would,  and  he  would  not  if  he  could;  that  he  was  a  tariff-reformer  him- 
self, and  immediately  dismissed  the  subject.  The  man  attempted  to 
come  back  and  renew  the  conversation. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  the  man  leave  the  house  on  that  and  afterward 
comeback! 

Senator  Hunton.  Ko;  this  was  the  first  interview.  My  son  said  he 
would  not  hear  anything  further  on  the  subject,  and  the  man  took  his 
leave.  That  evening  my  son  was  lying  down  and  had  directed  that  he 
be  not  disturbed.  The  man  rang  the  bell,  and  the  servant  told  him 
that  my  son  said  he  was  not  to  be  disturbed.  The  man  presented  a 
card.  The  card  is  not  in  existence.  It  was  an  invitation  for  my  son 
to  call  on  him  at  his  ofiice  on  F  street. 

It  was  an  effort  to  bribe  me  through  my  son.  My  son  did  not  deal 
with  the  man  as  he  ought  to  have  done.    I  found  him  in  a  state  of 
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indignation.  He  told  about  the  affair  to  some  friends  of  onrs  in  the 
town.  That  was  Saturday  night,  and  on  Monday  morning  I  returned 
to  Washington.  So  soon  as  I  reached  the  Senate  chamber  I  told  Sena- 
tor Harris  what  had  occurred,  and  told  him  that  I  thought  it  was  my 
duty  to  inform  my  Mends  in  the  Senate,  and  especially  him  (Senator 
Harris)  as  the  manager  of  the  tariff  bill,  what  was  going  on,  that  they 
might  take  such  steps  as  they  thought  proper.  I  afterward  told  it  to 
all  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  to  a  good 
many  friends  on  the  floor.  I  recollect  telling  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  about 
it.    I  believe  that  is  about  all  1  know. 

The  Chairhan.  That  is  all  you  know  in  regard  to  itt 

Senator  Hunton.  That  is  all,  and  most  of  that  is  hearsay.  I  never 
have  been  approached  at  all  by  this  man  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  himt 

Senator  Hunton.  I  first  supposed  when  I  heard  of  this  matter  t}iat 
I  had  never  laid  eyes  on  the  man;  but  I  understand  I  served  a  term 
in  Congress  with  him,  the  Forty-sixth  Congress. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  him  t 

Senator  Hunton.  1  do  not  know  that  I  ever  spoke  to  him.  He  may 
possibly  have  come  up  and  offered  his  hand.  If  he  was  to  come  into 
this  room  I  would  recognize  him  as  a  man  whom  I  have  seen ;  but  I 
thought  I  had  never  laid  eyes  on  him,  and  did  not  to  know  him  as 
Buttz. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Wbat  is  the  name  of  your  sont 

Senator  Hunton.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  is  his  profession  t 

Senator  Hunton.  Lawyer  in  Warrenton. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  Mr.  WaJker's  first  namet 

Senator  Hunton.  James  W.  Walker. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  what  his  business  ist 

Senator  Hunton.  He  professes  to  be  a  lawyer  here.  He  was  a  resi- 
dent of  Madison  County,  Va.,  and  came  from  there  to  this  city. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  is  his  office  t 

Senator  Hunton.    I  do  not  think  I  could  tell  you. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  he  any  middle  namet 

Senator  Hunton.  James  W.  Walker.  About  two  weeks  ago  James 
W.  Walker  sent  his  card  up  to  me  at  the  Kormandie,  and  supposing 
that  he  was  the  man  who  had  written  this  letter  of  introduction,  I  sent 
for  him  to  come  to  my  room.  When  he  came  in  I  recognized  him  as 
this  man  who  formerly  lived  in  Virginia.  I  said^  "  Mr.  Walker,  are 
you  the  gentleman  who  gave  a  letter  of  introduction  to  my  son  for  a 
Mr.  Buttz t"  He  said  he  was.  I  said,  "Do  you  know  the  object  of 
that  man's  visit  to  my  sonf  He  said,  "  No  further  than  stated  in  the 
letter  of  introduction;"  which,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  spoke  of  employ- 
ing my  son  in  a  matter  pending  in  the  Land  Department.  I  said,  "Do 
you  tell  me  positively  that  you  never  knew  that  Mr.  Buttz  had  any 
(ither  object  in  view  in  his  visit  to  Warrenton  1"  He  said  he  did  not, 
jnid  I  dropped  the  subject.  Mr.  Walker  told  me  in  the  same  conver- 
sation tbat  he  boarded  in  the  same  house  with  Buttz,  and  a  suspicion 
crossed  my  mind  that  he  and  Buttz  had  discussed  this  matter  between 
them.  But  he  said  he  knew  nothing  on  the  subject,  except  what  he 
t>tated  in  that  letter. 

I  would  be  glad  if  the  committee  would  send  for  him  and  examine 
liim  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Walker's  numberl 

Senator  MimTOjf,  No;  but  I  can  get  it 
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The  Ohaibman.  What  is  his  full  namet 

Senator  Hunton.  James  W.  Walker.  I  would  be  exceedingly  glad 
if  the  committee  would  ask  me  any  questions  that  may  occur  to  any  of 
them.  I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  felt  a  good  deal  humiliated  by  this 
whole  affair.  I  thought  I  had  lived  a  life  which  protected  me  from  any 
such  approaches^  and  that  I  knew  my  son  was  as  high  above  anything 
of  that  sort  as  1  claimed  to  be.  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  as  soon  as  I 
heard  it  to  let  it  be  known  among  my  Mends  in  the  Senate.  And  I 
did  not  confine  it  to  Senators,  but  told  my  friends  of  it  pretty  freely, 
that  they  might  know  that  there  was  an  effort  being  made,  and  thai 
they  might  take  such  steps  as  were  necessary.  When  I  first  spoke  to 
Senator  Harris  about  it  I  suggested  that  he  get  four  or  five  members 
of  the  Senate  and  that  we  would  withdraw  from  the  Senate  chamber, 
talk  the  matter  over,  and  determine  what  was  best  to  do  in  the  prem- 
ises; but  the  Senate  was  engaged  at  that  time  and  we  did  not  get 
together  and  did  not  hold  a  consultation.  But  it  was  understood 
among  those  with  whom  I  talked  on  the  subject,  and  from  the  start, 
that  I  desired  the  Senate  to  take  such  steps  in  the  premises  as  were 
proper. 

Senator  Davis.  This  interview  between  your  son  and  Mr.  Buttz,  I 
believe  you  said,  was  on  the  2d  of  April  f 

Senator  Hunton.  No;  on  the  1st  of  April.  I  left  here  on  the  2d  of 
April  and  got  home  on  the  7th.  I  asked  my  son  afterwards  to  give 
me  a  statement  of  what  had  occurred  between  him  and  Buttz.  He 
gave  it,  and  I  showed  it  around  among  my  friends  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  finally  decided  you  to  make  it  public! 

Senator  Hunton.  Why,  I  did  not  make  it  public.  It  was  finally 
made  public  on  last  Monday. 

Senator  Davis.  By  whom! 

Senator  Hunton.  I  can  not  tell  you.  The  first  I  knew  of  its  pub- 
licity Senator  Quay  came  over  to  me  with  a  copy  of  the  Philadelphia 
Eecord,  and  asked  me  if  that  was  true.  I  told  him  that  it  was  sub- 
stantially true.  That  was  the  first  I  knew  of  its  publicity.  I  after- 
wards went  over  to  Senator  Quay's  seat  and  said,  "I  desire  to  correct 
what  I  stated  to  you  in  an  unimportant  particular;  I  told  you  it  was 
all  true."  The  piece  stated  that  it  had  just  come  Out  that  morning, 
and  I  desired  to  say  to  Senator  Quay  that  that  part  was  not  true;  that 
I  had  immediately  told  my  friends  in  the  Senate  about  it;  but  with 
that  exception  the  piece  was  substantially  true.  During  my  absence 
from  the  Senate  Chamber  Senator  Lodge  introduced  this  resolution, 
and  when  I  came  back  he  informed  me  that  it  was  introduced  and 
adopted,  which  was  a  mistake — ^it  came  up  the  next  morning,  and  was 
adopted. 

I  hope  no  member  of  this  committee  will  feel  the  slightest  delicacy 
in  asking  any  question  which  may  occur  to  him. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  given  the  transaction — about  all  there  is 
to  it! 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes ;  all  that  I  know  about  it,  and  a  g:ood  deal 
that  I  did  not  know — ^that  I  learned  from  my  son.  As  I  said  awhile 
ago,  I  never  really  was  approached  at  all;  and  if  I  ever  met  this  man 
Buttz  in  ten  years  I  do  not  know  it. 

Senator  Allen.  The  entire  attempt  to  reach  you  was  through  your 
Bont 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes;  entirely  so.  I  regret  that  it  did  not  come  to 
me  directly  instead  of  through  my  son.  Of  course,  the  result  would 
have  been  the  same;  but  I  regret  that  he  was  approached.  He  is  my 
only  child,  and  I  love  him  dearer  than  life  itself. 
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8W0SV  STATEMEXT  OF  EPPA  SUSTOV,  JB. 

The  Ohaibman.  Where  do  yon  reside  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  reside  in  Warrenton,  78* 

The  Chairman.  How  old  are  yont 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  am  39. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  the  son  of  Senator  Hnnton,  of  YirginiAt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  keeping  house  in  Warrentont 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No;  I  live  with  my  father. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  married  mant 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  profession! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  am  a  lawyer. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  a  lawyer! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  came  to  the  bar  in  1877. 

The  Chairman.  Will  yon  state  tq  the  committee  in  yonr  own  way 
all  that  you  know  in  regard  to  an  alleged  attempt,  through  yc/u,  to 
make  improper  approaches  to  your  father  as  a  Senator! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  On  Sunday,  the  1st  day  of  April,  I  would  say  between 
1  and  2  o'clock,  I  was  at  my  home  in  Warrenton.  The  door  bell  rang; 
I  answered  the  bell  myself.    I  found  a  man  there  who  asked  for  me. 

The  Chairman.  A  stranger  to  you! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  A  stranger  absolutely.  When  he  found  out  who  I  was 
he  said  that  he  wished  to  see  me.  He  told  me  his  name,  and  handed 
me  a  letter  of  introduction.  I  glanced  at  the  letter,  without  reading 
it,  however,  I  think  to  discover  his  name,  which  I  had  not  noted.  I 
have  the  letter  of  introduction  [producing  paper]. 

The  Chairman.  This  is  the  letter  to  which  you  refer! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes ;  unless  I  have  made  a  mistake. 

The  Chairman.  We  might  as  well  read  it  now. 

472  Louisiana  Avsmrs  NW.. 

WoBhingian,  D.  C,  Marek  gO,  1894. 

Hon.  Efpa  HuirroN,  Jr<: 

Dbar  Sir  :  This  wUl  introdace  M%).  C.  W.  Bnttz,  formerly  a  resident  of  Virginia^ 
md  an  ex-member  of  Congress. 

I  haTe  known  Ma{.  Bnttz  for  twenty-five  years,  and  yon  will  find  him  an  honor- 
able, worthy  gentleman.    He  has  some  business  here  before  the  Land  Office  and 
desires  your  assistance. 
Tours,  respeotfuUy, 

Jas.  W.  Walkeb. 

Mr.  HuNTON.  As  I  said,  I  did  not  read  the  letter  when  it  was  pre- 
sented; bnt  when  Mr.  Buttz  teld  me  that  he  wanted  to  see  me  on 
private  business  I  invited  him  into  the  parlor.  We  went  inland  he 
began  by  saying  some  complimentary  things  about  father.  He  then 
began  to  speak  about  my  course  in  the  last  legislature  of  Virginia,  and 
said  some  pleasant  things  about  it.  I  think  at  that  point,  though  it  is 
very  hard  to  Hx  the  sequence,  he  referred  to  the  letter  of  introduction, 
and  said  that  he  purported  in  the  letter  to  have  some  business  before 
the  Land  OiSice,  but  that  he  wanted  to  see  me  about  a  different  matter. 
He  said  he  wished  to  employ  me  as  a  lawyer  in  a  matter  in  which  he 
was  willing  to  pay  a  contingent  fee  of  $15,000.  I  told  him  to  state  his 
business.  He  said  that  he  was  very  much  opxKised  to  the  passage  of 
the  tariff  bill  as  reported  fh)m  the  Finance  Oommittee  of  the  SenatOi 
and  that  he  was  particularly  interested  in  the  defeat  of  the  income- 
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tax  feature  of  the  bill;  that  there  were  some  arguments  against  the 
measure  which  he  wished  me  to  understand  and  present  to  my  father, 
and  that  if  they  succeeded  in  convincing  him,  my  father,  he  would  pay 
me  a  fee  of  $25,000 — if  he  voted  against  the  bill.  He  said  that  the 
biU  was  already  defeated  by  a  majority  of  three  votes,  but  he  wanted 
to  make  it  absolutely  certain,  and  therefore  wished  my  father's  vote. 
I  told  him  at  once,  and  very  positively,  that  I  would  not  for  a  moment 
consider  a  proposition  to  receive  compensation  for  the  purpose  of  influ- 
encing my  father's  vote  in  the  Senate.  He  at  once  dropped  the  sub- 
ject— my  manner  was  determined — and  began  talking  indifferently 
about  other  matters.  I  can  not  detail  all  of  that.  He  talked,  possibly, 
somewhat  generally,  about  the  tariff  bill,  although  to  a  very  limitea 
extent,  and  he  then  gave  me  something  of  his  own  history. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  he  say  about  his  own  history! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  He  said  that  he  had  been  a  resident  of  Virginia  soon 
after  the  war;  that  he  was  anxious  for  a  nomination  from  the  Norfolk 
district  when  Piatt  was  nominated,  the  man  who  had  a  contest  in  the 
House  with  Mr.  John  Goode  some  years  ago,  but  that  he  failed  in  that 
nomination  in  some  way;  that  he  afterward  fell  out  with  Governor 
Wells,  and  was  a  participant  in  the  Walker  movement,  which  resulted 
in  the  election  of  Gilbert  Walker  as  governor  of  Virginia.  He  told  me 
that  after  that  he  moved  to  South  Carolina,  and  was  elected  to  Con- 
gress from  South  Carolina.  He  then  told  me  that  he  had  gone  to  one 
of  the  Dakotas,  and  was  now  a  Populist.  That  is  about  all  I  can  recall 
of  the  conversation.  During  this  general  conversation  he  returned  again 
to  this  proposition  to  employ  me. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  in  that  second  attempt! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  can  not  tell  you.  It  made  the  impression  on  my 
mind  that  he  wished  to  come  back  to  the  subject;  but  what  it  was 
that  he  said  to  create  that  impression  I  can  not  state.  I  at  once  told 
him  that  that  subject  was  an  ended  matter  between  us,  and  I  wished  to 
hear  nothing  further  about  it.  That,  I  believe,  is  all  of  the  conversa- 
tion that  I  can  recollect. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  was  the  man  in  your  house! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  It  is  very  hard  to  form  an  estimate;  I  should  say  fif- 
teen minutes.  It  was  on  Sunday,  and  dinner  was  rather  earlier  than 
usual.  The  dinner  bell  rang,  I  showed  him  to  the  door,  and  went  to  my 
dinner.  After  dinner — I  can  not  fix  the  time  at  all  accurately;  I  would 
say  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  5  o'clock,  as  nearly  as  I  can  come  at 
it,  possibly  earlier,  if  anything— I  was  lying  down  in  my  chamber 
when  the  doorbell  rang.  The  servant  happened  in  the  chamber,  and 
I  told  her  when  she  answered  the  doorbell  to  say  we  were  lying  down. 
She  returned  in  a  very  short  time  and  brought  with  her  a  card  from 
thissame  man.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  did  not  preserve  that  card.  Upon 
it,  however,  was  a  certain  address  in  Washington,  and  written  in  pen- 
cil the  request  that  if  I  came  to  Washington  during  that  week  to  let 
him  know  that  I  was  here.  The  man  had  left  when  the  woman  returned 
with  the  card. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  remember  that  address! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  do  not.  I  am  satisfied  it  was  F  street.  My  recol- 
lection is  vague  and  can  not  predicate  anything  upon  it.  The  impres- 
sion made  upon  my  mind  during  this  inquiry  was  that  it  was  the  purpose 
of  this  man  to  employ  me  as  a  lawyer  to  present  to  my  father  legitimate 
arguments  against  this  bill.  I  was  in  my  own  house.  It  was  on  Sun- 
day. It  was  on  the  1st  of  April,  before  any  considerable  amount  of 
taUL  had  come  to  me,  at  least,  of  a  use  of  any  corrupt  means  in  oonnec- 
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Hon  vith  tMs  bilL  I  was  absolntely  nnsaspicioos.  My  father  has 
arrived  at  the  age  of  70  years;  a  number  of  them  have  been  spent  in 
pnblic  life.  He  held  a  position  in  the  body  that  determined  the  forma- 
tion of  this  Government  lor  four  years,  the  result  of  which  was  decided 
by  a  vote  of  one  majority.  His  character  was  always  above  suspicion. 
I,  myself,  at  least  my  life  has  been  open.  I  felt  that  to  some  extent  I 
had  'such  a  reputation  as  to  render  me  free  from  suspicion;  that  by  my 
own  life,  as  well  as  by  inheritance,  under  my  own  roof,  I  should  have 
been  at  least  protected  from  an  approach  of  a  corrupt  character.  I 
therefore  say  that  I  was  entirely  unsuspicious;  that  it  never  crossed 
my  mind  during  the  interview  that  it  meant  what  I  now  believe  to  be 
its  true  import.  Had  I  understood  it  in  the  way  in  which  I  now  believe 
it  to  have  been  intended,  and  as  subsequent  events  have  confirmed  it 
to  be,  my  conduct  with  Mr.  Buttz  would  have  been  very  different  from 
what  it  was. 

I  think  it  was  the  natural  light  in  which  to  receive  a  statement  of 
this  sort  under  those  circumstances.  I  believed  that  it  was  nothing 
more  than  an  effort  to  employ  me  as  counsel  to  present  legitimate^rgu- 
ments  to  my  father  for  the  purpose  of  controlliug  his  vote,  so  far  as 
those  arguments  could,  in  the  Senate.  Such  employment  was  abhor- 
rent to  me  and  was  positively  and  promptly  declined,  for  the  dual  rea- 
son that  I  was  unwilling  to  accept  compensation  in  such  a  service,  and 
for  the  additional  reason  that  I  believed  the  bill  contemplated  was  one 
that  should  pass.  It  was  one  that  the  party  to  which  my  father  belongs 
was  committed,  and  under  no  circumstances  would  I  consider  a  propo- 
sition of  that  sort  for  a  moment.  The  proposition  for  his  compensation 
to  me  I  should  not  say  lasted  over  two  minutes.  He  never  renewed  it, 
although  this  attempt  to  renew  it  I  thought  1  discovered. 

Permit  me  to  tell  what  I  subsequently  did  in  the  matter.  My  father 
returned  home,  on  the  Saturday,  I  think,  of  that  same  week.  I  at  once, 
at  the  dinner  table,  told  him  of  it,  and  we  discussed  the  conversation. 
The  repellent  character  of  the  interview  grew  upon  me.  I  read  the 
letter  of  introduction  for  the  first  time  after  the  man  had  left,  and  so 
far  as  I  could  recall  I  had  never  known  and  had  never  heard  of  the 
man  who  gave  Mr.  Buttz  the  letter  of  introduction. 

Senator  Davis.  Let  me  ask  right  there  if  Mr.  Buttz  said  a  word  in 
that  interview  about  any  business  iii  the  Land  Department? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Except  that  he  alluded  to  the  letter  of  introduction  to 
say  that  that  purported  to  be  his  business  there,  but  that  was  not  his 
trae  business.  The  man  who  gave  the  letter  of  introduction  has  since 
been  identified,  and  I  am  confirmed  in  my  belief  that  I  had  never  seen 
nor  heard  of  him  before. 

I  went  to  dinner,  and  there  this  conversation  was  discussed.  The 
repellent  character  of  the  interview  grew  upon  me;  my  indignation 
began  to  increase;  I  talked  with  friends  about  it  as  they  came  in  my 
way,  and  its  true  chaiacter  occurred  to  me.  I  think  on  the  Saturday 
of  that  week,  certainly  the  latter  part  of  the  week,  my  father  returned 
from  Washington,  and  very  soon  after  he  arrived  I  told  him  of  the 
whole  matter.  Ue  and  I  talked  it  over  quite  fully;  discussed  as  to 
what  should  be  done  by  either  or  both  of  us,  and  it  was  determined 
that  he  should  go  to  Washington  and  inform  some  of  his  Senatorial 
friends  what  had  occurred;  lay  the  whole  matter  before  them  for  their 
judgment.  These  occurrences  having  taken  place  in  the  week  beginning 
the  first  of  April,  1  think  my  father  went  to  Washington  the  8th  or  9th. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  9th 

Mr.  HCNTON.  The  9th.    I  think  he  returned  quite  early  thikt  week 
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Bick.  He  told  me  that  he  had  conferred  with  some  of  his  friends  herei 
and  that  the  result  of  the  conference  was  that  I  should  write  a  state- 
ment of  what  had  occurred,  as  well  as  I  could  remember  it,  and  give 
him  the  letter  of  introduction,  that  he  might  have  it  with  him;  that  if 
the  occasion  arose  upon  which  it  could  be  done,  or  if  his  friends  thought 
it  was  proper  that  any  steps  should  be  taken  in  the  matter,  the  material 
would  be  at  hand.    1  have  a  copy  of  that  letter  if  you  gentlemen  wish  it 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  have  it  come  in. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  it  go  in  as  a  part  of  Mr.  Hunton's  statement. 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  would  rather  have  it  go  in.  I  think  I  have  stated 
everything  in  it.  I  did  not  make  one  point  plain  in  this  statement. 
There  is  one  omission  from  the  letter,  and  that  is  as  to  his  statement 
about  the  business  before  the  Land  Office.  I  think  that  is  not  in  the 
letter.  There  is  another  point  in  the  letter  I  do  not  make  clear,  and  that 
is,  when  the  card  was  brought  me  the  man  had  left.  He  was  not  at 
the  house,  and  I  was  in  deshabille  in  my  room.  I  can  recall  nothing 
further. 

The  Chaibman.  You  can  look  over  the  letter  and  refresh  your  mind 
on  any  points  about  which  you  wish  to  speak. 

Mr.  HuNTON.    I  have  looked  over  it,  and  will  do  so  again. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  this  man  tell  you  he  represent^  anyone! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  He  told  me  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  tariff  bill  as 
reported  from  the  Finance  Committee,  and  was  especially  opposed  to 
the  income-tax  feature  of  that  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  say  he  represented  anyone,  or  acted  as 
oounsel  or  agent  for  anybody! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  can  not  say  that  he  made  it  any  stronger  than  he 
was  especially  opposed  to  the  income- tax  feature  of  that  bill.  Whether 
he  said  he  represented  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  income-tax 
feature  of  the  bill^  I  can  not  tell;  I  do  know  that  he  created  the  impres- 
sion upon  my  mmd  by  his  statement  that  his  special  object  was  his 
opposition  to  the  income  tax.  I  think  I  made  that  comment  to  him  in 
the  conversation,  that  it  was  a  curious  position  for  a  Populist. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  had  you  known  Mr.  Walker,  who  gave 
that  letter  of  introduction  t 

Mr.  Hunton.  To  my  knowledge  I  had  never  seen  him  in  my  life. 
As  I  told  you,  I  did  not  read  his  letter  until  after  the  man  left.  After 
he  left  the  interview  was  very  much  enhanced  in  my  mind,  from  th« 
fact  that  he  came  with  credentials  from  a  man  who,  if  I  had  ever  known, 
was  such  a  casual  acquaintance  that  I  could  not  recall  having  heard  of 
him.  Since  then  the  man  Walker  has  been  identified,  and  I  can  not 
recall  that  I  had  ever  heard  of  him.    He  was  a  Virginian. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  give  the  name  of  any  man  in  this 
business  who  had  money  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  claim  to  represent  any  business  interest, 
sugar  or  otherwise  f 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Unless  he  represented  those  who  opx)osed  the  income 
tax;  that  was  all  he  represented. 

Senator  Lodge.  As  Jt  understand  you,  it  was  the  income-tax  feature 
and  not  the  customs  feature!   ' 

Mr.  Hunton.  Yes.  He  told  me  that  he  was  interested  in  the  defeat 
of  the  tariff  bill  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  and  that  he  was 
especially  opposed  to  the  income-tax  feature. 

Senator  Davis.  And  his  first  offer  was  915,0001 

Mr.  Hunton.  Yes;  a  contingent  fee  of  $15,000. 
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Senator  Dayis.  And  he  afterward  increased  liis  offer  to  (25,000 1 

Mr.  HiTNTON.  After  he  completed  his  business  he  stated  the  re- 
sult  

Senator  Dayis.  Did  yon  in  the  meantime  say  anything  by  way  of 
repulsion  of  his  offer  that  caused  him  to  raise  his  offer  t 

Mr.  HUNTON.  Nothing  at  all.  I  think  I  had  been  absolutely  silent 
during  the  statement  of  his  business^  as  well  as  I  can  recall. 

Senator  Dayis.  Did  he  say  when  it  was  to  be  paidf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No;  he  did  not  discuss  the  details  at  all. 

Senator  Dayis.  What  was  the  contingency  upon  which  it  was  to  be 
paidt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Upon  the  vote  of  £ather  against  the  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Dayis.  Not  upon  the  defeat  of  the  bill,  but  upon  your 
father's  Yote  against  it? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  His  vote,  as  I  understood  it. 

Senator  Dayis.  Did  he  submit  any  written  argument,  or  wish  you  to 
submit  one  to  your  father  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No ;  we  did  not  discuss  the  details  at  all.  As  soon  as 
the  proposition  was  detailed  it  was  repulsed,  and  there  was  an  end  of 
the  conversation. 

Senator  Lodge.  You,  of  course,  knew  absolutely  nothing  about  him 
except  what  was  stated  in  this  letter,  and  that  was  from  a  man  whom 
you  did  not  know  f 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  did  not  know  at  the  time. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  know  that  is  all  you  knew  absolutely  about  itt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Never  heard  about  him.  When  he  figured  in  Virginia 
politics  it  was  in  my  youth,  and  I  did  not  remember  him. 

The  Chairman.  Li  what  form  did  the  man  Buttz  make  the  statement 
that  $15,000  and  afterwards  925,000  would  be  given  to  youf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  What  form! 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  say  that  he  would  give  it,  or  it  would  be 
paid  youf    Do  you  recollect  thatf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  could  not  tell  whether  he  said  he  would  pay  me  a  fee 
of  $15,000  or  $25,000,  or  that  it  would  be  paid. 

The  Chaibmah.  Did  he  say,  "  I  will  pay  yout" 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  could  not  tell  you  what  his  language  was. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  tell  you  he  was  an  attorney  t 

Mr.  HUNTON.  I  think  not. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  said  here  that  he  wanted  to  employ  you  in 
some  business,  and  was  willing  to  give  you  a  contingent  fee  of  $15,000. 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  was  said  before  his  business  was  stated.  After 
his  proposition  was  stated  he  wound  up  by  saying  $25,0001 

Mr.  HtJNTON.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  is  as  nearly  as  you  can  recollect — a  contingent 
fee  of  $15,000,  and  afterwards  $25,000! 

Mr.  HxTNTON.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ask  Buttz  whether  his  visit  to  Warrenton 
was  principally  on  this  business  or  nott 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  asked  him  no  questions  whatever.  I  understood  that 
his  proposition  was  formulated  and  completed,  and  I  closed  the  subject. 

Senator  Axlen.  Did  you  learn  irom  him  where  he  had  been  spend- 
ing the  winter! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Axijsn.  Or  whether  he  professed  to  be  an  attorney  or  nott 
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Mr.  HimTON.  I  do  not  know.  He  registered  at  the  hotel  from  Bich- 
mond,  so  I  have  been  informed.    I  have  never  looked  at  the  register. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  gather  from  his  conversation  at  any  time 
that  be  was  representing  himself  particularly  on  some  other  busincsd 
or  interest? 

Mr.  HxjNTON.  That  was  a  mere  matter  of  inference.  I  think  I  have 
stated  the  facts  as  fally  as  my  memory  permits. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  conversation  with  him  did  not  lead  you  to 
suppose  that  he  was  personally  interested  in  the  defeat  of  the  billf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No.  Several  of  you  gentlemen  asked  me  whether  he 
was  an  attorney.  He  told  me,  I  think,  that  he  was  a  Populist  farmer 
in  Dakota. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  to  you  how  he  came  to  be  in  Washing- 
ton or  Warrentonf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No.  I  think  he  said  that  he  had  come  to  Warrenton 
to  see  me  about  this  business.    I  think  he  said  that. 

Senator  Allen.  But  during  the  conversation  did  he  say  anything 
that  indicated  that  he  came  on  his  personal  responsibility,  to  protect 
his  own  interest,  or  as  an  agent  or  attorney  for  some  other  interest? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  think  I  have  given  everything  of  the  conversation. 

Senator  Allen.  You  formed  a  conclusion  yourself  at  the  time  with 
reference  to  thatf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  think  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  thatt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  My  belief  is  that  he  was  not  speaking  for  himself. 

Senator  Allen.  That  he  was  speaking  for  somebody  elsef 

Mr.  HuNTON.  He  said  he  was  representing  those  who  were  opposed 
to  the  income  tax.  My  own  judgment  was  that  he  was  not  a  man  who 
was  opposed  to  that  tax  individually.  But  that  was  a  pure  matter  of 
inference. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  indicate  in  this  conversation  that  it  was  an 
organized  attempt  to  defeat  the  income  taxf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No  further  than  I  have  told  you. 

Senator  Allen.  He  did  not  tell  you  who  the  persons  were  or  where 
they  resided? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  think  that  a  Dakota  farmer  had  much 
interest  in  the  income  taxt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  think  not.  I  think  I  remarked  to  him  that  it  was  a 
very  pingular  position  for  a  Populist  farmer  to  occupy. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  to  tkatf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  can  not  recall. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  did  not  bear  the  evidence  of  being  a  Populist 
farmer  or  any  other  farmer,  did  het 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  you  impressed  with  anything  peculiar  about 
the  man's  manner  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  The  impression  made  on  my  mind  was  that  he  was  a 
man  of  blunted  sensibilities;  that  he  came  to  my  house  to  make  a  prop- 
osition that  was  intensely  disagreeable  to  me.  During  the  conversation 
and  as  soon  as  the  proposition  was  made,  I  stopped  talking.  I  suppose 
it  was  marked— the  idea  I  was  conveying  by  my  manner,  that  I  did  not 
wish  any  further  talk  and  that  the  time  to  leave  had  come,  and  he  said, 
in  a  rather  deprecating  way  I  thought,  "Am  I  detaining  you  from  any- 
thing f  And  I  rather  reproached  myself  mentally.  I  thought,  "This 
man  has  made  a  proposition  which  is  very  unpleasant  to  me;  plossibly 
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« 

he  is  a  man  of  blunted  sensibilities;  he  does  not  see  this  matter  as  I 
do,  and  I  am  being  rude  to  him  in  my  own  house."  I  said,  <^  "Sof  and 
he  vent  on  with  Ms  autobiography. 

Senator  Ai.i<en.  Did  he  i^orm  you  as  to  where  his  residence  was  or 
his  office  in  this  city  was  at  this  time,  or  explain  that  he  had  tUs  letter 
of  introduction  to  yout 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  understand  from  him  that  he  had  met  this 
man  Walker  in  Washington  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes;  and  I  think  I  understood  from  him  that  he  came 
from  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  You  mean  Mr.  Buttzt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  from  him  who  Walker  wast 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  did  not.    His  name  was  not  called  that  I  remember. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  you  understood  that  they  were  together 
in  Washington  in  some  way,  or  inferred  thatt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No;  I  drew  no  inference  with  regard  to  Mr.  Walker. 
The  letter  was  not  read  until  after  Mr.  Buttz  left. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  you  have  since  learned  who  Mr.  Walker 
wasf 

Mr.  HxTNTON.  I  am  told  he  was  a  man  from  Madison  Oounty,  Ya., 
and  that  he  was  at  one  time  a  member  of  tbe  Virginia  legislature. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Walker  makes  his  resi- 
dence t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  understand  him  to  be  a  resident  of  this  city  t 

Mr.  Hunton.  I  understand  he  is  here,  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
he  is  a  resident  or  not.  At  one  time  he  lived  in  the  southwestern  sec- 
tion of  my  State. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  gather  any  idea  as  to  his  business  t 

Mr.  Hunton.  No.  He  did  not  wish  father  to  know  that  I  was  to 
receive  a  fee  in  tiie  matter.    He  did  state  that. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  a  factt 

Mr.  Hunton.  Yes.  It  is  also  a  fact  that  he  said  father's  public  life 
was  at  an  end. 

I  would  like  this  letter  to  my  father  to  form  part  of  my  statement 
here. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 

WarbBMTON,  Va.,  April  16, 1894, 

My  Dear  Father  :  As  reqaested  by  yoii;  after  conference  with  some  of  y oar  friends, 
I  desire  to  state  aU  of  the  facts  as  aconrately  as  I  can  connected  with  the  occur- 
renee  at  my  house  on  Sunday,  April  the  Ist. 

I  was  at  home  and  answered  the  doorbell  in  person.  A  man  was  there  and  asked 
for  me.  Learning  who  I  was,  he  presented  a  letter  of  introduction.  Without  read- 
ing the  letter  of  introduction,  except  to  glance  at  it  to  ascertain  the  man's  name, 
which  I  had  not  beard,  I  invited  him  in  the  parlor,  he  having  stated  that  he  wanted 
to  see  me  privately  on  a  matter  of  business.  I  inclose  the  letter.  He  commenced 
talking  to  me  about  you.  He  then  spoke  pleasantly  of  my  course  in  the  legislature 
last  winter.  He  said  he  wanted  to  employ  me  in  some  business,  and  was  willing  to 
give  me  a  contingent  fee  of  $15,000.  I  told  him  to  state  the  business.  He  stated 
that  he  was  very  much  interested  in  defeating  the  tariff  biU  as  reported  from  the 
Senate 'committee,  and  that  he  was  especially  opposed  to  the  income  tax  feature  of 
it,  and  that  he  desired  to  present  to  you  certain  arguments  against  the  bill,  and  that 
he  desired  to  inform  me  of  these  arguments  that  I  might  present  tbem  to  you,  and 
that  if  I  succeeded  in  convincing  you,  and  you  did  vote  against  the  bill,  he  would 
pay  me  a  fee  of  $25,000.  •  . 

He  stated  also  in  the  conversation  that  the  bill  was  already  defeated  by  a  ma^omy 
•f  3  votes,  but  that  the^  desired  to  make  the  mskttes  absolutely  Bare,  and  Yieie 
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anxioiiB  to  seonre  yonr  yote,  bat  that  he  did  uot  wish  yon  to  know  diat  I  was  to 
reoeive  a  fee  in  the  matter.    He  also  stated  that  your  pnbiic  life  was  abont  ^t  an  end. 

I  at  once  told  him  that  I  would  not  for  a  moment  consider  a  proposition  to  receive 
money  to  try  to  inflnence  your  vote  as  a  Senator.  I  told  him  this  in  a  very  positive 
way  and  the  subject  was  dropped. 

He  remained  a  short  time  longer  talking  about  indifferent  matters,  daring  which 
he  told  me  that  he  had  been  a  resident  ot  Virginia  for  a  short  time  after  the  war, 
and  Joined  in  a  movement  that  resulted  in  the  election  of  Walker  as  governor, 
although  a  Repubiicau;  that  he  had  desired  vo  be  nominated  for  Congress  when 
Piatt  had  first  been  nominated  by  the  Republicans  in  the  Norfolk  district;  that  he 
had  moved  to  South  Carolina  and  represented  a  district  in  that  State  in  Congress  as 
a  Republican ;  that  he  was  now  living  in  one  of  the  Dakotas  and  was  a  Populist. 

During  the  general  conversation  he  sought  to  again  direct  the  conversation  to  hii 
proposition  to  me.  I  told  him  I  desired  to  hear  nothing  farther  from  him  on  that 
Bubjeot. 

After  dinner  the  doorbell  raog,  and  I  told  the  servant  to  tell  whoever  might  be 
there  that  I  was  lyin^  down.  Sue  returned  with  a  card  (from  this  man  with  the 
request  written  on  it  that  if  I  were  in  Washington  during  the  week  I  would  inform 
him  of  it  at  a  certain  address.  This  card  I  did  not  preserve.  I  have  neither  seen 
nor  heard  of  this  man  since. 

I  have  stated  all  that  occurred  aa  accurately  as  possible,  and  I  am  sure  I  have 
stated  the  interview  with  absolute  accuracy,  but  without  any  effort  to  give  the 
language  and  with  no  doubt  aa  to  ita  aocoraoyi  except  as  to  the  order  in  which  state- 
ments were  made. 

Your  affectionate  mm^ 

EppA  Humtov,  J& 

Oen.  Eppa  Huiiton. 

Waihington,  A  0. 

SWORN  STATEMENT  OE  SENATOR  JAMES  H.  KTL& 

The  Ohaibman.  Yon  are  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  South  Dakota  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  And  are  serving  out  yonr  term  now  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  How  long  have  yon  been  a  Senator! 

Senator  Kyle.  Beginning  March  4, 1891,  to  end  March  3, 1897. 

The  OhIibman.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  on  the  present  session 
of  the  Senate  continuously  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  continuously  since  the  5th  day  of  January. 

The  Ohaibman.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  in  your  own  way 
all  you  know  in  regard  to  an  alleged  attempt  to  bribe  you  by  someone 
to  influence  your  vote  on  measures  pending  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Kyle.  I  will  state  that  I  did  not  consider  it  a  matter  of 
very  great  importance  at  the  time  that  such  a  thing  occurred;  but  I 
was  approached  by  a  gentleman  in  the  neighborhood  of  two  months 
ago,  during  the  last  week  in  March,  and  several  times.  The  gentle- 
man referred  to  is  known  as  Maj.  0.  W.  Buttz,  of  North  Dakota,  whom 
I  had  known  for  some  time.  In  fact,  he  had  been  to  my  committee 
room  in  reference  to  certain  amendments  to  the  sundry  civil  bill.  I 
knew  him  as  Maj.  Buttz,  of  North  Dakota,  who  had  formerly  been  a 
member  of  Oongress  from  South  Oarolina.  who  had  the  privilege  of 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  the  House,  and  whom  I  had  seen  for  two 
or  three  years  around  Washington. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  know  him  during  his  residence  in  North 
Dakota  t 

Senator  Kyle.  No;  I  had  not  known  him  there  at  all,  excopt  I  had 
known  him  by  hearsay.  .The  first  time  I  met  him  was  in  Washington, 
he  having  approached  me  in  reference  to  certain  amendments  which 
he  wished  made  to  the  sundry  civil  bill. 
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The  Ghaibman.  When  did  you  meet  him  t 

Senator  Kyle.  The  latter  part  of  January  or  first  of  February, 

The  Chaibican.  Of  this  year  t 

Senator  Ktle.  Yes.  The  amendments  I  considered  all  good,  and  I 
went  before  the  Judiciary  Oommittee  to  make  a  statement  about  one 
amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bilL  Later  he  probed  me  to  know  what 
I  thought  of  the  tariff  bill.  That  was  during  the  last  week  in  March. 
He  came  to  my  house  one  morning  about  8  o'clock,  and  opened  up  the 
conversation  about  his  proposition,  his  amendments,  and  wanted  to 
know  if  they  could  not  be  considered  in  committee  during  the  week. 

The  Ghaibman.  These  were  amendments  to  the  sundry  civil  bill? 

Senator  Ktle.  I  told  him  that  I  would  go  before  the  committee  to 
argue  the  acceptance  of  an  amendment  relating  to  some  laud  claims  in 
the  State  of  Montana.  He  asked  me  if  I  was  going  down  to  my  commit- 
tee room.  I  said  yes,  and  he  said  he  would  walk  along  with  me.  On 
our  way  from  my  house  down  to  my  committee  room,  he  asked  what  I 
thought  of  the  tariff  bill.  I  said  I  thought  it  was  an  improvement  on 
the  McKinley  bill.  He  said:  ^<  You  are  not  satisfied  with  the  bill,  are 
yout"  I  said:  <'Ko,  many  things  I  am  not  satisfied  with."  I  did  not 
care  to  define  the  particular  things.  He  said:  ^^How  do  you  intend 
to  vote  on  the  tariff  bDl  f  "  I  said  T  would  not  state  how  I  would  vote. 
He  saidjf  certain  amendments  were  offered  and  the  income-tax  amend- 
ment is  killed,  could  I  vote  for  the  biUf  I  said  I  could  not  vote  for  the 
bill  if  the  income-tax  feature  were  taken  off^  I  said :  <<  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  what  I  should  do."  He  said:  ^^  We  have  the  income-tax 
feature  killed;  we  have  11  votes  against  that  feature." 

The  Ghaibman.  Eleven  majority  t 

Senator  Ktle.  Eleven  majority.  He  said,  "We  have  a  majority  of 
3  against  the  whole  bill."  He  said, "  The  bill  will  be  defeated."  I  said, 
^^I  do  not  know  anything  about  that;  I  could  not  say  what  shape  the 
bill  is  going  to  be  in  untU  we  get  through  with  the  amendments;  never 
cantelL"  He  said,  <'We  have  great  interests  to  look  after  in  the 
Northwest;  we  have  wool,  barley."  I  said,  "I  recognize  that."  He 
Baid,  "You  know  the  Northwest  is  developing  as  a  sheep  country,  and 
grain  country,  and  all  this,  and  you  ought  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  your  constituents."  I  said,  "I  expect  to  look  after  the  interests  of 
my  constituents  when  I  vote."  He  said,  "I  would  like  to  have  a  talk 
with  you";  and  he  handed  me  a  report  on  the  wool  interests  made 
by  Senator  Mitchell — ^not  a  report,  but  a  memorial  presented  by  the 
woolgrowers.  He  asked  me  to  look  it  over.  I  did  not  state  to  him 
what  I  expected  to  do,  but  I  told  him  that  I  would  look  the  matter 
over  carefiilly  and  expected  to  cast  a  vote  that  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  woolgrowers  of  South  Dakota,  because  my  people  were  inter- 
ested in  that  industry.  The  next  day,  I  think,  or  the  next  day  or  two, 
he  came  to  my  house  again  in  reference  to  his  amendment. 

Senator  Allen.  An  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  f 

Senator  Kyle.  Sundry  civil  bill.  That  was  ostensibly.  He  did  not 
mention  but  a  few  words  about  that.  He  walked  down  to  the  Cap- 
itol again  and  asked  what  I  thought  (»f  the  memorial  presented  by  Sen- 
ator Mitchell.  I  told  him  that  I  had  not  read  it.  He  said,  "It  is  to 
your  interest  to  vote  against  the  bill  if  they  are  going  to  put  wool  on 
the  free  list."  I  told  him  that  I  expected  to  cast  a  vote  when  the  time 
came  that  would  be  in  the  interest  of  my  constituents.  He  said,  "the 
matter  is  of  very  much  interest  to  us  up  there."  I  said,  "  I  am  inter- 
ested, too— my  constituents  are  interested  in  wool."  He  said,  "ttver^ 
is  aomethinjr  m  it  if  we  defeat  tbiB  bill}  it  is  defeated  anyiiow ;  t\i^ 
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income  tax  is  defeated  by  11  minority;  you  fellows  can  not  vote  for  tlie 
bill  with  the  income  tax  off;  but  what  you  do  we  want  you  to  do  con- 
scientiously— we  want  you  to  vote  against  this  bill."  J  said.  <<Is  that 
sot" 

My  first  feeling,  of  course,  at  such  a  time  as  that,  was  to  give  the 
man  a  l^ick  and  land  him  to  the  other  side  of  the  street;  at  the  same 
time,  I  felt  a  special  interest  in  the  matter  of  bribery.  I  had  often 
heard  that  money  had  been  used  to  influence  legislation  in  the  U.  S. 
Congress,  and  my  idea  was  to  get  hold  of  any  facts,  to  see  if  there 
was  any  money  being  used  to  defeat  this  bill  or  any  other  bill.  I 
concluded  to  lay  the  trap  to  see  if  he  would  fall  into  it.  1  asked 
him  how  much  was  in  it.  <^  Why,"  he  said,  ^Hhere  is  a  good  deal  in 
it;"  and  he  said,  ^' there  are  men  here  who  are  trying  to  defeat  this 
bill,  and  they  have  the  money  to  defeat  it,  and  you  might  as  well  have 
your  share  of  it."  1  said,  "Who!"  He  said,  '^ There  is  a  syndicate 
organized  to  defeat  this  bill,  and  they  represent  a  good  deal  of  money." 
I  said,  "Is  that  true!"  He  said,  **Yes;  it  is  true."  And  he  said, 
"They  have  their  representatives  here  in  Washington."  He  said, 
"The  other  side  has  their  money  furnished  by  England;  I  understand 
that  is  true;  but  they  have  a  syndicate  organized  to  defeat  the  bill, 
and  I  have  seen  the  man  who  has  the  money  here — he  is  here  in  Wash- 
ington, and  he  has  asked  me  to  see  certain  parties  in  the  Northwest, 
and  thought  you  were  independent,  did  not  know  how  you  were  com- 
mitted on  this  bill,  and  I  want  to  know  how  you  feel  about  it;  do  not 
consider  this  as  a  bribe,  but  I  want  to  know-whether  you  are  goin^  to 
vote  against  the  bill,  and  we  will  see  that  you  are  taken  care  of;  we 
have  the  money  to  see  that  you  are  taken  care  of." 

I  said,  "How  much  will  they  give  a  fellow!"  He  said,  "You  can 
have  any  sum  you  name;  we  have  three  votes  now  against  the  bill,  a 
majority  against  the  bill,  but  we  want  to  make  sure  in  case  any  man 
slips  up  before  the  final  vote — you  can  have  any  sum  you  name,  950,000, 
$75,000,  or  $100,000."  Says  I,  "I  have  not  read  this  report  yet;  you 
come  to  see  me  again  at  my  committee  room,"  and  we  parted  then. 
He  came  to  see  me  at  my  committee  room  another  day.  It  occurred  in 
the  last  week  of  March.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not  take  down  the  particu- 
lar date^  but  it  was  just  shortly  after  Mr.  Mitchell  presented  his  memo- 
rial on  wool.  It  was  after  this  copy  came  out  he  presented  it  to  me 
and  asked  me  to  look  it  over.  He  came  in  the  committee  room  and 
went  over  the  same  conversation  we  had  gone  over  before,  all  but  the 
point  about  the  money.  He  said,  "  This  agent  is  here  in  Washington, 
and  he  has  the  money  with  him,  and  he  has  authorized  me  to  say  that  I 
can  give  $15,000  to  any  man  who  will  vote  against  this  bill — that  I  can 
have  $15,000  for  this  purpose,  you  can  have  $14,000  for  that  and  I  can 
have  $1,000  myself."  I  said,  "  That  >  a  pretty  good  sum  to  offer  for  a 
vote."  He  said,  "You  may  hesitate,  of  course,  about  doing  this;  you 
need  not  figure  in  the  matter  yourself  at  all ;  I  can  have  this  money 
go  to  your  secretary  or  any  member  of  your  family — ^you  need  not  fig- 
ure in  the  matter  at  all  so  that  anybody  need  know  tiiat  you  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  matter  at  all." 

Said  he,  farther,  "  This  is  a  matter  of  interest  to  you;  it  is  one  chance 
in  a  lifetime  to  get  a  good  sum  of  money."  He  said,  "  I  need  the  money, 
too;  you  know  how  we  have  to  struggle  up  in  the  Northwest.  I  have 
been  down  here  all  the  winter  presenting  claims,  and  I  have  to  do  it  on 
a  percentage,  and  I  do  not  get  the  percentage  until  the  cases  are 
through;  a  thousand  dollars  would  be  a  good  deal  to  me."  Said  I,  "  It 
is  not  exactly  the  straight  thing  for  a  man  to  enter  into  a  combinatioa 
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to  take  a  bribe  for  a  vote  on  a  bill  of  this  kind."  He  said,  '^  Why,  you 
might  just  as  well  have  your  share,  and  need  not  figure  in.  the  matter 
at  all;  there  are  a  great  many  down  here  do  it,  quite  frequently; 
prominent  men  do  such  things  as  this."  Said  I,  ^<  I  will  see  you  further 
about  this." 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  name  any  men  who  had  done  itt 

Senator  Ktle.  Ko;  he  did  not  name  any  men.  Said  I,  ^<Is  thiis 
money  in  Washington!"  Said  he,  "Yes;  it  is  in  Washington;  the 
agent  is  a  banker  and  is  from  Kew  York:  he  has  been  here,  got  the 
money,  and  is  acting  as  agent  for  this  syndicate  that  has  the  money  to 
defeat  the  bill."  Said  he,  "I  have  met  him."  I  asked  him  to  go  back 
again  and  see  what  arrangements  we  could  make,  etc.,  with  this  agent. 
He  went  back  to  the  agent,  and  reported  tibie  next  day. 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  rex>orted  that  he  had  been  backf 

Senator  Kti^e.  Beported  that  the  agent  was  very  anxious  that  the 
matter  should  be  fixed  at  once.  He  said  he  would  put  the  money  in 
the  hands  of  some  parties  from  whom  it  could  be  gotten  as  soon  as  the 
vote  was  cast.  He  said  if  he  could  not  settle  it  with  the  man  he  was 
working  with,  then  he  would  strike  some  other  party.  I  told  him  to 
come  around  the  next  day;  I  wanted  to  see  him  further  about  the  mat- 
ter. I  was  going  down  to  the  Department;  he  wanted  to  talk  very 
badly,  and  when  we  got  down  town  near  one  of  the  hotels  I  told  him, 
*<  Now,  Buttz,  you  have  gone  through  this  whole  matter  very  care- 
fully, and  I  want  to  say  here  that  I  shall  vote  for  this  bill  or  against  it 
as  my  own  conscience  shall  dictate,  but  I  do  not  want  any  money  for  it; 
that  no  money  shall  figure  in  the  transaction  whatever."  Said  he, 
^' You  might  just  as  well  take  it;  we  can  put  it  in  the  hands  of  a  third 
party,  your  secretary  or  whomever  you  may  name;  you  need  not  figure 
in  it  at  all."  I  said,  "I  do  not  care  for  your  money;  you  had  better 
see  my  secretary;  my  secretary  and  I  were  members  of  the  legislature 
of  South  Dakota.  V7e  worked  together  in  all  matters,  and  I  want  you 
to  see  him." 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  your  seeretary^s  namet 

Senator  Ktle.  Duncan  S.  McFarlane. 

The  Chairman.  What  object  had  you  in  referring  Mr.  Buttz  to  your 
secretary? 

Senator  Ktle.  I  am  going  to  state.  I  said,  ^^  I  want  you  to  see  my 
secretary  and  explain  the  matter  frilly  to  him."  I  thought  I  had  got- 
ten him  as  far  as  I  could  carry  him,  and  I  wanted  to  get  from,  him  the 
names  of  the  party  from  whom  he  exx)ected  to  get  the  money,  and  after 
I  had  got  out  of  him  all  that  I  wanted,  I  wanted  him  to  see  my  secre- 
tary and  have  him  corroborate  it  as  a  witness,  because  I  thought  as  the 
bill  progressed  something  of  the  kind  might  come  up,  charges  of  brib- 
ery, and  I  wanted  the  fact  in  my  own  mind  that  the  money  had  been 
offered  to  members  of  Congress  to  vote  upon  a  particular  question  as 
they  might  wish.  I  had  often  heard  of  the  fact,  and  I  wanted  it  estab- 
lished, and  I  had  it  all  stated  to  my  secretary  that  he  might  corrobo- 
rate it. 

I  will  state  further  in  regard  to  this  that  after  the  first  time  that  I 
met  this  gentleman  I  went  to  the  Senate  Chamber  and  told  Senator 
Bate  the  fact  that  money  was  being  used  to  try  to  defeat  the  present 
tariff  bill.  That  was,  I  think,  after  the  first  time  1  met  Mr.  Buttz. 
After  the  first  day  I  met  Mr.  Buttz  I  talked  the  matter  all  over  with 
my  secretary,  Mr.  MacFarlane,  and  told  him  everything  Mr.  Buttz 
stated.  After  the  second  meeting  I  stated  the  whole  circumstauce^  to 
my  secretaJT^    After  the  third  meeting  £  stated  all  the  circumstaiieea 
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to  my  BeeretaTjj  in  order  tbat  lie  Blight  be  posted  aH  to  wbat  was  going 
on,  and  the  statements  that  he  made  to  my  secretary  were  jotted  down 
on  a  piece  of  i>aper. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  statement  that  he  made  in  the  presence  of  yom 
secretary  was  taken  downf 

Senator  Ktle.  Yes. 

Senator  Dayis.  After  yon  desired  him  to  do  it,  Mr.  Bnttz  went  to 
yonr  secretary  and  restated  the  whole  thing t 

Senator  Kylis.  Tes. 

The  OHAmMAK.  What  did  he  say  when  yon  suggested  that  he  go  to 
your  secretary  t 

Senator  Ktle.  He  said,  '<  Will  it  be  all  right  if  I  g6  to  Mact "  I  said, 
^Go  to  Mac  and  make  whatever  statement  yon  choose,  because  I  want 
him  to  know  everything  that  is  going  on."  I  told  him  that  it  would  be 
entirely  satisfactory  whatever  he  Sii  with  him.  I  went  to  Senator 
Yoorhees  and  stated  to  him  that  there  was  an  attempt  being  made  to 
defeat  the  present  bill,  and  to  watch  out.  Senator  Coke  was  there  at 
the  time,  and  I  told  him.  I  did  not  tell  him  the  name  of  the  party, 
but  to  be  on  the  lookout.  I  then  let  the  matter  drop,  and  did  not 
expect  to  use  it  publicly,  but  had  all  the  facts  in  case  it  should  be 
brought  out,  not  only  in  defense  of  myself,  but  I  intended  to  use  them 
in  some  campaign  I  was  going  to  carry  on. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  have  gone  over  this  fully  or  stated  aU  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  interviews.  If  you  choose,  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  any 
question. 

The  Chairman.  If  yon  have  any  memoranda,  just  use  them  to  make 
your  statements  as  full  as  possible. 

Senator  Kyle.  I  think  I  have  covered  nearly  alL  I  repeated  to  my 
secretary  the  last  interview,  told  him  that  I  had  sent  Mr.  Buttz  to  him, 
and  ins^ucted  him  to  meet  him  the  next  morning  or  evening,  I  have 
forgotten  which — ^the  secretary  has  the  x>oint  in  counection  with  that — 
and  to  be  prepared  to  take  down  anything  Mr.  Buttz  said  to  him;  to 
have  it  all  in  good  shape.  My  secretary  has  sdl  the  facts,  and  as  he 
stated  them  to  me,  I  have  gone  over  them  particularly. 

The  Chaibhan.  Is  he  in  town! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

The  Chaibhan.  Is  he  at  the  Capitol  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  and  as  I  said,  he  corroborated  everything  I 
stated  to  him. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  your  personal  acquaintance  with  Mr. 
Buttz  first  begin  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  think  it  was  about  the  time  the  sundry  civil  bill 
was  reported  this  spring. 

Senator  Davis.  This  session! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes ;  this  spring. 

Senator  Davis.  You  had  not  known  him  personally  before! 

Senator  Kyle.  I  had  not  known  him  personally,  except  by  hearsay, 
as  being  a  member  of  Congress  from  South  Carolina  and  a  man  who 
lived  in  North  Dakota. 

Senator  Pavis.  What  did  you  undei'stand  his  business  in  I^orth 
Dakota  to  bet 

Senator  Kyle.  Farming  up  in  Buttzville. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  as  a  fact  that  he  is  a  farmer  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Only  that  I  have  been  told  that  he  is  a  former.  He 
told  me  that  he  had  to  go  back  there. 
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Senator  Davis.  This  ameodment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  is  In  refer- 
ence to  the  repeal  of  a  statate  relating  to  land  interests  T 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes^  I  introduced  that  amendment  for  Mr.  Buttz. 

Senator  Davis.  The  one  that  was  introduced  by  you  a  short  while 
ago! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  He  said  that  there  were  two  classes  of  men  here,  on^ 
to  pass  i^e  bill,  the  other  to  defeat  it  with  money — one  English  people 
and  the  other  people  of  the  United  States? 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said  there  was  a  syndicate  organized  to  defeat 
this  bill;  that  they  had  an  unlimited  supply  to  do  it  with;  and  he  said 
the  other  fellows  have  the  money  to  pass  the  bilL 

Senator  Davis.  Where  did  he  say  that  money  was  to  come  fromt 

Senator  Kyle.  That  is  what  he  said. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  how  much  money  was  at  the  disposal  of 
either  of  these  interests  for  that  purpose  f 

Senator  Kyle.  I^o  ;  only  an  unlimited  amount,  the  one  he  represented. 

SenatorDAVis.  Did  he  say  where  the  money  wast 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said  the  money  was  raised  in  the  East.  The  syn- 
dicate  was  a  New  York  syndicate,  the  agent  was  firom  New  York  and 
was  here  in  Washington. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  about  the  money  raised  in  England! 

Senator  Kyle.  He  did  not  speak  about  that;  that  was  merely  a  cas- 
ual remark  to  show  that  there  was  money  raised  on  both  sides. 

Senator  Davis.  Not  what  interests — whether  sugar,  iron,  or  anything 
elset 

Senator  Kyle.  No.  In  all  his  remarks  to  me  he^did  not  specify,  but 
referred  to  the  bill  as  a  whole. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  not  say  what  interests,  whether  sugar,  iron, 
wool,  woolens,  or  any  other  interests  comprehended  in  the  pending  bill, 
this  money  had  been  raised f 

Senator  Kyle.  He  did  not  specify  any  particular  thing  for  which 
the  money  had  been  raised,  but  generally  to  defeat  the  bill.  His  own 
individual  interests  he  referred  to.  He  was  interested  in  wool,  and 
used  that  as  an  argument  why  I  should  defeat  the  bill,  my  own  State 
being  a  wool  State. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  ever  approach  you  after  you  directed 
him  to  see  your  secretary! 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  since! 

Senator  Kyle.  No;  I  tibiink  he  went  off  to  North  Dakota. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  just  returned  from  South  Dakota! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Buttz  since  then! 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  In  your  conversation  you  gave  him  to  understand 
that  you  were  to  vote  for  this  bill,  and  rejected  any  money  considera- 
tion! 

Senator  Kyle.  I  absolutely  rejected.  I  told  him  that  I  should  vote 
for  or  against  this  bill  as  my  conscience  would  dictate. 

Senator  Davis.  Having  so  rejected  him  in  that  way — his  proposi* 
tion — why  did  you  refer  Mm  to  your  secretary! 

Senator  Kyle.  For  corroborati($n  of  these  facts. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  it  first  occur  to  you  to  refer  him  to  your 
secretary! 

S.  Eep.  43a S 
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Senator  Kyle.  My  first  thought  was  to  conceal  my  stenographer 
behind  my  screen  in  my  committee  room,  but  I  could  not  do  that  prop- 
erly, because  he  might  come  behind  the  screen. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  conceive  that  thoughtt 

Senator  Kyle.  From  the  start,  the  first  time  I  started  my  conversa- 
tion. 

Senator  Davis.  Why  did  you  not  refer  him  to  your  secretary  before 
you  rejected  his  proposition  t 

Senator  Kyle.  My  object  in  waiting  was  finally  to  get  out  of  him 
all  that  he  would  state  in  regard  to  the  source  of  this  money  that  was 
being  used — the  parties  that  were  using  it.  I  wanted  to  get  the  name 
of  the  agent  here  in  Washington.  I  mad^  the  statement  to  him  in  this 
way,  when  we  came  down  last — I  said,  "  You  can  not  use  any  money 
with  me,  whatever;  you  go  and  see  Mac  and  state  all  these  facts  to 
him,  just  as  you  have  stated  them  to  me." 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  when  you  told  him  thatt 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said,  '^WiU  it  be  satis£ebctory  if  I  make  these 
statements  to  himt" 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  you  say  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  said,  '^  Ton  go  and  make  these  statements  to  Mac.'' 
I  did  not  say  they  would  be  satisfactory  to  him.  He  said,  ''May  I  go 
and  see  Mac  in  regard  to  thist"    I  said,  "You  may  go  and  see  Mac." 

Senator  Davis.  Was  your  answer  to  his  question, "  What  you  arrange 
with  Mac  will  be  satisfactory  t" 

Senator  Kyle.  No;  I  did  not  say  that  it  would  be  satisfactory  if  he 
made  the  statement  to  Mac. 

Senator  Davis.  State  what  you  did  say. 

Senator  Kyle,  Buttz  at  that  time  wanted  to  know — I  said,  "You 
go  and  see  my  secretary."  I  was  playing  the  ruse  all  the  while  in 
order  to  get  my  secretary  as  a  witness.  I  said,  "  You  go  and  see  my 
secretary;  I  do  not  want  to  do  any  business  publicly,  openly,  myself; 
I  want  my  secretary  in  this  thing  with  me,  if  we  are  going  into  it." 
He  said,  "Can  I  go  and  see  Mac?"    I  said,  "Yes;  go  and  see  Mac." 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  conversation  which  you  have  detailed 
after  you  rejected  Mr.  Buttz's  proposition  t 

Senator  Kyle.  He  did  not  understand,  because  I  was  playing  a 
ruse.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  want  any  money  for  this;  that  I  had 
absolutely  rejected  it — I  did  not  want  to  give  that  impression. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  conversation  directly  after  what  you  said 
about  voting  on  this  bill  on  your  conscience  without  any  money  con- 
sideration t 

Senator  Kyle.  The  statements  that  I  made  were  just  as  I  gave  them 
to  you  a  moment  ago. 

Senator  Davis.  Which  was  first  and  which  was  second t 

Senator  Kyle.  After  I  told  him  that  I  should  vote  for  the  bill  or 
against  it  according  as  my  conscience  should  dictate,  said  he:  "The 
money  need  not  go  to  you  in  anyway  whatever;  some  third  i)arty  can 
receive  it — ^your  secretary  or  some  member  of  your  family." 

Senator  Davis,  Then  you  told  him  to  go  to  your  secretary! 

Senator  Kyle.  Not  at  all;  I  told  him  to  go  to  my  secretary  before 
that. 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  after  you  told  him  to  go  to  your  secretary  that 
you  told  him  that  you  should  vote  for  the  bill  without  any  money  con- 
sideration! 

Senator  Kyle.  I  told  him  beforehand  to  go  to  my  secretary.  Then 
I  had  a  conversation  with  him  about  my  own  position  on  those  ques- 
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tions,  and  then  to  go  and  see  my  secretary  farther  in  regard  to  this, 
because  we  always  had  our  dealings  together.  I  wanted  him  to  make 
the  statement  to  my  secretary  as  he  did  to  me,  in  order  to  corroborate 
the  fact  that  he  was  using  money  for  bribery. 

Senator  Davis.  What  we  want  to  know  is  whether  you  told  Mr. 
Buttz  to  go  to  your  secretary  before  or  after  you  had  rejected  his  prop- 
osition. 

Senator  Kyle.  I  told  him  to  go  to  my  secretary  two  or  three  differ- 
ent times. 

Senator  Davis.  You  rejected  his  propositions  but  once,  did  you? 

Senator  Kyle.  I  rejected  his  propositions  emphatically,  and  said, 
*'  You  can  go  and  talk  with  Mac:  Mac  will  know  how  I  vote  on  this 
bill." 

Senator  DAVIS.  Was  that  before  or  after  you  rejected  his  proposi- 
tions t 

Senator  Kylb.  That  was  after  I  rejected  his  propositions. 

Senator  Davis.  You  understand  that  Mr.  Buttz  did  go  and  talk  with 
Mr.  McFarlane,  and  Mr.  McFarlane  understood  him  to  make  the  same 
propositions  to  him  (McFarlane)  that  he  had  made  to  youf 

Senator  Kyle.  Understood  that  he  would  give  $15,000;  he  had 
tl5,000,  $14,000  of  which  he  would  give  to  him  in  case  I  voted  against 
this  bill. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  inform  Mr.  McFarlane,  when  you  indicated 
that  Buttz  would  probably  come  to  him,  that  you  had  rejected  Buttz's 
propositions  f 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  I  told  him  from  the  start  everything  I  knew 
about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  McFarlane  understood  thftt  you  were  playing  a  ruse 
on  Buttz  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  I  told  him  the  first  day.  I  came  down  to  the 
committee  room  and  told  McFarlane  everything  that  transpired — that 
I  was  leading  Buttz  into  a  trap. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  had  no  letters  from  Mr.  Buttz  since  this 
began? 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand,  then,  that  after  thescvarious  conver- 
sations with  Mr.  Buttz,  in  which  he  opened  up  to  you  the  scheme  by 
which  the  bill  was  to  be  beaten,  you  finally  told  him  one  day,  when  you 
thought  yon  had  gotten  out  of  him  all  that  you  could,  how  you  should 
vote  upon  that  biU  would  depend  upon  the  dictates  of  your  own  con- 
science, and  that  you  could  not  take  any  money  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  After  that  you  referred  him  to  your  secretary  to  talk 
the  matter  over  with  him,  leading  him  to  suppose  that  your  objection 
lay  in  dealing  directly  with  him,  and  left  it  to  your  secretary  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  wanted  to  play  a  ruse  on  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  rejected  his  proposition  you  were  playing 
the  ruse  on  him  that  though  you  rejected  it  personally  you  were  willing 
for  him  to  go  to  your  secretary! 

Senator  Kyle.  That  was  the  ruse  I  was  playing.  That  will  explain 
the  point  to  Senator  Davis — ^that  when  he  made  the  remark  it  need  not 
come  to  me  personally,  I  said  that  I  would  vote  for  the  bill  as  my  con- 
seience  dictated,  and  he  said, "  The  money  need  not  go  to  you  personally, 
but  may  go  to  your  secretary  or  any  member  of  your  family  that  you 
may  indicate."    I  said,  <<  You  go  to  Mac  and  talk  it  all  over  witk  lam? 

The  CUAiBMAJf.  Who  13 Mr^  Moot 
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Senator  Ktle.  Mr.  McFarlane,  my  secretary. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Bnttz  know  himf 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  he  was  acquainted  with  him  before.  I  said, 
*^  You  go  to  MacFarlane  and  talk  it  all  over  with  him;  we  will  read  the 
bill  over;  he  knows  how  I  will  vote  on  this  bill.  You  go  and  talk  it 
over  with  him  and  he  will  know  how  I  vote  in  the  matter." 

The  Ghaibman.  I  understand  you  to  state  that  in  this  first  interview 
tliat  you  had  with  Mr.  Bnttz,  he  said  you  could  have  any  sum  you 
wanted,  from  $75,000  to  $100,000,  and  the  only  sum  he  offered  was 
$15,000.    How  did  he  go  backt 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said  he  had  talked  the  matter  over,  and  all  he 
could  let  me  have  was  $15,000.  He  wanted  to  know  if  this  was  satis- 
factory. 

Senator  Davis.  I  think  he  said  he  declined  to  give  the  name  of  the 
agent  here. 

Senator  Kyle.  I  did  not  ask  him  outright;  I  was  trying  to  get  him 
to  state  it  of  his  own  free  will.  But  he  did  not  state  it  to  me  and  I 
was  in  hopes  my  secretary  would  get  his  name  from  him — the  name  of 
the  agent  who  was  here  with  the  money.  I  do  not  know  that  he  suc- 
ceed^; I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Senator  LoDaE.  1  was  not  in  when  your  testimony  began,  so  that  I 
may  ask  something  already  stated.    You  had  known  Buttz  before  this  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  had  known  him  by  reputation,  of  course;  knew 
that  he  lived  in  North  Dakota,  had  been  formerly  a  member  of  Con- 
gress from  South  Carolina,  and  the  fact  that  he  was  in  Washington — 
had  some  business  here  before  the  Court  of  Claims,  I  think,  as  a 
lawyer,  and  that  he  was  interested  in  one  particular  case  relating  to 
the  Great  Falls  Town  Site  Company,  in  the  interest  of  which  he  wanted 
an  amendment  introduced  to  the  sundry  civil  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  came  to  see  you  in  regard  to  this  amendment  to 
the  sundry  civil  bill? 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yon  introduced  thatt 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  I  introduced  that  amendment,  and  I  felt  that  it 
was  a  good  measure.  It  had  been  defended  on  the  floor  by  Senators 
Vilas  and  others  two  years  before,  and  I  think  it  should  have  gone 
through  then,  but  it  did  not.  It  was  defeated  by  Mr.  Holman  in  the 
House.    I  offered  it  as  an  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  considered  Buttz,  from  what  you  knew  of  him, 
as  a  man  who  might  be  intrusted  with  large  schemes  of  this  kind,  as 
a  man  to  carry  out  such  a  scheme;  that  he  was  a  man  likely  to  be 
intrusted  with  an  unlawful  negotiation  requiring  the  handling  of  large 
sums  of  money  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  considered  him  capable  of  doing  business  in  this 
way.  He  had  this  large  claim  against  the  Interior  Department  of 
$100,000.    He  and  Phil  Thompson  were  interested  together  in  it. 

Senator  Davis.  What  claim  was  that? 

Senator  Kyle.  This  claim  before  the  Interior  Department. 

The  Chairman.  For  himself,  or  another? 

Senator  Kyle.  For  another  party  whom  he  represents  as  a  lawyer. 
He  says  that  there  are  lands  there  valued  at  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$100,000.  They  are  at  Great  Falls.  T  never  have  been  there,  but  I 
judge  from  the  fact  that  as  he  was  associated  with  Phil  Thompson  he 
is  a  lawyer  of  some  importance.  That  gave  him  standing  in  my  eye. 
I  knew  that  he  was  a  farmer  living  at  Buttzville,  a  town  named  afrer 
him.    I  knew  him  to  be  a  member  of  Congress  from  South  Carolina  and 
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entitled  to  the  floor  of  the  House.  When  he  made  the  statement  to 
me  that  he  was  looking  after  the  Northwest  in  reference  to  this  tariff 
bm  I  thought  probably  he  was  a  man  to  be  intrusted  with  this  thing->- 
that  he  was  a  man  they  wonld  confide  in,  and  properly,  perhaps — he 
was  a  very  sharp  man,  shrewd  man,  though  his  looks  would  deceive 
anyone,  being  cross-eyed.    He  looks  very  queer. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  mentioned  no  names  to  yont 

Senator  Kylb.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Simply  spoke  of  a  syndicatef 

Senator  Kyle.  Syndicate  here  in  Washington  j  and  each  day  he  had 
gone  back  and  forth  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  this  man.  My  hope  was 
to  get  the  name  of  the  party. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ask  the  name  of  the  party! 

Senator  Kyle.  I  did  not  ask  the  name  of  the  party.  But  I  will  say 
this:  From  the  first  day  that  he  came  to  me  I  spoke  to  Senator  Yoor- 
hees,  to  Senator  Bate — Senator  Bate  wa^  sitting  near  to  me,  and  I  told 
them  to  be  on  their  guard;  that  money  was  being  used  around  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  bill.  I  spoke  also  to  Senator  Ooke,  and  told 
him  and  Senator  Bate  that  a  man  was  talking  with  me,  and  I  was  lay- 
ing a  trap  for  the  purpose  of  catching  him. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  told  that  to  Senators  Bate  and  Ooket 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes.  And  I  mentioned  the  matter  to  Senator  Yoor- 
hees,  I  think,  that  money  was  being  used  to  defeat  the  bill. 

Senator  Allen.  This  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  biU  which  you 
introduced  for  this  man,  as  I  understand  it,  was  for  the  purpose  of  rein- 
stating a  contest  then  before  the  Interior  Department  and  which  had 
been  once  decided  in  favor  of  Mr.  Buttz's  client,  but  which  decision 
was  destroyed  by  reason  of  an  act  which  was  surreptitiously  passed  by 
Congress  f 

Senator  Kyle.  The  bill  passed  Congress  March  3, 1891,  entitled  ^^  A 
bill  to  repeal  the  timber-culture  laws,"  etc.^  in  which  there  was  a  clause 
inserted  intended  to  settle  a  great  many  disputed  and  contested  cases. 

Senator  Allen.  To  quiet  the  title  to  certain  lands  f 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes:  to  quiet  the  title  to  certain  lands. 

Senator  Davis.  By  limitation  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  The  effect  of  that  bill  was  to  destroy  pending  liti- 
gation before  the  Interior  Department  t 

Senator  Kyle.  To  destroy  whatt 

Senator  Allen.  For  instance,  there  was  a  contest  at  this  town  of 
Great  Falls,  which  had  passed  through  the  subland  offices  to  the 
Interior  Department,  and  which  had  been  decided  in  favor  of  Mr. 
Buttz's  client;  that  appeal  was  pending  before  ttie  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  when  this  act  was  passed  f 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  the  contest  was  pending,  and  the  effect  of  the 
bill  was  that  it  was  not  to  affect  contests  then  pending. 

Senator  Allen,  And  the  bill  was  introduced  by  you  to  modify  the 
act,  so  that  it  would  not  affect  i>ending  litigation  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes.  I  was  told  by  the  Conmiissioner  of  Public 
Lands  that  there  were  twenty  cases  so  affected  at  the  time,  and  at  pres- 
ent two  or  three  are  affected  by  this  amendment  offered  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Allen.  And  this  amendment  which  you  introduced  sought 
to  repeal  a  certain  clause  which  it  was  claimed  was  surreptitiously 
tacked  on  by  a  conference  committee  and  passed  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Here  is  the  case:  There  was  not  a  member  of  the 
conference  committee  understood  that  that  interpretation  waa  to  "b^ 
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given  to  the  law  of  1891 — ^understood  that  it  was  going  to  affect  pend- 
ing contests.  Three  of  live  members  of  the  conference  committee  have 
written  letters  stating  that  they  knew  nothing  of  the  pending  contests. 

Senator  Allen.  But  the  Interior  Department  construed  ^e  act  of 
1891  to  affect  those  pending  contests  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  this  amendment  was  for  the  purpose  of  repeal- 
ing this  act,  so  far  as  it  applies  to  that  case  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  is  as  far  as  you  have  had  any  connection 
with  this  man  before  the  time  that  he  approached  you  on  the  subject 
of  the  tariff  bill  t 

Senator  Kyle.  That  .is  the  only  one. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  knew  anything  about  him  personally 
before  that. 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Either  as  a  corrupt  man  or  as  a  lobbyist  t 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  And  all  you  know  about  him  is  as  you  formed  your 
judgment  when  you  from  time  to  time  met  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  He  spoke  to  you  on  two  or  three  occasions  about 
defeating  propositions  in  this  tariff  bill,  and  the  first  time  was  on  the 
road  from  your  house  to  the  Capitol,  when  your  first  impulse  was  to 
use  some  violence  toward  him  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Sure. 

The  Chairman.  Your  impulse  was  to  kick  him  across  the  street! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  second  impulse  was  to  lay  a  trap  to  catch  this 
man  and  those  behind  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  Sure. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  suppose  that  he  was  the  outward  represen- 
tative of  some  person  t 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said,  ^^  Bight  here  is  money  you  can  have  for  that." 

Senator  Allen.  You  took  him  as  the  outward  representative  or 
agent  of  some  syndicate  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  had  money  t 

Senator  Kyle.  The  agent  of  the  syndicate. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  developing  that  fact, 
who  these  persons  were,  and  the  extent  to  which  money  would  be  used, 
you  conducted  these  other  negotiations  t 

Senator  Kyle.  For  that  sole  purpose  and  nothing  else. 

Senator  Allen.  You  had  not  the  slighest  idea  of  accepting  his  prof- 
fer t 

Senator  Kyle.  To  be  sure,  not. 

Senator  Allen.  To  that  end  you  held  two  other  conversations,  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  these  persons  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Two  others;  I  think  one  in  the  street  car. 

Senator  Allen.  For  the  purpose  of  developing  this  bribery  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  said  to  Mr.  Buttz  that  you  would  not 
accept  any  money,  or  would  aot  for  or  against  the  bill  as  it  might  pre- 
sent itself  to  you,  he  made  the  remark  that  you  need  not  be  known  in 
the  transaction;  that  the  money  could  be  given  k>  your  secretary  or 
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dome  member  of  your  family,  or  some  third  person,  and  reach  yod  in 
that  wayt 

Senator  Ktls.  That  is  true. 

Senator  Allen.  For  the  purpose  of  laying  the  trap  still  further,  and 
to  make  it  more  complete,  so  that  you  might  have  corroborate  evidence 
of  the  facts,  and  with  the  hope  that  Buttz  would  develop  the  persons 
behind  him  in  this  scheme,  you  consented  that  he  might  approach  your 
secretary,  Mr.  McFarlane,  with  whom  he  was  acquainted,  and  unfold 
his  purpose  to  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  Exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  sole  purpose  was  to  ascertain  whether  this 
man  was  representing  a  real  scheme,  and  whether  the  money  was  really 
behind  him,  and  the  extent  to  which  bribery  was  being  practiced^ 

Senator  Kyle.  Solely  so. 

Senator  Allen.  You  at  no  time  had  the  slightest  purpose  of  acced- 
ing to  Buttz's  wishes  about  the  billt 

Senator  Kyle.  Not  for  one  moment.  From  the  first  time  my  parpose 
was  to  lay  a  trap  to  catch  the  man,  because  I  had  heard  that  bribery 
had  been  resorted  to  in  pa-st  years  and  I  wanted  to  have  a  fact  that  I 
could  put  my  hand  on  for  campaign  purposes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  felt  that  you  could  bear  the  insult  to  which 
Buttz  subjected  you  if,  by  so  doing,  you  could  develop  these  proposi- 
tions of  bribery  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  In  this  conversation  with  Mr.  McFarlane,  as  I 
understand  you,  you  told  him  from  time  to  time  exactly  what  Buttz 
said  to  you? 

Senator  Kyle.  All  these  conversations  that  occurred  each  day  I  told 
after  each  meeting. 

Senator  Allen.  Each  day  you  informed  Mr.  McFarlane  of  your 
purpose  to  uncover  this  matter  so  far  as  you  could  f 

Senator  Kyle.  Of  laying  the  trap  to  catoh  this  man. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  this  man  approached  your  secretary,  Mr. 
McFarlane  understood  at  the  time,  and  the  purpose  was  that  whatever 
he  might  say  to  Buttz  was  for  the  purpose  of  catohing  Buttz  and  thus 
bind  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  The  date  was  fixed  for  McFarlane  to  see  Buttz  for 
that  specific  purpose. 

Senator  Allen.  And  Mr.  McFarlane,  so  acting  on  your  suggestion 
and  for  that  purpose,  took  a  note  of  the  conversation  he  had  with  Buttz  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Exactly  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  Mr.  McFarlane  a  shorthand  reporter  t 

Senator  Kyle.  He  is  a  shorthand  reporter.  I  do  not  know  how  he 
took  the  notes  down.  He  probably  did  not  take  them  down  in  Buttz's 
presence,  but  he  did  it  to  keep  track. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  conduct  in  this  transaction  has  been  to  develop 
the  extent  to  which  bribery  was  intended  to  be  practiced,  and  the  per- 
sons by  whom  it  was  intended  to  be  practiced  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Solely  so. 

Senator  Allen.  So  far  as  Buttz  is  concerned,  you  never  knew  that 
he  was  a  reputable  or  disreputable  man  f 

Senator  Kyle.  I  never  knew  anything  about  his  character.  I  have 
,  seen  something  in  the  papers  since,  but  not  at  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  time  that  you  formed  his  acquaintance  in 
connection  with  this  measure  tiiat  you  introduced  for  him,  the  repeal 
of  the  act  of  1891,  up  to  that  time  yon  bad  never  seen  himt 
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Senator  Ktlb.  Fever  had  seen  him  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  And  knew  nothing  about  him,  except  that  there 
was  such  a  place  as  Buttzville,  K.  Dak.;  a  man  by  the  name  of  Buttz, 
proprietor  of  the  placet 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  time  you  examined  that  measure  you  thought 
it  was  a  justifiable  measure,  and  you  so  regard  it  nowf 

Senator  Kyle.  I  do  regard  it  so  at  present. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  nothing  at  that  time,  or  any  previous 
conversation,  to  indicate  that  Buttz  was  a  corrupt  mant 

Senator  Kyle.  Nothing. 

Senator  Allen.  Nothing  more  than  like  any  other  attorney  having 
business  before  the  Departoients  he  was  anxious  to  have  the  matter 
pressed  through  t 

Senator  Kyle.  He  came  over  to  me  and  said  Judge  Holman  had 
introduced  it  in  the  House,  and  he  wanted  somebody  from  the  North- 
west to  introduce  it  in  the  benate.  He  said :  '^  Your  colleague  is  on  the 
other  side'' — and  I  knew  he  was — <<and  Senator  Yilas  had  made 
speeches  in  fovor  of  it.'^ 

Senator  Allen.  In  meeting  Mr.  Buttz  in  connection  with  this  bill 
which  you  introduced  for  him,  you  never  thought  anything  about  him, 
or  anything  of  his  conduct,  or  anything  of  his  reputation  in  the  direc- 
tion of  his  being  corrupt  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  knew  nothing  about  the  man. 

Senator  Allen.  The  first  time  that  you  knew  the  man  was  corrupt 
in  his  purposes  was  the  time  that  he  revealed  his  purpose  to  you  on  the 
road  from  your  house  to  the  Oapitolf 

Senator  Kyle.  That  is  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Never  before  that  time,  by  his  conduct  or  his  man 
ner,  did  you  know  that  the  man  was  corrupt  or  had  corrupt  purposes  f 

Senator  Kyle.  That  is  true. 

Senator  Allen.  And  all  your  negotiations  from  that  time  on  was 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  developing  the  fact  that  bribery  was  offered 
and  developing  tiie  persons  who  were  using  the  bribery  to  reach 
Senators  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Solely  so. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  ever  disclose  to  you  the  names  of  any 
one  of  the  11  Senators  who  would  vote  against  the  income  tax  or  any 
one  of  the  3  who  would  vote  against  the  entire  billt 

Senator  Kyle.  He  did  not  tell  those  names. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ask  him  the  names  f 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Dayis.  Will  you  kindly  get  for  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee the  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  that  you  introduced  for  Mr. 
Buttz  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  never  any  presentation  to  yon  of  any 
money  at  allt 

Senator  Kyi«e.  No  presentation  nor  tender  of  monegr. 
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SWOSH  TESmOHT  OF  DUVGAV  MoFABLANE 

The  OwATBM ATT.  Where  do  you  livet 

Mr.  MoFABiiAiVE.  Pierre  Point,  S.  Dak. 

The  Ohaibuan.  What  is  your  oocnpationt 

Mr.  MoFabulnb.  Olerk  to  the  Oommittee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

The  Ohairman.  Of  which  Mr.  Kyle  is  chairman  f 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  Of  which  Mr.  Kyle  is  chairman. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Kyle^ 

Mr.  MoFablane.  I  have  known  him  for  about  five  years.  -We  were 
members  of  the  legislature  together,  and  represented  adjoining  dis- 
tricts in  the  South  Dakota  legislature. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  with  Mr.  Kyle  ever  since  he  has 
been  in  the  Senate  f 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  Bver  since  he  has  been  in  the  Senate! 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  Mr.  Kyle's  private  secretary. 

Mr.  MoFarIiANB.  I  am  his  secretary. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  C.  W.  Buttzt 

Mr.  MgFaklane.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Where  does  he  five! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  by  reputation  where  he  lives  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  have  heard  of  his  living  in  Buttzville,  in  'Sorth 
Dakota. 

Senator  Davis.  What  does  the  C  in  his  name  stand  for! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  known  him  only  as  C.  W. 
Buttz,  of  Buttzville,  K.  Dak. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  in  North  Dakota! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No  ;  I  have  seen  his  name  mentioned  here,  but  I  did 
not  know  him  in  the  State. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  meet  him  here! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  About  two  months  ago. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  him  before  that  time) 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Not  to  speak  to  him.  I  have  seen  him  about  the 
corridors  of  the  Capitol,  but  did  not  know  who  he  was. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  have  any  conversation  with  you  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Kyle's  vote  on  the  tariff  bill  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  teU  when  and  where  that  conversation  was, 
the  first  time  you  saw  Mr.  Buttz,  and  all  you  know  about  itf 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  Senator  caUed  on  me  one  evening  after  the 
Senate  adjourned,  and  we  walked  down  the  avenue  together. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  when  that  wast 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  About  two  months  ago.  He  told  me  that  a  man 
named  Buttz  had  culled  on  him  and  spoke  about  how  he  would  vote  on 
the  tariff,  and  intimated  to  him  that  it  would  bo  worth  a  good  deal  of 
money  if  he  would  vote  to  deteat  it.  He  said  he  tried  to  get  out  of  him 
the  name  of  the  parties  and  aU  in  connection  with  it,  and  he  said:  '^I 
will  tell  you  all  about  it  in  the  morning."  He  said,  "  I  told  him  that 
he  had  better  call  to  see  you  and  speak  with  perfect  freedom."  I  said 
I  would  remember  that.  Buttz  called  on  me  the  next  morning  between 
9  and  10  o'clock  and  said  he  had  seen  the  Senator  the  last  night. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Buttz  introduce  himself  when  he  came  to  see 
yout 

Mr.  MoFabjlans.  I  had  seen  him  once  or  twice  in  the  committee 
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room  talking  with  the  Senator  with  refeience  to  some  bill,  I  think 
some  town-site  bill  up  in  the  Northwest.  I  saw  them  talking,  but  did 
not  pay  any  attention.  I  think  it  was  some  town-site  bill,  but  I  had 
never  taken  any  interest  in  what  was  said.  Mr.  Buttz  commenced  by 
speaking  of  the  industries  in  the  West,  especially  the  wool  industry, 
which  would  suffer  if  free- wool  clause  of  the  tariff  bill  should  pass, 
and  he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  everybody  who  had  the  interests  of 
the  country  at  heart  to  defeat  that.  I  listened  to  all  he  had  to  say, 
and  then  he  said  he  represented  a  firm  of  New  York  bankers  and  capi- 
talists, and  they  had  a  good  deal  of  money  to  spend  in  defeating  that 
bill;  that  if  the  Senator  would  vote  against  the  bill  there  would  be 
$15,000;  I  would  get  $1,000  and  he  would  get  $14,000.  He  said,  <<I 
am  not  in  this  business  for  the  love  of  it,  but  $1,000  would  be  a  good 
deal  to  hira.^'  I  said,  ^' When  will  I  get  thisT'  He  said,  "Just  as  soon 
as  the  vote  is  cast."  I  said,  "  Where  is  the  money!''  and  he  said,  "The 
money  is  all  right;  it  will  be  placed  in  your  hands  in  a  sealed  package." 
He  said,  "You  can  trust  me.''  I  said  I  did  not  know  whether  I  could 
or  not.  He  said,  "You  can  trust  me  to  pass  the  money  over  after  the 
vote  is  cast."  I  said  that  I  did  not  know  that  I  could.  I  said,  "Where 
is  the  money  t"  and  he  said  in  a  bank  in  the  city. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  give  the  name  of  the  bankf 

Mr,  McFablanb.  No. 

The  Ghaihman.  Did  you  ask  the  name  of  the  bank  or  the  flrmt 

Mr.  McFablane.  Yes;  and  he  would  not  tell  me.  He  said  that  he 
represented  a  very  wealthy  firm. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  he  use  the  word  "firm,"  or  "sjmdicatet" 

Mr.  McFablane.  He  used  the  words  "  syndicate  of  bankers  and 
capitalists  who  were  bound  to  defeat  the  bill."  I  told  the  Senator  of 
the  conversation  that  occurred.  The  room  of  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor  is  narrower  than  this,  and  nobody  could  be  in  there 
without  being  seen.  Several  times  Mr.  Buttz  came  in  and  asked  me  to 
come  out. 

The  Chaibman.  Before  or  after  this  proposition  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  After  this.  He  wanted  to  know  what  progress  I 
was  making  with  the  Senator.  I  said,  "  Well,  these  things  can  not  be 
decided  in  a  day  or  an  hour;  I  can  not  tell  yon  x)oint-blank  what  he 
will  do."  He  wanted  an  absolute  certainty  that  the  Senator  would 
vote  that  way. 

The  Chaibman.  How  much  time  was  occupied  in  this  first  conversa- 
tion t 

Mr.  MoFaelane.  Probably  three-quarters  of  an  hour. 

The  Chaibman.  Can  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  said  besides 
what  you  have  stated  f 

Mr.  MgFabl  ANE.  I  do  not  remember.  He  mentioned  no  other  people 
to  me. 

The  Chaibman.  What  did  he  talk  about! 

Mr.  McFablane.  Mostly  talking  about  the  great  hardship  it  would 
inflict  on  the  woolen  industry  in  the  West.  That  was  the  clause  of  the 
bill  that  he  spoke  about  mostly,  and  the  injury  tiiiat  it  would  inflict  on 
the  people  in  the  West. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  make  any  memorandum,  or  dot  down  any 
notes  of  what  was  said  f 

Mr.  McFablane.  The  first  time  that  the  Senator  spoke  to  me  about 
it 

The  Chaibman.  When  the  Senator  spoke  to  you  about  whatt 

Mr.  McFablane.  About  this  man  coming— I  made  a  note.    I  Just 
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said:  ^^  Senator  Kyle  told  me  of  Battz  and  of  the  scheme  that  he  is 
working.''  I  put  it  that  "  he  is  working  for  a  syndicate  of  New  York 
bankers  and  capitalists.  Met  him  in  the  morning  and  had  a  long  talk 
with  him.  He  said  that  if  I  got  the  Senator  to  vote  against  the  bill  1 
would  get  $14,000  and  he  the  balaDce." 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  date  that! 

Mr.  MgFablane.  Ko;  I  did  not  date  that,  because  I  was  intending 
if  I  could  get  anyone  in  the  room  to  get  full  notes  of  that.  But  I  could 
not  get  anyone. 

Senator  Dayis.  Bead  the  balance. 

Mr.  MgFablane.  That  was  all. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  make  any  other  notes  of  what  was  saidf 

Mr.  MgFablane.  Fo. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  the  Senator  state  to  you  at  any  time,  or  when 
he  said  that  Buttz  was  coming  to  see  you,  why  he  wanted  to  see  youf 

Mr.  MgFablane.  Yes;  he  said  he  often  heard  of  these  things  hap- 
pening in  Gongress,  and  he  wanted  to  know  if  there  was  any  truth  in 
it^  and,  if  possible,  whether  this  man  had  anybody  behind  him.  The 
Senator  told  me  that  the  night  before  I  met  Buttz. 

The  Ghaibhan.  Try  to  recall  as  much  as  you  can  of  that  conversa* 
tion  between  you  and  Mr.  Buttz. 

Mr.  MgFablane.  He  commenced  by  speaking  about  the  tariff,  and 
what  I  said  before  about  the  way  the  sheep  industry  would  be  crashed 
if  this  free-wool  clause  went  through;  and  he  thought  that  anybody 
and  everybody  should  try  to  defeat  it.  I  partly  agreed  with  him  to 
hear  the  rest  of  what  he  had  to  say  to  me.  Then  he  said  that  he  repre- 
sented this  New  York  firm  or  syndicate,  and  that  they  had  a  large  sum 
of  money,  but  did  not  say  how  much  money,  to  defeat  the  bill,  and  they 
were  bound  to  do  it;  that  if  I  could  get  the  Senator,  or  if  the  Senator 
would  vote  against  the  bill,  he  would  give  me  $14,000.  Then  he  said, 
"  I  will  get  $1,000  for  myself.  Of  course,"  he  said,*  »<  $1,000  will  pay  me 
for  this  work  around  here,  and  you  will  get  $14,000;  nobody  will  ever 
know  anything  about  it;  it  will  be  in  a  sealed  paokage;  it  is  here,  and 
as  soon  as  the  vote  is  cast  the  money  will  be  paid  over  to  you." 

The  Ghaibman.  What  did  you  say  to  himf 

Mr.  MgFablane.  I  said,  ^^I  will  see  the  Senator  this  afternoon  and 
talk  the  matter  over  with  him."  He  said,  <<How  do  you  think  he  will 
vote  on  the  wool  question."  I  said,  "Well,  I  do  not  know;  he  is  pre- 
paring a  speech  on  that  wool  question  now,  but  it  is  not  far  enough 
advanced  for  me  to  say  what  he  will  do  or  which  side  he  will  take." 
I  had  been  making  up  some  figures  on  the  wool  question  myself  at  the 
time.  There  were  some  people  came  into  the  room,  and  that  closed  the 
conversation. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  say  that  Mr.  Buttz  came  to  see  you  afterward  f 

Mr.  MgFablane.  Several  times. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ever  have  another  interview  with  himf 

Mr.  MgFablane.  Not  extended.  He  was  wanting  to  know  what 
progress  I  had  made  with  the  Senator,  and  each  time,  to  use  the  phrase, 
I  would  stand  him  off  and  tried  to  get  the  names  of  the  people  he  rep- 
resented himself  to  be  with,  but  I  could  not.  One  day  he  called  me  to 
the  door.  There  were  a  number  of  people  in  the  room.  He  said,  '^I 
am  going  down  town  to  see  the  people  now,  and  I  want  a  definite 
answer,  &  possible."  I  said,  ^<I  have  not  seen  the  Senator  this  morn- 
ing; he  is  very  busy,  and  I  have  no  time  to  talk  the  matter  over  with 
him."    I  have  not  seen  him  to  talk  to  since  then* 
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The  Ohaib]!£AN.  How  long  after  the  first  conversation  in  which  he 
disclosed  his  object  did  these  calls  upon  yon  by  Bnttz  continue  f 

Mr.  MoFaslane.  He  would  call  in  the  next  day  and  the  day  after. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  a  period  did  it  cover  after  the  first  visit  Y 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  Probably  it  extended  over  a  week  or  ten  days. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  was  the  last  interview  you  had  with  Mm,  if 
you  recollect  t 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  The  last  interview  was  when  he  said  he  was  going 
down  to  see  the  people. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  never  came  back! 

Mr.  MoFablane.  He  never  came  back. 

Senator  LoDas.  When  the  Senator  first  spoke  to  you  did  he  men- 
tion having  more  than  one  conversation  with  Buttzf 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Ko  ;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

The  Ghaibman.  Had  the  Senator  spoken  to  you  before  on  this  sub- 
ject; I  mean  before  the  time  he  told  you  the  man  would  call  the  next 
day! 

Mr.  MoFablane.  ISTo.  If  I  remember  aright  Buttz  called  on  the 
Senator  at  his  house,  and  when  the  Senator  saw  me  he  told  me  about  it. 
If  I  remember  aright  he  told  me  about  it 

The  Ghaibman.  The  Senator  told  you  ot  an  interview  with  Buttz 
before  he  told  you  that  Buttz  was  to  call  on  yout 

Mr.  MoFablane.  That  was  at  the  same  time.  I  had  seen  Buttz  fre- 
quently in  the  committee  room  when  he  was  talking  to  the  Senator  on 
the  bill  that  he  had  before  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Did  the  Senator  tell  you  his  purpose  in  having  Buttz 
call  on  yout 

Mr.  MoFablane.  The  Senator  said  to  me:  <<I  told  Buttz  to  call  to 
see  you,  and  that  he  might  speak  with  every  confidence  before  you; 
that  in  everything  we  had  been  concerned  together^  we  had  been  part- 
ners and  gone  in  together." 

The  Ghaibman.  Senator  Lodge  wants  to  know  whether  Senator  Kyle 
told  you  his  object  in  having  Buttz  call  on  you. 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Senator  Kyle  said  he  wanted  Buttz  to  call  on  me 
so  that  I  would  be  a  witness  to  these  attempted  bribes.  He  told  me 
that  was  his  object  in  having  Buttz  call  on  me. 

The  Ghaibman.  After  a  week  or  ten  days,  when  Buttz  called  at  your 
room  and  wanted  you  to  give  a  definite  answer  as  to  what  the  Senator's 
intentions  were,  he  gave  you  as  a  reason  therefor  that  there  \vere  par- 
ties down  town  whom  he  wanted  to  see,  and  you  never  saw  him  again! 

Mr.  MoFablane.  !Not  on  the  subject. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  see  him  at  all  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  I  think  he  came  in  once  and  said  he  had  been  out 
of  town.  He  said  that  he  thought  he  had  left  some  papers  in  the  com- 
mittee room.  He  just  stepped  in  and  asked  me  if  I  had  seen  some 
papers  there,  a  bundle  of  papers.  I  think  he  said  he  had  been  out  of 
town  visiting  some  place. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  any  memoranda,  or  any  means  of  fixing 
the  date  of  these  Interviews t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No;  I  made  none.  In  fact,  while  he  was  there,  I 
could  not  take  down  anything  that  he  said.  I  nad  not  anything  defi- 
nite as  to  place  or  people. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ask  who  any  of  the  New  York  bankers  or 
capitalists  weret 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Wliat  did  Mr.  Buttz  say  t 
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Mr.  McFABiiANE.  He  said  he  could  not  tell  me  their  names,  could 
not  tell  me  anything  about  them,  except  that  they  had  plenty  of  money. 

ISenator  Likdbat.  Did  he  tell  you  they  were  interested  in  the  wool 
industry^ 

Mr.  MoFablane.  He  said  they  were  interested  in  defeating  this  bill 
in  iotOy  if  possible.  But  in  speaking  about  the  defeat  of  the  bill,  it 
was  mostly  the  wool  industry  that  he  spoke  about — ^the  sheep  industry 
in  the  West  that  was  being  damaged  by  the  bill,  and  that  there  was  no 
protection  on  foreign  products,  and  we  ought  to  have  it. 

The  Chairman.  Fourteen  thousand  dollars  was  the  amount  that  he 
was  to  give  to  you,  according  to  his  statement? 

Mr.  MgFablane.  Fourteen  thousand  dollars. 

The  Chairman.  Was  any  larger  sum  mentioned  T 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  Just  the  $15,000 — $14,000  that  he  was  to  give  to  me 
and  91,000  that  he  wanted  for  himself. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  anything  else  about  a  larger  sum  f 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No;  he  did  not  mention  anything  else  to  me. 

Senator  Davts.  Was  this  conversation  that  you  have  detailed 
between  yourself  and  Senator  Kyle  the  first  conversation  that  you  ever 
had  upon  this  subject  with  the  Senator  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  the  first  intimation  that  you  ever  had  that 
Buttz  had  been  approaching  himf 

Mr.  MoFablane.  The  first  intimation. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Buttz  since  this  investigation 
was  ordered! 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  talked  with  himt 

Mr.  MoFablane.  I  said,  ^^Good  morning,  major." 

Senator  Davts.  Is  that  allt 

Mr.  MoFablane.  I  met  him  at  the  door  of  the  Maltby  House,  and 
he  said,  ^^Good  morning,  Mr.  Mac^^and  I  said,  <^Good  morning,  major." 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  all  that  occurred  f 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Tes. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  him  on  this 
subject  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Fone  at  alL 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  say  anything  to  you  about  the  income 
taxf 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  how  many  votes 
had  been  secured  in  favor  of  the  defeat  of  the  bill  or  any  particular 
X>ortion  of  the  billf 

Mr.  MoFablane.  ISo. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  state  or  claim  to  you  that  the  votes  of  any 
other  Senators  had  been  secured  for  the  defeat  of  the  billt 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Kever  mentioned  the  fact  at  allt 

Mr.  MoFablane.  If  I  remember  aright,  he  said  they  wanted  three 
votes. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  how  many  they  had  secured  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Ton  say  that  114,000  were  to  go  to  you  in  the  event 
of  Senator  Kyle  voting  to  defeat  the  billt 

Mr.  MoFablane.  That  is  right 
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Senator  Dayis.  Was  thei*e  anything  said  between  yon  and  Mr. 
Buttz  as  to  what  you  were  to  do  with  that  114,000 1 

Mr.  MoFablane.  It  was  tacitly  understood  that  it  was  to  go  to 
Senator  Kyle. 

Senator  Dayis.  You  say  you  had  but  one  couYersation  with  Buttz 
where  this  matter  was  gone  OYert 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  In  detail. 

Senator  Dayis.  You  reported  that  couYersation  to  Senator  Kyle, 
whent 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  The  same  day. 

Senator  Dayis.  What  did  he  say? 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  He  said  he  would  like  to  know  who  these  parties 
were — know  something  definite  about  them — and  whether  Buttz  was 
really  empowered  to  make  this  offer. 

Senator  Allen.  When  Senator  Kyle  first  spoke  to  you  about  this 
matter,  and  said  to  you,  as  I  understand  it,  that  Buttz  had  this  talk 
with  him  on  his  way  OYer  from  the  Senator's  house  to  the  Capitol, 
Buttz  first  approached  the  Senator  then? 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  That  is  what  I  understood. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Senator  Kyle  say  anything  to  you  about  his 
thinkuig  of  kicking  Buttz  across  the  street  when  he  made  the  proi>osi- 
tionl 

Mr.  McFablane.  He  said  something  about  that. 

The  Chaibman.  What  was  it? 

Mr.  McFablane.  If  I  remember  aright,  he  felt  tejnpted  to  knock 
the  fellow  down. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  his  second 
thought  of  endeaYoring  by  specific  means  to  develop  this  fellow  Buttz; 
to  ascertain  what  was  behind  him? 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  he  say  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  MoFablanb.  That  was  when  he  told  him  if  he  would  come  and 
see  me  he  could  speak  with  perfect  confidence  before  me;  and  he  said 
any  business  matters  that  we  have  we  have  gone  in  partnership. 

Senator  Allen.  When  Senator  Kyle  first  spoke  to  you,  an(l  before 
Buttz  came  to  see  you  and  Senator  Kyle  warned  you  that  Buttz  would 
be  to  see  you,  what  did  the  Senator  say  that  Buttz  had  said  to  him? 

Mr.  McFablane.  He  told  me  that  Butt»  said  if  he  would  vote 
against  the  bill  he  would  get  $15,000;  and  he  said  "I  have  told  the 
fellow  to  come  to  you  so  that  you  can  worm  out  of  him  all  you  can  in 
regard  to  the  matter." 

Senator  Allen.  Why  did  Senator  Kyle  arrange  with  you  about  the 
matter  and  have  Buttz  to  meet  you — what  was  the  object  of  that? 

Mr.  McFablane.  To  have  some  other  testimony  than  his  own  that 
such  a  thing  was  attempted. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  what  Senator  Kyle  said  when  he  spoke  to 
you  about  it? 

Mr.  McFablane.  His  words  were  pretty  much  like  these:  "I  have 
often  heard  about  such  attempts  being  made,  and  I  want  to  find  out 
how  much  is  in  it?" 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know,  as  a  matter  of.  fact,  Senator  Kyle's 
purpose  in  speaking  to  you  about  it  and  arranging  about  the  meotlng 
with  Mr.  Buttz,  whether  it  was  for  the  x>urpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
there  was  bribery? 

Mr.  McFablane.  That  was  his  object. 
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Senator  Allen.  To  trace  oat  the  attempted  bribery  to  its  proper 
source  f 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  anything  to  yon  about  his  belief  of  the 
man  behind  Buttz  and  his  desire  to  know  who  the  persons  weref 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  That  is  what  he  told  me. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  it  was  arranged  between  you  and  Senator 
Kyle  that  you  should  talk  with  Buttz  with  some  degree  of  freedom,  for 
the  specific  purpose  of  ascertaining  who  was  behind  Buttz,  and  what 
was  their  viewf 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  That  was  the  object. 

Senator  Allen.  To  that  end,  did  you  ask  Buttz  who  was  associated 
with  him  in  this  matter  f 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  give  you  any  names  T 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  He  gave  me  no  names  at  all,  except  that  it  was  a 
very  wealthy  syndicate. 

Senator  Allen.  Of  New  York  bankers  and  capitalists  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Those  were  his  words. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  no  offer  of  money  of  any  kind — ^no  pro- 
duction of  money! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  all  you  did  in  the  matter  was  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  Senator  Kyle,  for  the  purpose  of  uncovering  this  entire 
attempt  to  bribe  T 

Mr.  McFarlane.  That  was  the  whole  idea. 

Senator  Allen.  And  getting  evidence  of  the  names  of  the  persons 
who  were  engaged  in  itf 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  With  the  view  of  making  the  matter  public  if 
thought  necessary  or  proper  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  that  the  way  Senator  Kyle  talked  to  you 
about  his  purpose! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  That  is  what  he  told  me  he  wanted  it  for;  that 
was  tiie  object. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  to  the  effect  that  when 
Buttz  first  mentioned  this  matter  to  him  he  thought  of  kicking  him 
across  the  street  or  knocking  him  down,  but  upon  second  thought  he 
thought  it  wiser  to  appear  to  be  indifferent  to  the  matter  for  the  pur- 
pose of  developing  the  persons  behind  Buttz  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes ;  that  is  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  at  any  time  state  to  you  the  amount 
of  money  that  this  alleged  syndicate  had  with  which  they  were  pre- 
pared to  beat  this  bill! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No. 

Senator  Lodoe.  When  Senator  Kyle  spoke  to  you  on  this  occasion 
to  which  you  have  referred  did  he  mention  having  had  more  than  one 
conversation  with  Buttz  Y 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  On  that  subject  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Senator  Lodoe.  On  that  subject,  I  mean,  of  course. 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  that  subject  he  mentioned  only  this  one  conver- 
sation f 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  This  one  conversation. 

8.  Mep.  lO a 
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Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  other  conversa' 
ti6ns  with  Battz  on  the  subject! 

Mr.  McFarlanb.  No,  I  do  not  know  that  he  had.  Buttz  used  to  go 
into  the  oflSce — the  committee  room — before  that  and  sit  and  talk  with 
the  Senator,  but  he  always  had  some  papers. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  was  about  his  land  billt 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  About  his  land  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  on  this  subject.  And  this  conversation 
with  Buttz  occurred  the  day  before  that  if 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  day  before  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  was  about  two  months  agot 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  About  two  months  ago.  The  Senator,  after  I  had 
met  Buttz,  of  course,  came  down,  and  I  told  him  all  that  had  happened. 

The  Chairman.  When  Senator  Kyle  told  you  that  Buttz  was  to 
meet  you,  did  he  tell  you  what  the  purport  of  his  conversation  with 
Buttz  was  and  give  you  any  instructions  as  to  how  you  were  to  con- 
duct yourself^ 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  In  a  general  way.  I  was  to  find  out  all  about 
this  afl'air,  and  try  to  find  out  the  names  of  all  the  parties — worm  out 
of  him,  if  possible,  everything  connected  with  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  and  Senator  Kyle 
had  been  in  the  Dakota  legislature  together  as  senators  from  adjoining 
districts,  and  that  you  were  partners  in  some  transactions? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  We  were  members  of  the  State  senate  together, 
but  we  had  no  business  transactions  together. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  were  partners  in 
some  transactions.    That  is  what  you  were  to  tell  Buttz? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  Senator  told  Buttz  that. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  for  the  puipose  of  allaying  any 
suspicion  that  Buttz  might  have  in  talking  with  youf 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  That  was  it. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  and  Senator  Kyle  were 
not  partners  in  any  transaction  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Except  that  we  might  have  shares  in  the  National 
Watchman. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  a  newspaper? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes;  we  do  not  hold  these  shares  in  common: 
it  was  simply  a  business  enterprise  in  which  I  had  some  shares  and 
the  Senator  also. 

Senator  Allen.  I  hand  yon  an  amendment  to  House  bill  5575,  and 
ask  you  if  that  is  the  amendment  you  spoke  of  as  having  been  intro- 
duced by  Senator  Kyle  to  the  sundry  civil  bill,  and  about  which  Mr. 
Buttz  and  Senator  Kyle  were  talking  m  the  committee  room? 

Mr.  MoFarlane  (after  examining.)  I  can  not  tell  you? 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  name  of  that  town  in  North  Dakota; 
Great  Falls?  Is  it  true  that  these  conversations  that  Senator  Kyle 
had  with  Mr.  Buttz  in  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor  were  with  reference  to  a  claim  covering  a  town  in  Montana? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  only  conversations  that  I  took  any  notice  of— 
they  would  sit  close  to  me,  and  I  was  writing — was  about  the  town  site, 
as  I  understood. 

• 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  at  Great  Falls,  was  it  not? 
Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  believe  it  was. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  not  a  contest  for  Jim  Hill's  road,  where  Hill 
had  gotten  fraudulent  control  of  the  town — 40  sections  of  land? 
Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes;  but  I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  it. 
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Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Bnttz  wanted  Senator  Kyle  to  introduce  a  UIl 
to  repeal  a  part  of  an  act  passed  in  1891,  which  quieted  title  to  that 
landf 

Mr.  MoFabUlne.  I  understood  that  to  be  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  j&a  draft  the  original  of  this  amendmentf 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  I  would  like  that  amendment  to  be  made  a  part  of 
this  record.    I  will  have  Senator  Kyle  come  up  and  identify  it. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows : 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  anything  else  that  you  wish  to  say,  Mr. 
McFarlanef 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  might  say  this:  When  the  Senator  told  Mr. 
Buttz  that  we  had  no  business  enterprise  apart,  that  we  had  always 
gone  in  in  common,  I  understood  the  Senator  io  mean  that  we  were 
stockholders  in  that  newspaper.  The  Senator  had  $100  worth;  some- 
thing like  that 

Mr.  0*  W.  Buttz  appeared  with  counsel. 

Mr.  McGowAN  (counsel  for  Mr.  Buttz).  I  request,  Mr.  Ohairmau 
and  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  that  there  be  presented  to  Maj.  Buttz 
a  copy,  of  any  testimony  that  ha^  already  been  taken  before  the  com- 
mittee touching  his  connection  with  this  alleged  bribery,  that  he  may 
examine  it  and  make  his  statement  with  reference  to  it.  I  have  already 
made  a  similar  request  in  writing  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  I, 
of  course,  asked  that  I  be  permitted  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses, 
though  I  do  not  now  ask  that.  But  I  think  that  my  client  should  be 
permitted  to  examine  the  testimony. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  has  discussed  the  matters  mentioned 
in  your  letter,  and  while  there  will  be  no  difficulty  about  your  seeing 
the  testimony  that  has  been  already  taken,  or  hearing  it  read,  yet  the 
committee  thought  that  we  were  entitled  to  ask  Mr.  Buttz  some  ques- 
tions in  regard  to  the  matter  we  have  in  baud  and  without  reference  to 
the  testimony  already  taken.  We  think  so  now.  Therefore,  we  will 
proceed,  subject  to  your  advice  to  your  client,  to  ask  the  questions 
which  we  thought  proper  to  be  propounded  to  Mr.  Buttz. 

SWOBV  TESTIM0F7  OF  CEABLBS  W.  BTJTTZ. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  ftill  namet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Charles  Wilson  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  age? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  was  born  in  1837.    I  think  I  am  67  years  old. 

The  Chairman.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  reside  at  Buttzville,  Bansome  County,  N.  Dak. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  occupation? 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  am  a  farmer.    I  have  practiced  law  in  past  years. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  lawyer,  Mr.  Buttz  t 

Mr.  Buttz.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.! 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  have  known  his  father,  Eppa  Hunton,  for  about  twen- 
ty-five years.  I  resided  in  Virginia  twenty-flve  years  ago,  immediately 
after  reconstruction,  and  took  a  part  in  political  affairs  there.  I  knew 
Mr.  Huuton's  father,  but  lost  sight  of  the  Senator  until  after  he  became 
Senator.  I  renewea  my  acquaintance  with  him,  but  was  not  person* 
ally  acquainted  with  the  son. 

£f.  Bep.  436- 4 
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The  Ohairman.  Do  yon  know  the  son  nowf 

Mr.  BiTTTZ.  Only  by  an  interview  I  had  with  him  at  Warrenton. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  thatf 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Early  in  April. 

The  Chairman.  Of  this  yeArt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Of  this  year. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  the  interview! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  At  Warrenton,  Va.,  at  his  home. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  state  to  the  committee 
what  that  interview  was? 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  have  no  objection  to  stating  it;  I  came  here  for  that 
purpose.  But,  as  I  said  to  my  counsel,  I  would  like  to  understand 
what  has  been  said  by  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton  on  the  subject.  I  can  state 
briefly  that  I  never  went  there  for  any  purpose  of  corrupting  him  or 
his  father,  or  bribing  them. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  an  opportunity  to  state  now  what  occurred 
at  that  inveryiew. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Before  stating  that  I  would  like  to  state  the  preliminary 
grounds  of  my  going  there.  Will  you  read  what  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton 
saidf 

The  Chairman.  ITo;  I  will  ask  you  questions  which  you  are  compe- 
tent to  answer,  and  you  may  say  what  you  said  or  did  not  say.  You 
may  state  freely  what  took  place  at  that  interview,  which  you  admit 
did  take  place. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  You  can  allow  me  to  state  my  reasons  for  going  there  f 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  state  in  your  own  way. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  March,  1891,  at  the  expiring  hours  of  the  Fifty-first 
Congress,  an  amendment  of  the  preemption  and  timber-culture  law 
occurred  in  the  U.  S.  Congress,  and  the  terms  of  the  repealing 
act  were  in  dispute  between  the  two  Houses  as  to  the  conditions  of 
entering  a  homestead,  and  that  dispute  was  submitted  to  a  conference 
committee  of  the  two  Houses,  of  which  Senators  Walthal  and  Petti- 
grew  and  Bepresentatives  Holman,  Payson,  and  Pickler  were  members. 
They  made  a  report  to  the  House  on  the  3d  of  March,  1891,  and  that 
committee  added  an  additional  section,  called  section  7,  which  con- 
firmed and  ratified  all  the  proofs  made  between  certain  dates,  giving 
the  dates  in  the  law,  notwithstanding  irregularities  in  the  final  proofs. 
Previously  to  that  I  had  been  an  attorney  in  a  contest  at  Great  Falls, 
Mont.,  involving  160  acres,  or  a  quarter  section  of  land,  in  which  my 
client  had  alleged  that  a  certain  corporation,  a  $5,000,000  corporation, 
had  hired  a  settler  to  acquire  title  to  this  land,  and  in  addition 
to  that  $5,000,000  land  in  another  section.  I  had  taken  the  evidence 
for  my  client.  He  was  a  poor  man.  I  expended  about  $1,000.  That 
carried  the  case  to  the  Land  Office. 

On  the  25th  of  February  Commissioner  Stone  decided  the  case  against 
the  corporation  and  in  favor  of  my  client.  The  defendant,  the  corpora- 
tion, had  sixty  days  in  which  to  appeal.  Their  sixty  days  expired. 
On  the  25th  of  March,  1891,  instead  of  appealing  they  managed  to  get 
added  to  that  conference  committee's  report  section  7,  by  which  was 
ratified  all  final  proofs  made  between  certain  dates,  and  legislated  my 
client  out  of  court.  We  had  won  our  case  and  then  lost  it  through 
legislation.  As  soon  as  I  discovered  that,  I  came  on  here  to  have  a 
provision  added,  providing  that  the  section  should  not  affect  cases  pend- 
ing in  the  Land  Office,  to  save  the  cases  that  were  pending.  I  came 
on  here  during  the  Fifty-second  Congress,  and  was  here  the  whole 
winter.    Judge  Holman  was  on  the  conference  committee  when  this 
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report  was  made,  and  he  repudiated  it;  Senator  Walthall  repudiated 
it;  Senator  Plumb  repudiated  it;  Mr.  Payson  repudiated  it;  Congress- 
man repudiated  it — said  it  never  applied  to  contests — and  Judge 
Holman  introduced  a  bill  to  add  a  proviso  to  that  law,  provided  it  did 
not  affect  contests  pending  in  the  Department.  I  managed  to  get  that  in 
the  sundry  civil  bill  reported  by  the  Public  Lands  Committee.  It  was 
put  on  the  Calendar,  but  there  was  no  chance  for  it  to  be  reached  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  and  I  then  had  it  introduced  as  au  amend- 
ment to  the  sundry  civil  bill.    It  came  over  to  the  Senate. 

Judge  Holman  was  chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  then, 
and  on  motion  of  one  of  the  members  Judge  Holman  accepted  the 
amendment  as  chairman,  because  he  had  introduced  the  bill.  It  came 
over  to  the  Senate.  I  appeared  as  attorney  before  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations.  There  was  a  fight  made  there,  and  the  Senate 
committee  finally  reported  it  to  the  Senate.  It  came  up  in  the  Senate, 
and  Senator  Davis  moved  to  strike  out  the  amendment.  It  was  debated 
in  the  Senate  that  afternoon  and  that  evening,  and  on  the  final  vote  the 
EepubUcans  had  two  or  three  majority.  Every  Bepublican  voted  to 
strike  out  and  every  Democrat  to  keep  it  in.  Then  it  was  it  went  to  the 
conference  committee,  and  the  House  sent  it  back  three  different  times. 
llie  House  struck  it  out.  Senator  Allison  was  the  principal  one  who  held 
out  in  the  Senate.  Judge  Holman  sent  it  back  three  dift'erent  times,  as  I 
recollect,  insisting  on  the  amendment,  and  the  Senate  refused,  and  finally 
aU  the  other  amendments  were  compromised,  and  Judge  Holman  came 
to  me  and  said :  '^  All  the  other  amendments  have  been  settled  and  it  is 
within  two  or  three  hours  of  the  expiration  of  this  Congress,  and 
$30,000,000  or  $40,000,000  of  appropriations  for  a  Democratic  adminis- 
tration coming  on  that  are  liable  to  fail;  we  will  have  to  agree  with  the 
Senate,  and  if  you  will  come  on  next  session  I  will  get  it  through  for 
you."  I  said:  "Very  well;"  and  it  was  struck  out.  This  session  T 
came  here  for  that  purpose,  and  no  other. 

K I  am  a  lobbyist  that  makes  me  a  lobbyist.  I  came  on  here  last  Sep- 
tember. I  did  not  leave  my  farm,  did  not  come  here  to  the  special  ses- 
sion; but  Judge  Holman,  without  my  seeing  him,  introduced  the  mat- 
ter in  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  I  came  on  here  at  the  regular 
session  to  look  after  it.  I  went  to  Judge  Holman  and  McBae,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  reported  it  to  the  House,  and 
it  is  on  the  Calendar  in  the  House.  It  was  introduced  in  the  Senate. 
Senator  Blackburn  introduced  it  in  the  Senate,  and  it  went  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands.  Mr.  Pettigrew — 5  members  of  the 
committee,  leaving  out  Mr.  Pettigrew — repudiated  that  seventh  section. 
It  went  to  the  Public  Lands  Conunittee,  and  they  did  not  make  any 
report.  In  the  meantime,  when  the  sundry  civil  bill  came  up,  it  was 
on  the  Calendar  in  the  House,  Judge  Holman  moved  to  amend  the  sun- 
dry civil  bill  by  this  amendment.  The  bill  was  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  the  House,  and  a  speech  was  made  by  Mr.  McCreary  about 
the  town  of  Jasper.  They  did  not  understand  it.  On  an  aye  and  nay 
vote  they  struck  it  out  again  at  this  session,  on  the  21st  of  March. 

Judge  Holman  said  the  mistake  was  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  did  not  understand  it,  and  that  I  should  have  it  introduced 
in  tiie  Senate.  I  came  over  to  the  Judiciary  Committee.  I  went  to 
Senator  Kyle  and  explained  to  him.  He  said  he  would  be  glad  to  take 
hold  of  it  and  help'  me.  He  introduced  it  as  an  amendment  to  the 
sundry  civil  bill,  and  had  it  sent  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  because 
there  was  Pettigrew  and  Dolph  to  carry  all  firom  this  locality  where 
this  oozporation  perambvlated.    Whether  they  were  aiitagQiDi&\A&  o\ 
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not  I  did  not  care.  I  wanted  it  to  go  to  the  Judiciary  Committed 
because  Judge  Holnian  said  it  was  a  judicial  question.  Senator  Teller 
moved  to  send  it  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee,  and  on  his  motion  it 
went  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee. 

I  had  three  or  four  interviews  with  Kyle  about  that.  The  Public 
Lands  Committee  never  did  report  it.  Then  I  had  a  friend  of  mine 
to  have  it  reintroduced  (by  Senator  Blackburn)  and  it  went  to  the 
Judiciary  Comndttee. 

Now,  why  I  went  to  get  Hunton.  In  the  meantime  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  had  decided  that  this  seventh  section — ^that 
these  parties  were  entitled  to  this  quarter  section  of  land  under  this 
seventh  section.  The  seventh  section  provides,  if  you  will  read  it,  in 
the  case  of  a  bona  fide  purchaser,  how  final  proofs  are  to  be  made,  and 
ratified  and  confirmed  all  final  proofs  made  between  certain  dates.  I 
claimed  that  this  corporation  was  not  an  innocent  purchaser ;  that  they 
hired  a  settler  from  the  start,  and  there  was  fraud«  I  applied  to  the 
Commissioner  for  a  hearing  on  that  ground.  He  denied  me  a  hearing, 
and  said  this  corporation  was  entitled  to  the  patent,  notwithstanding 
my  application  for  a  hearing,  on  the  ground  of  a  bona  fide  purchaser. 
I  claimed  that  they  were  not  bona  fide  purchasers,  and  that  they  were 
aware  of  it  at  the  time  the  proof  was  made.  The  Commissioner  decided 
against  me,  and  I  took  an  appeal.  I  had  sixty  days  in  whicli  to  perfect 
my  ai)peal.  I  let  as  much  time  expire  as  I  could,  and  asked  for  a  review, 
and  the  Commissioner  adhered  to  his  opinion,  and  I  appealed  to  the 
Secretaiy,  pending  this  legislation,  which  I  anticipated.  I  have  a  favor- 
able report  in  the  House  now,  and  I  expected  a  favorable  report  in  the 
Senate.  I  always  supposed  I  could  not  get  it  from  the  Public  Lands 
Cbmmi.  tee,  because  Mr.  Pettigrew,  who  was  responsible  for  this  amend- 
ment, was  there.  I  wanted  to  lay  it  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
wanted  Mr.  Smith  to  delay  until  I  could  get  legislation  to  save  my 
contest. 

I  got  to  talking  to  Maj.  Walker,  an  ex-senator  of  the  legislature  of  the 
State  of  Virginia,  who  was  living  in  the  house  where  I  was  in  this  city. 
He  was  formerly  a  State  senator  from  Virginia,  an  intimate  acquaint- 
ance of  Senator  Hunton,  although  I  saw  it  stated  in  the  paper  that 
Hunton  did  not  know  him.  He  said  he  was  acquainted  with  Hunton  for 
forty  years.  I  wanted  Walker  to  get  a  delay  through  Mr.  Hoke  Smith. 
I  claimed  under  that  seventh  section  that  I  was  entitled  to  get  a  hear- 
ing, on  the  ground  that  this  corporation  was  not  an  innocent  purchaser — 
that  I  was  entitled  to  a  hearing  even  under  the  law  that  they  had  smug- 
gled through  by  unanimous  consent.  But  I  did  not  know  anybody  in 
Washington.  These  land  lawyers  in  Washington  are  afraid  to  make 
an  aggressive  fight  against  the  land  department  for  fear  of  ill-will  and 
injury  to  their  practice.  I  had  no  ready  money.  My  client  is  poor,  being 
simply  a  driver  of  a  delivery  wagon,  getting  930  or  $40  a  month.  He 
is  unable  to  pay  his  own  expenses. 

I  am  in  this,  and  I  am  going  to  stay  in  it  as  long  as  I  live.  I  started 
out  on  that  theory,  and  I  believe  I  am  right;  I  am  going  to  stick  to  it. 
It  is  hard  for  a  private  individual  to  fight  a  private  corporation  of 
♦5,000,000  and  a  railroad  corporation  of  $5,000,000  that  perambulate* 
all  these  States.  I  have  nothing  except  my  farm;  but  1  was  here  in 
the  interests  of  that  man,  and  I  wanted  to  get  a  man  of  influence.  I 
was  talking  with  Mjy.  Walker,  of  Virginia,  and  I  asked  him  if  he 
could  get  me  anybody  who  would  do  me  any  good,  and  he  said  that 
the  son  of  ICppa  Hunton  was  an  active  young  lawyer  and  would  have 
Iniiaence  in  the  Department;  that  his  father  was  a  Senatori  and  he  bad 
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good  standing  down  there.  I  said:  "I  do  not  know  him;  will  yon 
give  me  a  letter  of  introduction  to  him?"  He  said,  "I  do  not  know 
the  son,  but  I  know  the  father  very  well:"  and  he  said,  ^*  Yon  had 
better  see  the  father  about  getting  a  letter." 

I  went  down  to  the  Corcoran  building,  where  Senator  Hnnton  had  a 
law  office-and  where  he  keeps  it  yet.  I  knew  Senator  Hunton,  because 
I  was  in  Virginia  and  took  an  active  part  in  politics  there  in  recon- 
struction times  and  before  I  left  there.  I  went  in  and  spoke  to  Senator 
Hunton.  There  were  two  or  three  in  the  oflSce  whom  I  did  not  know, 
and  whom  I  did  not  notice.  If  I  had  thought  there  was  going  to  be  a 
charge  of  bribery,  I  would  have  made  a  memorandum.  I  said,  "  I  want 
to  get  a  party  to  help  me  in  a  law  matter  in  the  Land  Office,  and  I  want 
yon  to  give  me  a  letter  to  your  son."  Senator  Hunton  said  "What  kind 
of  case  Is  it  f  and  I  said  "A  land  case."  He  said,  *'Why  do  you  want 
to  employ  my  son — because  his  father  is  a  Senator?"  I  said  *^1  do  not 
know  that  that  would  be  any  crime,  if  his  father  is  a  Senator."  He 
said,  "  Let  me  ask  you  if  this  will  come  up  before  Congress,  so  that  I  will 
have  U>  vote  upon  it."  I  said,  "You  might  have  to  vote  on  one  branch 
of  it;  bnt  what  I  want  is  to  get  a  delay  before  Hoke  Smith,  to  get 
Hoke  Smith  to  grant  me  an  investigation  as  to  the  innocence  of  this 
com))any,  as  to  the  fraud  which  they  committed  before  the  purchase." 
I  said,  "I  want  delay  on  that." 

Senator  Hunton  said:  "Maj.  Buttz,  I  shall  decline  to  give  yon  a 
letter  of  introduction;  I  do  not  want  my  son  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  a  case  that  is  liable  to  come  before  the  Senate,"  and  tliat  is  all  that 
was  said,  and  I  said,  "All  right.  Senator;  good-bye."  I  went  back 
and  told  Maj.  Walker  what  Senator  Hunton  had  said,  and  Maj.  Walker 
said,  "I  do  not  know  the  son  very  well,  but  I  will  give  you  a  letter," 
So  that  he  wrote  a  letter  to  Eppa  Hnnton,  jr.,  at  Warrenton,  and  said  I 
wanted  to  employ  him  on  some  land  business.  I  went  down  there  on 
a  Sunday  morning,  and  took  dinner  at  the  hotel.  I  went  up  to  Mr. 
Hunton's  house,  rang  the  bell,  and  he  received  me  at  the  door  and  talked 
to  me.  I  first  told  him  what  his  father  had  said.  I  was  very  frank 
with  him — tx)ld  him  why  his  father  did  not  want  him  to  have  the  case. 

He  shnt  me  off.  I  talked  about  Virginia  matters  from  1865  to  1870, 
and  asked  him  if  he  remembered  the  Walker  campaign  and  the  election 
of  Mahone  to  the  Senate.  If  I  was  a  bad  man,  1  took  an  aetive  part 
in  that  and  I  think  I  accomplished  something.  I  think  they  all  said 
so.  I  had  a  friendly  talk  for  an  hour  with  Mr.  Hunton.  He  treated 
me  very  nicely,  and  I  thought  I  treated  him  very  nicely.  Among  other 
things  we  talked  abont  hard  times,  idle  men,  and  the  Coxey  movement. 
We  drifted  off  into  politics;  and  among  other  things — I  can  not  give 
you  the  words,  but  the  substance — I  said  I  was  opposed  to  the  tariff  bill, 
the  Wilson  bill.  He  asked  if  I  thought  it  was  going  to  pass.  I  said  I 
Loped  not,  because  I  thought  it  was  it  that  brought  all  this  trouble 
on  the  country.  He  said,  why?  I  said  because  when  the  Democrats 
Udopted  the  free-trade  platform,  in  England  the  manufacturers  had 
raised  £250,000  ($1,000,000),  to  carry  the  free-trade  platform  and 
elect  Mr.  Cleveland.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  true  or  not;  but  if 
they  raised  all  that  money  to  carry  the  Presidential  election  they  will 
raise  the  money,  to  carry  free.trade  through  Congress. 

I  said  I  was  interested  in  11,000  acres  of  farming  land,  2,000  of  mine 
and  my  brother  9,000,  and  we  lost  $2,000  on  it  last  year,  and  we  can 
not  stand  much  ftiore,  we  wiU  all  be  sold  out ;  so  far  as  the  manufac- 
turers are  concerned  they  will  raise  a  fund  to  protect  themselves,  but 
nobody  wiUprotect  the&rmers.  This  was  the  general  talk,  Tkor^i&iiO 
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daty  on  wool,  and  to  reduce  the  daty  on  barlay  from  15  to  IS  cents  and 
no  duty  on  flax,  a  bounty  on  sugar,  duty  on  rice — ^we  have  no  wood  in  our 
State,  South  Dakota ;  we  have  a  little  soft  coal,  but  when  you  put  50  cents 
on  coal  or  are  about  to  do  it,  everything  that  the  farmers  have  to  buy 
they  have,  and  I  am  opposed  to  it.  I  said  we  could  not  stand  it  much 
longer.  That  was  the  general  talk.  We  branched  off  to  the  manufac- 
turers, and  I  said  yes,  when  it  gets  to  the  Senate  they  will  get  all  they 
want.  I  said,  I  think  the  manufacturers  would  pay  from  $26,000  to 
$50,000  for  a  vote  to  get  what  they  wanted,  and  if  England  has  spent 
$1,000,000  to  get  a  free- trade  plank  in  the  Chicago  platform  on 
which  Cleveland  was  elected,  they  will  get  it  through  the  Senate. 
That  is  about  the  substance.  1  may  have  said  more,  but  I  do  not  rec- 
ollect. But  as  to  any  direct  or  indirect  attempt  to  bribe  Mr.  Hunton's 
father,  that  is  absolutely  false.  Senator  Hunton  is  not  a  man  of  that 
kind,  and  I  would  not  attempt  it  for  that  purpose. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  his  son  any  money,  large  or  small,  if 
he  would  get  his  father  to  vote  for  or  against  the  tariff' bill? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Not  at  all.  I  said,  as  an  attorney,  if  I  could  defeat  the 
the  bill  I  could  get  a  fee. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  name  any  sum,  ton,  fifteen,  twenty-five,  or 
thirty  thousand  dollars  that  they  would  pay  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Who? 

The  Chaibman.  The  English,  or  these  interests  opposing  the  income 
tax.    Did  you  state  that  the  English  people  would  pay  you  a  fee? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  did  state  anyone.  If  I  did  I  had  no 
authority,  but  it  was  a  general  talk. 

The  Chaibman.  In  that  general  talk  you  say  you  may  have  said 
that  you  could  get  a  fee  of  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty,  or  twenty-five  thou- 
sand dollars  if  you  could  defeat  this  bill. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  said  it,  but  only  in  my  imagination.  Ibelieve 
I  did,  now.  The  manufacturers  of  this  country  or  the  English  free- 
traders in  England,  if  I  can  reach  the  proper  parties — I  do  not  know 
who  they  are;  but  it  is  my  judgment — — 

The  Chaibman.  You  believe  you  could  get  a  fee  from  the  English 
free-traders  or  manufacturers  to  defeat  this  bill?  Did  you  state  that  to 
Mr.  Hunton? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  done  so.  If  he  says  so,  I  would  not  dispute 
it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  to  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  about 
presenting  an  argument  to  his  father  and  paying  him  for  it,  to  induce 
the  Senator  to  vote  against  the  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  asked  him.  I  may  have  asked  him 
if  he  would  take  a  fee,  or  be  an  attorney  to  represent  the  interest 
against  the  bill.    I  may  have  done  that,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

The  Chaibman.  You  may  have  asked  Mr.  Hunton,  jr.,  to  take  a  fee? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  asked  him  in  the  general  talk. 

The  Chaibman.  Can  you  not  recollect  anything  so  important  as 
that — whether  you  asked  him  to  take  a  fee? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  think  not,  because  I  had  no- fee  to  give,  nothing  but 
my  farming  interest — ^no  corporation  to  represent.  I  do  not  know  why 
I  should. 

The  Chaibman.  You  said  that  you  thought  you  could  get  fix)m  the 
manufacturers  and  free  traders  in  England  (26,000  to  defeat  this  bilL 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  believe  I  could  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  state  to  A(r.  Eppa  Hunton  that  you  could 
Ket  a  fee  from  such  parties? 
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Mr.  BUTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  If  Mr,  Hunton  said  so  I  would 
not  dispute  it,  because  there  was  so  much  said.  I  know  tliat  I  never 
attempted  to  bribe  his  father  or  offer  any  influence  to  bribe  hinu 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  the  son  anything  that  he  might  influ- 
ence his  &ther1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No,  I  never  offered  his  son  anything  to  influence  his 
father  improperly. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  him  anything  to  influence  him  properly  f 

Mr,  BuTTZ.  That  I  would  not  say,  whether  in  a  general  talk  he  so 
understood  it  or  not.    I  did  not  so  understand  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  tell  him  that  there  was  money  that  could 
be  gotten  for  him  contingently  upon  the  defeat  of  the  Wilson  billf 

Mr.  BxjTTZ.  I  do  not  know  how  I  could.    I  had  no  means  of  getting  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  talk  with  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  about  the 
income  tax  as  well  as  the  wool  feature  of  the  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did;  I  know  I  talked  with  him 
some  time  about  the  ITorth  Dakota  farmers  on  wool. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  any  sums  of 
money  when  you  visited  him,  large  or  small,  contingently  upon  his 
father's  voting  against  the  Wilson  billf 

Mr,  BuTTZ.  Oh,  no;  I  may  in  general  talk;  but  I  had  no  money  to 
offer  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  state  to  him  that  you  could  procure  him  a 
fee,  large  or  small,  contingently  upon  his  father  voting  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  know  that  I  could  procure  it.  It  was  a  general 
talk.  I  had  no  arrangements  to  bargain  with  him.  I  did  not  go  for 
that  purpose.  I  may  have  stated  that  they  would  pay  the  people  for 
that. 

The  Chairman.  State  what  you  may  have  stated  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Nothing  more  than  I  have  already  stated. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  you  talk  about  the  land  matter f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oh.  very  little.  He  refused  that  from  the  start.  Said  he 
would  not  be  employed.  There  was  not  a  dozen  words;  there  was  not 
three  minutes  expended  on  my  employing  him,  one  way  or  the  other. 
The  b^ance  was  all  friendly  talk.  If  he  had  not  treated  me  decently 
and  encouraged  me  to  stay  there  I  would  have  gone. 

Senator  Davis.  Before  leaving  Warrenton  for  Washington  did  you 
return  to  Mr.  Hunton's  house  in  the  afternoon  ? 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Yes;  I  returned  for  the  purpose  of  leaving  my  card  and 
my  address  at  the  door.  The  servant  said  Mr.  Hunton  h^  returned; 
was  lying  down,  taking  a  rest. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  leave  your  cardf 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  in  the  cardt 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  have  not  thought  of  it  since.  I  imagine  all  I  put  on 
it  was  my  name,  719  Eighth  street  NW.,  and  call  to  see  me.  I  said 
to  him  before  I  left,  perhaps,  I  am  not  sure;  if  he  will  contradict  me 
I  will  say  perhaps  I  did  not  say  it;  perhaps  he  had  changed  his  mind 
about  this  Land  Office  matter;  that  his  father  would  be  involved;  that 
what  I  wanted  him  for  was  in  the  Land  Office  and  not  in  the  Senate; 
and  after  I  got  down  on  the  train  I  got  to  thinking  it  over  and  thought 
he  might  decide  to  go  with  me.  I  left  the  train  and  went  back  and 
wrote  on  the  cars  when  he  came  to  Washington  he  would  see  me. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  Mr.  Hunton  say  on  this  question  of  the 
tari£Ff    Did  he  talk! 
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Mr.  BUTTZ.  Yes;  he  talked.  He  said  he  was  in  favor  of  it,  and 
thonght  his  father  was  in  favor  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  discnss  the  matter  with  yonf 

Mr.  BuTTz.  He  took  issue  with  me.  We  talked  it  in  a  general  way. 
He  would  say  one  thing  and  another.  We  had  a  general  discassion. 
I  tried  to  convince  him  that  so  far  as  the  farmers  were  concerned  it  was 
a  bad  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Are  yon  sure  you  have  stated  all  that  was  said  about 
the  i)os8ibility  of  obtaining  a  fee  for  the  defeat  of  the  tariff  bill,  or  if  the 
tariff  bill  was  defeated  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  As  to  my  being  sure  whether  I  have  stated  all  that  was 
said,  I  am  not  sure,  but  it  was  the  substance  of  all  that  was  said.  If 
you  will  read  the  statement  and  let  me  see  what  he  said,  I  can  refresh 
my  memory.  But  I  am  trying  to  say  all  that  I  recollect.  One  thing  1 
do  not  forget  is  that  I  did  not  go  there  for  any  purpose  of  bribing  his 
father,  or  inducing  him  to  do  wrong,  because  I  have  known  old  man 
Hunton  too  long. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  to  Mr.  Hunton  on  that  occasion  and  in 
that  conversation,  or  at  any  other  time,  that  in  case  his  father  voted 
against  the  bill  the  son  could  have  $15,000? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  suggest  to  the  committee  that  Mr.  Bnttz  should 
know  what  Mr.  Hunton  said  on  that  subject.    That  is  simply  justice. 

The  Chairman.  Make  any  suggestions  you  have  to  make  openly. 

Mr.  MoGoWAN.  I  suggest  to  my  client  that  he  ask  the  committee  to 
give  the  testimony  on  t^t  point,  that  he  may  understand  the  direct 
question. 

The  Chairman.  I  submit  to  Mr.  Buttz,  in  the  presence  of  his  counsel, 
that  he  must  be  able  to  answer  that  question  categorically  and  without 
reference  to  what  anybody  said.  He  may  state  whether  he  did  that 
day,  or  at  any  other  time,  say  to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  that  he  could 
have  a  fee  of  $15,000,  or  any  other  amount,  in  case  his  father  voted 
against  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  desire  to  say  to  my  client  that  the  implication  of 
the  question,  in  my  view,  is  that  Mr.  Hunton  has  so  testified;  and  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  he  should  require  the  testimony  to  be 
given  on  that  point  before  he  answers  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  should  say,  without  discussing  the  question,  that 
the  committee  is  entitled  to  a  categorical  answer.  That  is  undoubtedly 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  witness,  and  is  a  fair  question. 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  1  will  leave  it  to  the  mjyor.  I  suggest  nothing  fur- 
ther. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  see  how  it  could  make  any  difference  to 
Mr.  Buttz.  He  certainly  knows  whether  he  made  any  such  suggestion 
or  not. 

Mr.  Buttz.  Whether  there  was  any  suggestion  of  that  kind  or  not 
I  certainly  could  not  say  that,  for  I  had  no  authority  to  say  it;  I  had 
no  $15,000.  I  do  not  know  why  there  should  be  so  much  said  about 
money  used  in  the  campaign,  and  money  used  back  and  forth — so  much 
said  about  the  sugar  trust  and  income  tax,  but  I  know  I  never  tried  to 
induce  Mr.  Hunton  to  take  a  fee  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  him  to 
control  his  father. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  do  not  care  to  answer  the  question  more  cate- 
gorically than  thatf 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  do  not  care  to  say  yes  or  no,  because  I  do  not  know 
the  exact  language  that  was  used. 

The  Chairman,  You  know  the  language  that  I  use.    Did  you  on 
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tJiAt  occasion  say  yon  would  pay,  or  that  Mr.  Huiitou  could  receive 
from  any  source  whatever,  a  fee  of  $15,000  or  any  other  aoiount  in 
case  his  father  voted  against  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  IT05 1  do  not  think  I  ever  said  it. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  suret 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  do  not  see  why  I  should  have  said  it,  because  I  had  no 
means  of  paying  or  anybody  to  authorize  me  to  do  it.  I  do  not  see 
why  I  should  have  had  so  idle  a  talk  as  that.  Mr.  Hunton  is  a  distin- 
guished gentleman,  a  man  of  veracity,  and  I  do  not  see  why  I  should 
come  forward  and  make  such  a  statement. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  prior  to  this  with 
any  person  or  persons  as  to  the  possibility  of  affecting  the  vote  of  any 
Senator  by  paying  money  1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

TheCpAiRMAN.  State  wh9»t. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  supx)ose  15  or  20.  It  was  ordinary  common  talk  in  the 
room  where  I  was  boarding,  especially  with  a  man  who  boarded  there, 
an  ex-member  of  the  legislature,  Maj.  Harris.  He  boarded  at  the  same 
house  where  I  boarded.  We  may  have  talked  about  it  forty  times;  it 
was  common  talk  in  the  house  about  money  being  used  one  way  or  the 
other. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  have  already  answered,  perh  aps.  Did  you  have 
any  authority  from  any  person  to  offer  anyone  money,  in  the  Senate  or 
oat  of  the  Senate,  to  influence  the  result  of  the  tariff*  legislation? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  !No  one  on  earth. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Kyle! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  know  him. 

Thh  CHAIRMAN.  How  long  have  yon  ktiown  himi 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  known  him,  by  reputation  only,  since  he  was 
elected  to  the  Senate.  His  county,  where  he  lives,  Brown  County,  is 
the  northern  county  of  the  north  of  South  Dakota,  and  I  live  on  the 
Booth  side  of  North  Dakota. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  Senator  Kyle  in  Dakota f 

Mr.  BtJTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  first  know  him  1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  been  on  speaking  terms  with  him  since  he  has 
been  in  the  Senate,  the  last  year  or  two.  I  do  not  know  the  date  he 
was  elected  to  the  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  when  you  first  met  him? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  first  time  I  met  him  to  transact  any  business  or  to 
have  any  intercourse,  to  attend  to  matters,  was  in  reference  to  my 
amendment.  I  had  an  amendment  to  insert  in  this  legislation  after  it 
was  defeiited. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  amendment  was  introduced,  I  think,  on  the  29th  of 
March. 

The  Chairman.  This  year? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  think  it  was  introduced  this  year. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Senator  Kyle  before 
thatf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  day  or  two  before  the  last  time  he  Introduced  it  I 
went  to  his  committee  room  and  had  a  talk  with  him  [after  looking  at 
the  amendmeht  heretofore  referred  to  in  the  recora]^  March  28;  I 
thought  it  was  the  29th. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  was  it  before  that  that  you  met  Mr.  Elyle 
Ib  Waahiuirtoiif 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  had  any  intunate  acquaintance  with 
him ;  I  thiuk  I  met  him  two  or  three  times  before. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  agot 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  During  this  past  winter! 

Mr.  BtJTTZ.  I  conld  not  say;  My  memory  is  very  poor  of  late  years. 
I  would  not  like  to  answer  except  that  I  went  to  him  about  this 
amendment. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  any 
other  matter! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  After  he  introduced  that  amendment  and  it  went  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  and  the  Judiciary  Committee  had  not  acted  on  it, 
I  went  to  him  two  or  three  times  to  get  him  to  do  something.  The 
other  Senators  of  the  ^Northwest  were  against  it  and  I  was  anxious  to 
get  it  through.  Congress  passing  a  bill  by  unanimous  consen])  without 
having  it  read  knocked  me  out,  and  I  tried  to  get  it  reconsidered. 
Senator  Kyle  took  an  interest  in  my  client,  and  very  justly  so.  I  think 
he  went  before  the  Judiciary  Committee.  He  wrote  a  note  in  the  Senate, 
a  card;  I  have  not  the  card  with  me. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  conversations  with  him  upon  any  other 
subject. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes ;  I  went  to  him  two  or  three  times,  four  or  Ave  times 
to  get  the  amendment  out  of  the  Public  Lands  Committee. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  the 
tariff  bill. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  that! 

Mr.  BuTTz.  During  these  times  I  talked  with  him  about  the  tarifE, 
and  tried  to  persuade  him  to  vote  against  the  tariff,  representing  that 
the  South  Dakota  Populists  were  opposed  to  it;  that  he  would  repre- 
sent his  constituents  properly  by  voting  against  the  bill.  He  said 
"Why!''  I  said  "You  have  coal  there  with  a  duty  of  50  cents,  and 
your  people  will  have  to  pay  all  the  duty.''  He  said  that  was  not  true. 
He  took  a  broader  view.  He  said, "  How  about  wool !  "  I  said,  "Dakota 
is  a  woolgrowing  State.  It  is  for  you  to  kill  off  the  wool  industryi  and 
the  State  of  Dakota  will  become  depopulated." 

The  Chairman.  Was  this  after  the  introduction  of  your  amendment! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.    I  had  no  conversation  about  it  before. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  that  he  could  obtain  money  for  his  vote! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  This  conversation  came  up  with  Mr.  Kyle  half  a  dozen 
times.  I  said  he  could  not  afford  to  vote  for  it.  He  said  he  was  for 
free  trade;  that  was  his  platform  and  his  principles;  that  he  was  for  an 
income  tax.  I  tried  to  tell  him  that  the  English  had  raised  all  this 
capital,  and  they  would  raise  it  to  defeat  it  here;  that  before  he  got  to 
it  the  manufacturers  would  raise  a  fand  against  it,  and  we  fisumers 
would  be  left  out.    I  tried  to  persuade  him  to  vote  against  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  to  Senator  Kyle  at  that  interview,  or 
any  other,  that  he  could  have  a  large  sum  of  money  if  he  would  vote 
against  the  bill! 

Mr.  BuTTz.  No;  I  never  promised  Mr.  Kyle  a  cent. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  he  could  have  that!  Answer  my  qnes^ 
tioiK  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  What  do  you  mean  that  he  could  have!  That  I  would 
gefcitforhim! 

The  Chairman.  That  he  could  have,  or  that  you  would  procure  il 
obtain  a  large  sum  of  money  in  case  he  voted  against  that  bilL 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  could  not  say  anything  of  that  kind.  Bat  I  will  tell 
f  on  what  I  did  say.  In  this  general  running  talk  I  said  to  Mr.  Kyle  on 
^veral  occasions,  that  I  was  satisfied  there  would  be  a  fund  raised  and 
that  money  would  be  offered.  A  man  told  me  here  the  other  day,  said 
he,  '<Buttz  I  will  get  a  fee  of  $15,000  if  the  tariff  bill  is  defeat«d^  and 
E  will  give  you  $1,000  of  that  if  you  will  find  out  hew  Kyle  will  vote.'' 
Said  he,  "He  is  from  your  State.''  I  said,  "No;  South  Dakota."  He 
said,  "  If  you  find  out  how  he  is  going  to  vote  it  is  worth  a  thousand 
dollars  to  you." 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  tell  Senator  Kyle  that! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  said  a  man  said  he  could  get  $15,000  if  the  tariff  bill 
was  defeated,  and  he  offered  me  91,000  to  find  out  how  he  (Kyle) 
would  vote. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  was  that  manf 

Mr.  BuTTz.  A  man  of  this  city. 

The  Chairman.  I  say  what  is  his  name? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  give  it  if  I  am  forced  to. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  it  is  right  for  you  to  give  that  name.  There 
is  nothing  to  criminate  youf 

Mr.  BuTTz.  The  resJ  one  was  Mi^.  Harris,  who  was  a  member  of  the 
legislature  that  voted  for  Senator  McPherson.    He  died. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  real  onel 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  was  the  one  who  was  iu  the  room  at  the  time  of  the 
talk.    He  said:  "You  find  out  how  he  is  going  to  vote!" 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  hef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  was  a  lawyer.    He  has  not  any  trust  or  boodle. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  it  made  that  statement  to  youf  1  think 
you  are  bound  to  give  the  name.    It  is  unpleasant  business,  of  course. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  say  to  the  witness  that  he  is  bound  not  to  give  the 
name. 

Senator  Davis.  On  what  ground? 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  My  grounds  would  be  these:  He  said  that  the  man 
had  no  connection  with  any  trust.  To  drag  one  more  name  in  here  to 
oonfuse  the  matter  is  wrong,  and  it  would  be  a  breach  of  the  relations 
which  Mr.  Buttz  had  to  that  man.  I  do  not  think  he  should  give  the 
name. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  claim,  as  a  lawyer,  that  that  is  ground 
for  a  refusal  f 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  This  examination  of  the  witness  is  a  legal  examina- 
tion. 

Senator  Allen.  The  only  ground  on  which  he  can  reftise  is  that  it 
wfll  criminate  him.    Mr.  Buttz,  do  you  refuse  to  give  that  namef 

Mr.  Buttz.  For  the  present. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  say  in  your  presence  and  the  presence  of  your 
counsel  that  it  concerns  the  very  gist  of  the  matter  about  which  we 
are  holding  this  investigation.  It  is  the  very  heart  and  <5ore  of  this 
whole  question  whether  any  money  was  offered,  and,  if  so,  who  made 
the  offer,  and  any  testimony  bearing  on  that  or  tending  to  show  that 
anyone  had  any  knowledge  of  such  a  scheme  is  the  very  matter  which 
we  are  inquiring  about. 

Mr.  Buttz.  May  I  consult  my  counsel! 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Buttz  (after  having  consulted).  I  said  that  I  was  offered  $1,000 
if  I  could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  was  voting. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  that  man  who*  offered  itt 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  man  who  has  no  money  to  pay;  a  man  in  whom  I  took 
no  stock.    I  told  Senator  Kyle  at  the  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  was  the  mani 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yon  wonld  smile  if  I  told  the  name  of  the  man* 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  refuse  to  disclose  his  namet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  For  the  present. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  does  he  reside! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  has  he  resided  heret 

"Mr.  BuTTZ,  For  years. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  street  and  number  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  refuse  to  give  his  street  and  number. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  occupation  f 

Mr.  BiTTTZ.  A  lawyer. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  has  he  been  a  lawyer  in  Washingtont 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  For  years. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  is  he  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  About  my  age.    He  represents  no  trust  or  boodle. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  before  you  approached  Senator  Kyle  was 
it  that  this  man  made  the  statement  to  you  that  he  would  give  you 
$1,000! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  approached  Senator  Kyle.  It  was  only  acci- 
dentally that  I  talked  to  him. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  before  you  approached  Senator  Kyle  was 
it  that  this  man  made  this  statement? 

Mr.  BuTTZ,  During  the  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  You  talked  with  Senator  Kyle  more  than  once  on 
the  subject! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  half  dozen  times.  I  would  talk  about  this  Land  Office 
matter. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  talk  with  Senator  Kyle's  clerk,  Mr.  McFar- 
lane! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Senator  Kyle,  when  I  was  trying  to  convince  him  that  it 
would  ruin  ns  farmers  and  cause  depression  of  business  all  over  thd 
country,  and  that  he  must  vote  against  this  tree  trade  tariff  bill,  he  asked 
my  reasons,  and  I  pointed  out  thedifferent  items.  He  said:  ^^M^'.  Buttz. 
I  have  been  looking  over  the  bill  and  I  want  your  views.*'  He  said :  "I 
am  going  over  this  whole  schedule  before  I  vote;  however,  before  doing 
that  I  am  going  over  it  with  my  clerk.  My  clerk,  McFarlane,  served  in 
the  legislature  with  me.''  He  said :  "The  next  time  you  go  in  there— lie 
is  looking  over  that  bill — ^point  out  to  him  the  items  that  affect  the  far- 
mers, so  that  he  will  have  it  when  I  get  ready  to  go  over  it  myself 
I  went  there  and  called  Mr.  McFarlane's  attention  to  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  say  to  McFarlane  that  you  could  get 
$15,000  for  Senator  Kyle's  vote-414,000  for  him  and  $1,000  for  your- 
self—if Senator  Kyle  would  vote  against  the  pending  tariff  measure! 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  Under  the  circumstances  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
man,  being  charged  with  this  offense,  as  he  has  been,  all  these  questions 
imply  that  somebody  has  testified  to  them.  This  is  not  taken  from  the 
newspapers.  It  is  a  cross-examination,  and  Mr.  Buttz  ought  to  be  con- 
fronted  by  the  statements  that  have  been  made. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Buttz  knows  whether  he  said  tiiat  or  not. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr.  Buttz  is  a  man  who  is  affected  by  paralysis,  and 
has  been  affected  for  years.    His  memory  is  gone. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  can  say  whether  he  remembers. 

Senator  Dayis.  Mr.  McFarlane,  Mr.  Kyle's  clerk,  has  sworn  before 
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tbis  committee  that  about  two  montliB  ago  Mr.  Buttz,  in  a  conTer^a- 
tion  with  McFarlane.  stated  to  bim  (McFarlane)  that  if  Senator  Kyl^ 
would  vote  against  that  bill  he,  McFarlane.  might  have  $14/HK)  and 
Biittz  could  take  $1^000  more,  making  $15,000  for  that  vote.  jDid  any 
such  conversation  as  that  ever  take  place  between  you  and  Mr. 
McFarlane! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  'No;  no  conversation  of  that  kind.  I  can  state  what  did 
take  place. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  no  such  conversatioTi  as  that  stated 
by  Senator  Davis  took  place  between  you  and  Mr.  McFarlane. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Not  in  that  language.  There  was  a  conversation  took 
place. 

The  Ghaibman.  When  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oh,  a  half  dozen  times.  Every  time  I  went  in  we  were 
talking. 

Senator  Davis.  State  what  was  said  in  the  conversation  with  McFar- 
lane, in  the  conversation  referred  to. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  not  speak  of  any  one  occasion.  I  can  speak  as  a 
whole;  as  to  the  substance  of  the  talk  in  regard  to  the  tariff. 

Senator  Dayis.  State  what  was  said  on  the  subject  of  $15^000, 
$14,000  of  which  was  for  him  and  $1,000  for  yourself. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  told  Mr.  McFarlane  that  a  friend  of  mine  would  get 
$15,000,  of  which  I  would  get  $1,000,  if  I  would  find  out  how  Kyle 
would  vote. 

Senator  Davis.  He  was  to  get  $14,0001 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  offer  was  in  case  I  would  find  out  how  Kyle  would 
vote. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  all  you  ever  said  on  the  subject  of  $14,000  or 
$15,000  on  that  or  any  subsequent  occasion  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.    That  is  not  all  I  ever  said  on  the  subject  of  money. 

Senator  Davis.  I  am  speaking  of  the  $14,000  or  $15,000.  Is  that 
all  you  said  to  McFarlane  on  that  or  any  other  occasion  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No,  it  is  not.  On  at  least  a  half*  dozen  occasions  we 
talked  over  that  fund  that  the  free-trade  English  fellows  had  raised  to 
carry  the  free- trade  platform,  and  they  would  raise  a  fund  to  carry  it 
through  Congress,  and  the  protectionists  would  raise  a  fund,  and  they 
would  beat  it,  if  the  Senator  was  willing  to  sell  his  vote.  That  was 
our  imaginary  talk. 

TheCHAiBHAN.  Whose  imaginary  talk  1 

Mr.  Buttz.  Mr.  McFarlane.    We  talked  back  and  forth. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  Kyle  that  way! 

Mr.  Buttz.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  to  him  that  he  could  get  $15,000  or 
$100,000? 

Mr.  Buttz.  'So. 

The  Chairman.  Or  any  other  sumt 

Mr.  Buttz.  Except  the  $14,000  or  $15,000,  as  I  told  you  before. 

The  Chaieman.  What  was  that? 

Mr.  Buttz.  That  a  lawyer  told  me  if  I  could  find  out  in  advance 
before  they  voted  how  Kyle  was  going  to  vote  $1,000  would  be  mine- 
he  could  get  $15,000. 

Senator  Alixn,  Did  you  ever  say  to  Mr.  McFarlane,  Mr.  Kyle's 
clerk,  that  the  money  would  be  given  to  you  in  an  old  envelope  with- 
out any  address  upon  it,  and  that  you  could  pass  it  over  to  him  and 
that  nobody  would  ki^ow  where  it  came  from  t 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  If  Mr.  McFarlane  said  that  it  is  as  damnable  a  falsehood 
as  ever  a  man  uttered  in  his  life,  and  I  would  like  to  tell  him  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  call  Mr.  McFarlane  out  of  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor  in  the  latter  days  of  March  and  have  a  con- 
versation with  him,  and  say  you  were  going  down  town  to  see  these 
people  about  this  matter,  a  syndicate  of  bankers  from  New  York,  your 
agents,  and  to  let  you  know  what  the  Senator  was  going  to  do. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ITo;  I  had  been  in  there  and  took  lunch  together  with 
him  and  took  a  drink  together  with  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Senator  Kyle  on  his  way  from 
his  residence  to  this  Capitol  building  that  he  could  get  $75,000  to 
$100,000  for  bis  vote  on  this  biU? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Never  said  that,  because  I  would  be  a  fool. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Senator  Kyle  that  there  was  a 
syndicate  of  New  York  bankers  and  capitalists  who  had  the  money  and 
would  be  here  to  pay! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Certainly  not.  I  have  no  doubt  said  that  in  my  judg- 
ment these  income-tax  parties  could  raise  thousands. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  him  that  thei*e  was  a  syndicate 
of  bankers  and  capitalists  who  had  the  money  here,  and  whom  you 
were  in  communication  with,  who  would  raise  that  amount  of  money  1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  said  I  knew.    I  talked  that  to  Kyle. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Senator  Kyle  or  his  derk  that 
they  had  the  money  here  in  a  bank  and  their  agents  you  were  in  com- 
munication withi 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Certainly  not.    I  knew  of  no  such  money  or  agent. 

Senator  Allen.  How  did  you  come  to  discuss  this  matter  of  the 
purchase  of  Sen  atorial  votes  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  There  was  no  talk  of  the  purchase  of  Senatorial  votes. 
The  talk  was  that  these  manufacturers  would  raise  money  to  defeat 
the  bill;  that  these  free  traders  we  going  on  the  theory 

Senator  Allen.  This  man  whose  name  you  refuse  to  give,  did  he 
say  where  that  money  could  be  obtained  1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  he  said  he  could  make  $15,000  if  the  bill  were 
defeated. 

Senator  Allen.  And  he  would  give  you  $1,000  if  you  could  find 
out  definitely  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  billf 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  If  the  bill  was  beaten. 

Senator  Allen.  One  moment.  Where  did  he  say  this  money  was 
to  come  from  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  did  not  say. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  not  tell  where  he  would  get  the  money  t 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  he  had  no  money  himself  1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  knew  he  had  none.  I  knew  his  financial  condi- 
tion. 

Senator  Allen.  Why  were  you  interested  to  go  to  Kyle  and  make 
that  statement  to  him  or  Mr.  McFarlane  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  was  only  telling  Mr.  Kyle  who  these  parties  were^  and 
what  was  said  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  What  parties? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  parties  who  were  fighting  the  tariff,  and  trying  to 
get  the  tariff  through. 

Senator  Allen.  If  this  was  an  idle  conversation  on  the  part  of  the 
lawyer  whose  name  you  refuse  to  give,  and  you  knew  at  the  time  it 
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ft  mere  idle  conversatioD,  why  did  yoa  regard  it  as  of  sufficient 
importance  to  approach  Senator  Kyle  or  his  clerk  with  this  statement! 

Mr.BuTTZ.  I  was  telling  what  was  offered  to  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  think  it  was  proper  to  carry  idle  conversa- 
tion of  that  kind  asoond  to  Senators! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  Senator  took  no  offense.  He  did  not  regard  it  as 
anything. 

Senator  Alx.bn.  So  that  from  that  yon  regarded  it  as  a  proper  thing 
todof 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  regard  it  as  improper.  It  never  entered  my 
head. 

Senator  Allen.  Why  do  you  refnse  to  disclose  the  name  of  this 
man  who  said  he  wonld  give  yon  a  thousand  dollars  if  you  would  find 
out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Because  my  attorney  instructed  me. 

Senator  Allen.  On  what  ground  does  he  base  his  instruction  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  base  it  upon  any  ground,  except  that  my  attor- 
ney advised  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  it  would  crimi- 
nate youl 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ISOy  because  I  have  not  done  anything  to  criminate  me. 

Senator  Allen.  You  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  your  attorney  has 
advised  youl 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  do  it  upon  the  ground  that  it  would 
criminate  youl 

Mr.  BuTTz.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  I  move  the  witness  be  directed  to  give  that  name. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  will  ask  that  I  be  given  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  advised  my  client  in  the  back  of  the  room  that  he 
flhould  see  this  man  with  regard  to  this  idle  chaff  before  he  gave  the 
name. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  represent  at  any  time  that  yon  represented 
ft  syndicate  or  any  body  of  interested  persons  for  the  defeat  of  the 
tariff  billf 

Mr.  BxjTTZ.  Kever  in  the  world,  because  it  would  be  useless,  and 
becaose  men  might  get  the  impression  that  the  general  idea  is  that 
there  was  a  syndicate,  or  would  be. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  ask  you  again,  do  you  say  you  do  not  pretend  to 
represent  any  syndicate  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not. 


SWOBS  TESTIMGirr  07  MS.  JAMES  W.  WALKER. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  is  your  residence! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  reside  at  No.  719  Eighth  street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  G.    My  office  is  472  Louisiana  avenue  NW.,  in  this  city. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  agel 

Mr.  Walkbb.  I  am  68  years  old. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  O.  W.  Buttzt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  himf 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  knew  him  some  years  ago.    As  a  preliminary,  I  will 

state  that  I  am  a  Virginian ;  I  live  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  as  far 

badL  as  1869  I  knew  Mr.  Buttz  in  that  State.    I  never  met  him  in  this 

8.  Bep.  lO 
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city,  however,  until  winter  before  last  I  saw  something  of  him  winter 
before  last,  and  this  winter  I  have  seen  nim  almost  daily.  We  live  at 
the  same  house,  board  at  the  same  house.  Whilst  I  have  never  been 
in  his  room,  I  have  met  him  almost  daily  in  the  public  room  of  the 
house,  and  in  that  way  I  have  known  him.  *^ 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  giving  him  a  letter  of  introduction 
to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  at  Warrentont 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  letter  t  (Producing  letter  heretofore mad6 
of  record.) 

Mr.  Walker  (after  examining).  Yes.  That  is  my  handwriting,  and 
I  recollect  writing  it  under  a  very  dim  light.    That  is  my  writing. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  about  to  state  the  circumstances  under 
which  you  wrote  it. 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Buttz  stated  in  my  presence,  and  I  think  to  me  in 
the  presence  of  others  in  the  house^  that  he  had  some  claim  before  the 
Land  Office,  the  Interior  Department.  He  asked  me  if  I  knew  any  prom- 
inent Democratic  lawyer  from  the  South  who  would  take  a  claim  or  pre- 
sent a  claim  before  the  Department.  I  hesitated  for  some  time  and  at 
first  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  remember  any  at  all.  He  said,  '^I  havd 
a  claim  here  before  the  Land  Office  and  I  would  like  to  employ  some 
Democratic  lawyer  who  has  been  in  the  habit  of  practicing  before  this 
Department  and  who  might  have  some  influence  in  these  Departments." 

After  thinking  awhile  I  said  to  him,  "There  is  a  young  man  in  War- 
renton,  youtig  Mr.  Hunton,  whom  I  do  not  know  personally.  I  know 
his  father  very  well.  I  knew  young  Hunton  when  a  boy.  I  have 
learned  from  others  that  he  is  a  good  lawyer.  I  know  that  he  is  a 
prominent  member  of  the  legislature  in  Virginia  at  this  time."  This 
was  some  time  in  the  month  of  March  or  April.  Mr.  Buttz  asked  me 
if  I  would  give  him  a  letter  of  introduction  to  Hunton.  I  declined  to 
do  it  at  first,  because  I  said  I  did  not  think  Mr.  Hunton  would  remem- 
ber me,  although  I  knew  his  father  in  public  life  twenty-five  or  thirty 
years  ago,  when  young  Hunton  was  a  little  child.  And  I  knew  so  little 
about  him  personally  that  I  felt  a  delicacy  in  giving  Mr.  Buttz  a  letter 
of  introduction  at  that  time.  The  subject  was  introduced  afterward 
in  the  same  house  in  the  presence  of  one  or  two  gentlemen  who  now 
live  in  the  house — ^boarders.  Mr.  Buttz  said:  "What  you  have  said 
about  Mr.  Hunton  has  impressed  me,  and  I  would  like  to  employ  him 
in  this  case  of  mine."  Mr.  Buttz  told  me  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
case.  I  think  it  was  some  latid  case  that  he  had,  land  in  Montana  Ter- 
ritory or  Montana  State.  That  is  my  impression.  He  said :  "  I  want 
to  employ  some  Democratic  lawyer.  This  is  a  Democratic  administra- 
tion ;  you  are  a  Democrat,"  and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  and  "  I  think  I 
would  like  to  employ  some  Democratic  lawyer."  It  was  in  that  way  I 
first  suggested  young  Hunton,  not  that  I  expected  that  Mr.  Buttz  would 
employ  him,  or  anything  of  that  sort.  I  merely  said  to  him  that  I 
knew  Mr.  Hunton  and  he  had  been  represented  as  a  good  lawyer.  "I 
know  he  is  a  very  prominent  member  of  the  legislature." 

The  Chairman.  And  you  gave  Mr.  Buttz  that  letter  t 

Mr.  Walker.  I  gave  him  that  letter.  I  did  know  Buttz,  in  1869,  in 
the  State  of  Virginia.  He  was  then,  what  we  termed  in  our  State,  a 
carpet  bagger.  It  was  before  the  State  was  reconstructed.  I  was  a 
candidate  in  my  State  for  the  legislature,  and  I  was  a  member  of  the 
convention  that  nominated  Walker  for  governor.  I  took  a  good  deal 
of  interest  in  the  politics  of  the  State  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  way  you  became  acquainted  with  Buttz  t 
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Mr.  Walker.  That  is  tlie  ^ay.  Buttz  \«^a8  a  Eepiiblicaft  and"  mem- 
ber of  the  Eepublican  convention,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  how 
I  beiooiM  acquainted  with  him. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  way  yon  became  acquainted  ^t  the^ 
timet 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  OHAXRisrAN.  And  jovt  gave  him  this  letter  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  these  are  the  circumstances  under  which  you 
^Te  it. 

Mr.  Walker.  Those  ore  the  circumstances  under  which  I  gave  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  about  a  letter  to  Mr.  Eppa 
Hunton,  jr.,  by  his  father  t 

Mr.  Walker.  He  said  to  me  afterward 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  after  you  gave  the  letter! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  xHll  give  you  my  remenibrance.  I  daW  him  gen- 
erally. I  would  come  from  my  office  at  6  o'clock.  When  I  first  declined 
to  give  this  letter  I  think  Mr.  Buttz  said  to  me,  "I  have  seen  Mr.  Hun- 
ton's  father  and  asked  him  to  give  a  letter,  and  he  declined  to  do  it." 

The  Chairman,  This  is  when  he  first  asked  you  I 

Mi'.  Walker.  That  wcks  afterwards.  He  first  asked  me  before,  in 
March,  I  reckon,  and  then  sometime  in  the  first  of  April.  Mr.  Buttz 
«iaid  thut  he  had  asked  Mr.  Hunton's  father  for  the  letter  of  introduc- 
tion, and  that  his  father  declined  to  give  it  on  the  ground  that  thii 
land  claim  in  which  he  was  interested  might  ultimately  come  up  before 
the  Senate,  and  he  (Senator  Hunton)  would  be  required  to  vote  upon 
it.  Now,  that  is  my  recollection.  But  he  persisted  that  he  would  like 
to  employ  young  Hunton. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  speak  of  any  other  business  than  the  land 
bQsinessf 

Mr.  Walker.  None  in  the  world.  And  he  really  made  some  over- 
tures to  me  to  employ  me,  but  I  never  practiced  before  the  Departments, 
and  I  declined.  I  think  I  recommended  Mr.  Hunton  to  him  upon  the 
ground  that  Mr.  Hunton  was  a  young  man,  prominent  lawyer,  and 
member  of  the  legislature  in  Virginia,  and  his  father  was  a  member  of 
the  Senate. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  much  time  elapsed  between  the  first  timd 
that  Mr.  Hunton  was  discussed  and  the  time  at  which  you  finally  gave 
the  letter  t 

Mr.  Walker.  I  really  could  not  say.  I  do  not  think  his  name  was 
diseussed  afterwards  until  he  came  to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  v^ould  not 
be  kind  enough  to  say  to  Mr.  Hunton  in  this  letter  that  he  wanted  to 
employ  him  in  the  law  case.* 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  it  as  much  as  three  weeks  t 

Mr.  Walker.  I  think  it  was.    I  really  did  not  treasure  it  up. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  at  the  time  you  gave 
the  letter,  or  at  any  time,  that  he  expected  to  discuss  the  tariff  or  the 
possibility  of  defeating  the  tariff  bill  t 

Mr,  Walker.  No  5  I  never  discussed  that  question.  I  think  it  was 
discussed  with  Maj.  Harris,  quite  a  prominent  man  from  the  South.  I 
adTocated  this  tariff  bill,  but  I  never  asked  Mr.  Buttz  about  the  tariff 
bill. 

The  Chairman.  Is  Maj.  Harris  deadt 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  Msg.  Harris  died  a  few  weeks  ago,  after  I  gaT6 
tliis  letter. 

S.  Rep.  436 5 
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Senator  AIjLBN.  Was  Maj.  Harris  a  lawyer  t 

Mr.  WAiiKEB.  Yes. 

Senator  Aulen.  Were  they  all  lawyers  who  boarded  at  the  same 
place  where  yon  boarded  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Mag.  Harris  nsed  to  be  a  lawyer,  but  he  had  some 
claims  against  the  Oovernmeut — cotton  claims. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  there  any  other  lawyers  boarding  there  besides 
yonrself  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  lawyers  in  the  city  whom  Mr. 
Buttz  was  in  the  habit  of  associating  with — ^visitingt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  have  seen  him  with  some  lawyers.  Some  lawyers 
used  to  come  there;  a  gentleman  named  McGowan,  who  was  counsel 
for  Maj.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.  What  time  was  thatt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  knew  a  Mr.  McGowan  and  some  other  lawyer  who 
used  to  come  there  qonsulting  with  Msy.  Harris  upon  some  business  of 
his.  He  had  some  claims  before  Congress  or  the  Departments.  I  knew 
nothing  about  them. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  the  lawyers;  do  you  know! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  do  not  know.  I  never  met  them  except  to  be 
casuaJly  introduced  to  them  in  the  hall. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  Buttz  discuss  the  tariff  question 
with  themt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  never  did.    Certainly  not  in  my  presence. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  discuss  the  tariff  with  these 
lawyers! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No.  I  never  was  in  Buttz's  room.  The  only  place  I 
met  him  was  in  the  public  room  and  Maj.  Harris's  room. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  anjrthing  ever  said  by  Maj.  Buttz  about  money 
to  defeat  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Maj.  Buttz  ever  say  anything  to  yout 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Never  did. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  any  other  persons  there  t 

IMb*.  Walkeb.  Never  did.  I  knew  that  Maj.  Harris  was  very  much 
opposed  to  Cleveland's  administration  and  this  tariff  bill,  and  we  used 
to  discuss  that  in  there,  but  never  discussed  it  in  the  presence  of  Butte. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  Maj.  Harris  was  represent- 
ing any  New  Jersey  or  New  York  interests  here  in  this  city  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  do  not.  I  think  he  had  some  cotton  claims  or  some 
other  claims  in  the  West. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  had  he  been  h^re  before  his  death  f 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Five  or  six  years.  I  never  boarded  at  this  house 
until  last  November  or  December. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  anything  going  on  among  your 
acquaintances  at  the  hotel  about  the  use  of  money  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No.    This  is  only  a  boarding  house. 

Senator  Allen.  You  met  there  in  the  public  parlor  and  reception 
roomt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  We  used  to  meet  down  there  and  play  cards  in  the 
parlor;  and  I  met  Buttz  there.    I  had  been  in  Maj.  Harris's  room. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  what  Mr.  Buttz's  business  was  in  the 
cityl 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Only  he  told  me  that  he  represented  some  claim  before 
the  Land  Office  from  Great  Falls,  Mont. 
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Senator  Allen.  Did  he  ever  say  anything  to  you  about  representing 
any  wool  interests,  or  anything  of  that  kiudt 

Mr.  Walker.  He  never  did.  I  never  discussed  politics  or  anjrthing 
else  with  Mr.  Buttz,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  any  one  in  the  house  did 
but  Maj.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  Maj.  Buttz  and  Maj.  Harris  frequently 
together  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes.    I  have  seen  M^.  Buttz  in  Maj.  Harris's  room. 

Senator  Allen.  They  used  to  visit  back  and  forth t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes.    I  used  to  play  cards  in  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  see  any  other  lawyer  there  with  Msy. 
Buttz  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  old  Judge  Harris,  of  this  city. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  nameT 

Mr.  Walker.  George  T.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  number  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Grant  Gour1>--Grant  Bow.  Judge  Harris  was  there 
often.  He  was  from  this  city  and  he  had  some  claims  here.  My  impres- 
sion is  that  Maj.  Harris  was  representing  these  claims  of  Judge  Harris 
as  one  of  his  counsel.  Judge  Harris  was  formerly  a  member  of  Con- 
gress and  once  attorney^ general  of  Mississippi. 

Senator  Allen.  What  other  lawyers  did  you  see  except  Maj.  Harris 
and  Maj.  Buttz  T 

Mr.  Walker.  M^.  Oarrington  used  to  come  there  to  see  me. 

Senator  Allen.  I  speak  of  Maj.  Harris's  room. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know  any  of  them.  I  know  one  or  two  law- 
yers who  came  there  whom  he  did  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  Judge  Harris  was  represent- 
ing any  corporate  interests  theret 

Mr.  Walker,  ^o,  he  was  not.  Judge  Harris  told  me  that  he  had 
employed  Maj.  Harris  to  attend  to  some  matters  here  that  he  had  before 
the  Departments. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  in  your  judgment  is  Judge  Harris t 

Mr.  Walker.  As  old  as  I  am. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  was  Ms^j.  Harris  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Sixty-one  or  62  years  of  age.  I  am  68  years  of  age^ 
or  nearly  so. 

Senator  Allen.  If  any  lawyer  had  come  into  that  boarding-house 
frequently  to  see  Msy.  Buttz,  who  lived  there,  boarded  there^  and  talked 
upon  the  subject  of  the  use  of  mouey  to  influeuce  votes  on  the  tarifi 
issues,  have  you  any  idea  who  that  man  wast 

Mr.  Walker.  I  certainly  have  not,  and  I  think  I  would  have  heard 
something  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  lawyer  whom  Miy.  Butts  was 
in  the  habit  of  visiting,  at  his  office  or  homet 

Mi'.  Walker.  I  do  not.  There  was  one  lawyer  whose  name  I  men- 
tioned just  now  that  used  to  come  to  see  him  and  who  was  counsel  for 
Msy.  Harris.  I  do  not  think  Maj.  Oarrington  ever  knew  anything 
about  Buttz  or  Msg.  Harris,  except  what  he  learned  from  me.  Msy. 
Carrington  came  to  see  me. 

Senator  Allen.  What  interests  was  Mr.  McGowan  representing t 

Mr.  Walker.  I  think  he  was  Maj.  Harris's  counsel.  He  used  to 
speak  to  me  frequently  about  his  friend  McGowan. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow^  22d  instant,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 
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Washington,  D.  0.,  May  22, 1894. 

The  committee  met  pursnaut  to  adjourument. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Benator  Gray),  Senators  lindsay,  DaviSy 
Lodge,  and  Kyle. 

Mr.  McGowan,  counsel  for  Mr.  Battz,  appeared  before  the  committee 
and  announced  that  Mr.  Battz  had  been  looking  for  the  man  whose 
name  he  was  directed  to  furnish  to  the  committee,  and  did  not  know 
until  this  morning  that  the  man  had  left  the  city,  and  therefore  sug- 
gested that  Mr.  Buttz  was  not  as  yet  prepared  to  give  the  name,  hay- 
ing failed  to  secure theparty'sconsentthereto ;  whereuponMr.  McGtowan 
was  informed  by  the  chairman  that  the  right  of  the  committee  to  the 
name  of  the  party  did  not  depend  upon  that  party's  consent,  and  Mr. 
McGi)wan  was  directed  to  produce  Mr.  Buttz  for  tke  purpose  of  dis- 
closing the  name. 

SWaBH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOB  EICHAED  COKE. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Texas  t 

Senator  Goks.  I  am. 

The  Ghaibhan.  You  are  serving  as  such  at  this  present  session  oi 
Gongresst 

Senator  Gokb.  I  am. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Eppa  Huntont 

Senator  Goee.  Very  well. 

The  Ghaibmajn.  And  Senator  Kylet 

Senator  Goes.  I  know  both  of  them. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Kylet 

Senator  Gokb.  Since  he  has  been  a  member  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not 
remember  how  long  that  has  been. 

The  Ghatbman.^  How  long  have  you  known  Senator  Huntonf 

Senator  Goke.  I  knew  him  casually  before  he  became  a  member  of 
the  Senate,  and  very  well  since. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ever  hear  Senator  Hunton  speak  of  the 
visit  of  a  man  named  Buttz  to  his  sent 

Senator  Goee.  I  heard  him  relate  the  whole  thing. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  ago  was  thatt 

Senator  Goee.  Some  three  weeks  SLgOj  I  reckon. 

The  Ghaibman.  Narrated  it  to  yout 

Senati>r  Goee.  Narrated  it  to  me  and  Senator  Harris;  I  think  we 
w^e  together.  I  think  he  talked  with  me,  but  I  was  not  with  Senator 
Harris. 

The  Ghaibman.  Just  state  the  substance  as  briefly  as  you  can. 

Senator  Goee.  The  substance  was  that  this  man — ^I  do  not  know 
that  he  was  named  at  the  time — ^had  been  up  into  Warrenton  where 
his  son  lives  and  made  a  proposition  to  his  son  resx)ecting  the  Senator's 
vote  in  the  Senate  on  the  tariff  bill. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  ago  that  wast 

Senator  Goee.  It  has  been  some  three  weeks  ago.  I  ask  Benator 
Harris  if  that  is  not  so  1 

Senator  Habbis.  Do  you  speak  of  the  Eppa  Hunton  episode  t 

Senator  Goee.  Yes. 

Senator  Habbis.  I  can  not  fix  the  time.  It  has  been  four  or  six 
weeks  ago,  and  more  likely  six  than  four. 
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The  Chatrman.  You  say  that  you  know  Senator  Kylet 

Senator  Coke.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  &e  ever  speak  to  you  about  a  man  named  Buttz 
approaching  him  on  the  tariff  bill? 

Senator  Coke.  He  spoke  to  me  about  a  man  who  approached  him  and 
the  circumstances,  that  is,  the  methods  that  he,  Kyle,  pursued  with  the 
man  to  secure  testimony  against  him.  That  is  about  the  time  Senator 
Hnnton  had  spoken  to  us  about  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  brief,  what  was  it  that  Senator  Kyle  saidt  Do 
not  give  any  details  at  all. 

Senator  Coke.  He  did  not  go  much  into  details.  On  the  same  day,  I 
think,  I  told  Senator  Huntoii  about  what  Senator  Kyle  told  me.  I 
tliink  Senator  Kyle  said  that  this  man  had  approached  him  and  that 
lie  had  referred  him  to  his  secretary. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  say  what  his  puriH)8e  was  in  referring  him 
to  the  secretary  t 

Senator  Coke.  To  get  some  other  evidence  besides  his  own. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  give  the  name  of  the  man  who  approached 
himi 

Senator  Coke.  He  did  not  give  the  name  of  the  man.  I  did  not 
ask  the  name  of  the  man.  I  do  not  think  Senator  Kyle  gave  the  name 
of  the  man. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  say  in  what  manner  he  approached  himf 

Senator  Coke.  He  approached  him  in  reference  to  his  vote  against 
the  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  Mr.  Kyle  to  tell  you  this  right 
fibortly  after  it  occurred? 

Senator  Ooke.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  About  the  time  it  occurred? 

Senator  Coke.  About  the  time  it  occurred,  and  did  not  bind  me  over 
to  seereey. 

IBenator  Allen.  He  told  you  that  he  was  working  this  man  to  get 
more  evidence  against  him? 

Senator  Coke.  He  told  me  that  he  talked  with  this  fellow  and  con- 
cluded in  his  own  mind  that  he  wanted  some  other  testimony  against 
biiii  and  he  referred  the  man  to  his  secretary. 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  getting  additional  testi 
uiotiy  against  the  man? 

Senator  Coke.  Yes. . 


8W0KH  STATEMESTT  OF  SENATOR  DAiriEL  W.  V00BHEE8. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Indiana? 

Senator  Voobhbbs.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  of 
Congress! 

Senator  Voobhbbs.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Kylet 

Senator  Voobhbbs.  I  do. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  himf 

Senator  Voobhbbs.  Since  he  entered  the  Senate. 

The  Ghaibman.  Will  you  please  state  to  the  committee  whether 
Senator  Kyle  at  any  time  made  any  statement  to  you  in  regard  to  a 


"4  INVESTIGATION    OF    ATTEMPTS   AT    BHIBERY,  ETC, 

man  named  Battz  or  some  man  approaching  him  in  regard  to  his  vote 
on  the  tariff  billt 

Senator  Yoobhees.  He  made  a  statement  to  me  regarding  some 
man.    I  do  not  remember  whether  he  mentioned  the  name. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  ago  was  thatT 

Senator  Voobhees.  It  was  shortly  before  I  spoke.  I  was  thinking 
a  while  ago.  I  spoke  in  opening  this  tariff  debate  on  the  2d  of  April, 
and  in  fixing  the  thing  in  my  mind,  which  is  somewhat  difficult  to  do, 
I  concluded  it  was  prior  to  that  and  a  little  while  before,  maybe  a  week 
or  ten  days.  Mr.  Kyle  stopped  me  at  his  seat  when  I  was  passing  him 
and  talked  in  a  manner  that  led  me  to  believe  he  was  a  good  deal 
impressed ;  that  he  had  been  approached  on  this  subject,  mentioned  the 
amount,  the  circumstances  somewhat,  and  of  getting  it  through  his 
clerk,  I  believe.  I  do  not  think  he  mentioned  the  name  of  the  party. 
If  he  did  it  has  escaped  my  mind.  He  talked  with  me  as  if  attaching 
a  good  deal  of  importance  to  it.  I  remember  I  thought  at  the  time  that  he 
was  perhaps  attaching  more  importance  to  it  than  was  dua  I  am  not 
apt  to  attach  much  importance  to  matters  of  that  kind  unless  they 
assume  very  definite  proportions.  He  said  something  about  intending 
to  discover  the  bottom  of  it  to  find  out  what  there  was  to  it,  which  I 
commended — ^thought  that  was  well — ^if  there  was  money  floating 
around  to  influence  legislation  it  was  well  to  And  it  out.  The  conver- 
sation was  a  marked  one  on  his  part,  and  yet  I  can  not  give  any  more 
of  the  details. 

Gen.  Hunton  never  spoke  to  me  on  the  subject  unless  quite  lately, 
since  the  matter  was  agitated. 

Senator  Ai.len.  Did  you  understand  from  Senator  Kyle  that  he  had 
been  approached  just  prior  to  that  timet 

Senator  Yoobhees.  It  seems  to  me  that  way  t 

Senator  Allen.  The  latter  part  of  March  t 

Senator  Yoobhees.  That  is  the  impression  that  was  made  upon  my 
mind,  that  the  circumstance  was  a  recent  one  with  him  and  had  made 
a  marked  impression  on  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  from  what  he  said  of  his  direct- 
ing this  party  to  speak  to  his  clerk  as  part  of  the  method  he  had 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  developing  tibe  fact  of  getting  accumulated 
evidence  against  the  mant 

Senator  Yoobhees.  Yes;  I  got  that  impression. 


8W0EV  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  ISHAM  0.  HABEIS. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Tennesseet 

Senator  Habbis.  I  am. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  of 
Congress  t 

Senator  Habbis.  I  have. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Eppa  Hunton,  of  Yirginiat 

Senator  Habbis.  Yery  well. 

The  Ghaibman.  He  is  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the  State 
of  Yirginiat 

Senator  Habbis.  Yes;  he  is. 

The  Ghaibman.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  state  to  the  committee 
whether  Senator  Hunton  made  any  statement  to  you,  and  if  so,  what. 
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as  to  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  man  named  Bnttz,  or  any  man,  to 
influence  his  vote  in  regard  to  the  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Habbis.  Quite  five  or  six  weeks  ago,  but  my  memory  is 
uncertain  as  to  the  time;  immediately  after  the  return  of  Senator 
Hunton  irom  his  home  in  Virginia,  he  asked  me  to  go  into  the  marble 
room,  where  he  said  to  me  that  a  man  £rom  Washington  had  come  to 
Warrentx)n  (if  that  be  the  place  of  his  home  in  Virginia)  bringing  a 
letter  of  introduction  to  his  son  from  some  other  man  in  Washington, 
who,  in  the  course  of  his  visit,  had  offered  to  his  son — I  think  he  said — 
$25,000,  if  he  (the  son)  would  coutrol  his  father's  vote  against  the 
I>ending  tariff  oill,  and  asked  me  what  I  thought  he  ought  to  do .  in 
respect  of  such  matter.  I  told  him  the  inclination  of  my  mind  at  first 
blush.  As  it  was  evident  such  effort  was  being  made  to  attempt  to  use 
money  to  influence  votes  in  the  Senate,  he  ought  to  announce  the  fact 
in  the  Senate.  But  I  said,  consult  some  other  Senator.  He  said  I  was 
the  first  and  only  person  to  whom  he  had  mentioned  the  fact.  I  sug- 
gested, I  do  not  remember  whom,  but  advised  him  to  consult  with 
other  Senators  about  it,  giving  as  my  own  opinion  that  it  was  a  matter 
to  which  public  attention  should  be  called. 

I  afterwards  learned  from  him  that  he  had  conferred  with  other  Sena- 
tors, but  he  felt  a  delicacy,  as  he  said  to  me,  in  announcing  the  fact  that 
anybody  on  earth  should  think  that  he  could  be  approached  in  such 
a  way. 

The  Chairman.  Had  some  feeling  of  mortification  about  itt 

Senator  Habbis.  Tes,  -decidedly ;  expressed  to  me  a  sense  of  humilia- 
tion that  anybody  under  any  circumstances  should  think  that  he  could 
be  approached  in  such  a  matter. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  Senator  Kyle  speak  to  you! 

Senator  Habbis.  He  did  not.  I  heard  of  the  Kyle  matter  through 
Senator  Coke.    Kyle  did  not  talk  to  me  about  it. 

8W0EV  STATEKEHT  OF  SEHATOB  WILLIAM  E  BATB. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Tennessee  T 

Senator  Bate.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Kyle,  firom  South  Dakota  t 

Senator  Batb.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  He  is  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  t 

Senator  Bate.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  himt 

Senator  Bate.  Only  since  he  came  here  to  the  Senate. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  Senator  Kyle  ever  speak  to  you  or  make  any 
statement,  and  if  so,  what,  in  regard  to  an  interview  that  he  had  with 
a  man  named  Buttz  or  any  person  as  to  the  vote  he  should  give  on  the 
tariff  bill! 

Senator  Bate.  Yes.  Senator  Kyle  and  I  sit  side  by  side.  He  sat 
there  before  the  death  of  Senator  Vance,  the  seat  being  vacant,  he 
being  just  behind  me,  and  after  the  death  of  Senator  Vance  it  became 
his  seat.    He  sits  on  my  right. 

I  do  not  know  what  brought  the  matter  up,  but  it  was  through  a  dis- 
cussion about  lobbyists  exercising  influence  on  the  tariff  question  that 
brought  it  up.  He  said  there  was  evidence  of  that  being  used.  I  said, 
**How  do  you  knowt"    He  said,  ^*I  have  been  approached  myselfl''    I 

id,  <^  About  this  matter — this  taiiff  question  f''    He  said,  ^^Ye&?    1 
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^  What  did  yon  do  about  itt^ — Bomething  to  that  effect;  before  i 
said  what  did  you  do,  I  said,  *^  Didn't  you  knock  the  fellow  downl  ^  He 
said, "  No.*'  I  said, "  Why  did  you  not  do  it  t "  He  then  said  he  took,  he 
thought,  a  better  course,  a  wiser  course.  I  said,  ^^  What  did  you  dot"  He 
said  to  me,  "  I  sent  him  to  my  clerk."  I  said,  "  What  clerk  t "  He  said 
<^he  clerk  of  my  committee.''  He  perhaps  mentioned  his  name,  which 
I  do  not  rcQiember,  and  do  not  remember  that  he  gave  the  name  of  the 
committee.  I  said,  "What did  you  do  that  fort"  He  said,  "I  wanted 
another  witness."  )B[e  said  "  J  wanted  to  be  backed  up  " — ^something  of 
kind.  That  was  the  substance — ^that  he  wanted  to  catch  him;  wanted 
to  have  somebody  substantiate  him  in  any  statement  that  he  made. 
That  is  what  Senator  Kyle  s^id  to  me,  I  said,  "  Maybe  in  that  view  it 
is  better."  I  said,  "  What  are  you  going  to  do  in  the  matter."  He  said 
he  did  not  know.  He  asked  me  what  he  ought  to  do.  I  said,  "If  you 
had  knocked  the  Jfellow  down  it  would  have  been  better." 

TheGHAiBMAN.  About  what  time  was  thist 

Senator  Bate.  I  can  not  give  you  the  date  with  accuracy,  but  some 
couple  of  weeks  before  he  left  here^  and  I  understand  he  left  the  first 
of  May  to  go  home,  so  that  I  think  it  was  five  or  six  weeks  ago.  It 
jnoiv  have  been  a  littleearlier  or  a  little  later. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understood  from  Senator  Kyle  that  what  he 
was  doing  all  the  way  through  was  with  the  view  of  developing  the 
£ekct  that  bribes  were  being  offered. 

Senator  Bate.  Clearly  so.  He  made  that  as  a  reason  to  me  for  not 
knocking  the  fellow  down. 

Senator  Allen.  To  get  hold  of  as  much  evidence  to  that  &ct  as 
possible  at  the  timet 

Senator  Bate.  Yes. 


8W0RH  statement  OF  8SHAT0B  JAMES  K  JOHE& 

Senator  Davis.  You  are  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  t 

Senator  Jo|7ES.  Yea. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Senator  Huntont 

Senator  Jones.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  known  himf 

Senator  Jones.  For  a  number  of  years;  I  can  not  say  how  long — 
twelve  or  fou^een,  tep  or  twelve  years,  I  should  say. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  remember  having  a  conversation  with  Sena- 
tor Hunton  during  the  present  session  in  respect  of  an  improper 
advance  to  him  on  the  jpehding  tariff  billt 

Senator  Jones.  Yes:  sometime  ago;  I  do  not  remember  how  long 
ago;  Gen.  Hunton  said  he  wanted  to  talk  to  me  one  morning  about  a 
matter,  a  very  delicate  matter.  He  stated  that  on  the  day  before,  I 
think,  or  a  day  or  two  before,  some  man  had  gone  to  the  home  of  his 
son  in  Virginia  and  had  offered  to  give  him  $25,000  if  he  would  make 
an  argument  that  would  make  him  vote  against  the  tariff  bill.  He 
seemed  to  be  very  much  worried  and  annoyed  about  it,  and  was  doubt- 
ftd  about  just  what  he  ought  to  do,  and  was  advising  with  me  what 
course  he  should  take  in  the  matter.  I  did  not  give  him  any  opinion, 
for  I  was  doubtful  about  what  he  ought  to  do. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  what  sum  had  been  offered  t 

Senator  Jones.  Twenty-five  thousand  dollars,  I  think,  was  the  sum. 

Senator  Davis.  Oan  you  fix  the  date  with  any  more  precision  than 
you  havet 
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Senator  Jones.  The  only  way  I  can  approximate  it  is  that  I  think  the 
projMXsition  was  made  tlie  day  before  or  the  second  day  before. 

iSie  Chairman.  Had  Senator  Hunton  just  returned  from  Virgmiat 

Senator  Jones.  That  was  my  understanding — ^that  he  had  just 
learned  of  the  affair. 

The  Chairman.  Had  he  jnat  returned  from  Virginia. 

Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  know,  but  it  was  my  impression  that  he 
had  just  learned  of  the  offer;  learned  it  within  twenty  four  liours. 

Senator  Allen,  You  understood  that  he  spoke  to  you  promptly? 

Senator  Jones.  That  is,  immediately  after  he  learned  it  himself.  My 
impression  is  that  he  sx)oke  tome ou  Monday  morning;  probably  Tues- 
day morning.  It  was  in  the  early  part  of  the  week,  and  I  was  under 
the  imppession  that  it  had  jast  occurred. 


8W0EH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOB  OEOBOE  0.  VEST. 

Tlie  Ohaibhan.  ypu  ^Tjd  a  Senatpr  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Missouri  t 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

'4'he  Chairman.  And  you  are  serving  at  the  present  session  of 
Congress! 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Hunton,  of  Virginia  t 

Senator  Vest.  Very  well. 

The  Chairman.  Tl^e  present  Senator  of  the  United  States  fromtiiat 
State  t 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  yon  known  himl 

Senator  Vest.  I  have  known  him  twenty-five  year^. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Senator  Hunton  ever  make  any  st^te^nent  to 
you,  and,  if  so,  what,  as  to  the  approach  of  a  man  named  Buttz  or  some 
person  to  his  sou  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  his  vote  on  the  tariff 
bill! 

Senator  Vest.  Yes.  I  would  not  undertake  to  give  the  exact  date, 
but  I  was  sitting  in  my  seat  in  the  Senate  some  weeks  ago,  possibly 
six  weeks — I  will  not  be  positive  about  that — and  I  saw  Senator  Hun- 
ton in  conversation  with  the  chairman  of  this  committee  (Senator 
Gray)  in  the  same  aisle  where  my  seat  is.  Senator  Gray  occupied  Sen- 
ator Eansom's  seat — he  and  Senator  Blackburn.  At  the  ter^liuation 
of  their  conversation — I  was  engaged  in  writing  something — Senator 
Hunton  came  to  my  desk  and  said  he  wanted  to  talk  to  me.  He  then 
went  on  to  say  it  was  a  very  delicate  matter  and  one  that  gave  him  a 
good  deal  of  trouble;  that  he  was  humiliated  in  having  his  name  con- 
nected with  any  such  transaction  as  he  named. 

He  then  said  that  his  son  had  written  him  that  a  man  had  come  to 
him  (the  son)  with  a  letter  of  introduction  from  somebody  in  Wash- 
ington, and  my  recollection  is  that  this  man  wanted  to  see  young 
Hunton  at  Warrenton  in  regard  to  a  land  claim,  and  wound  up  by  say- 
ing that  he  wanted  to  give  young  Hunton  $25,000  if  he  would  get  his 
father  to  vote  against  the  tariff  oill;  that  tbey  intended  to  beat  the 
bill ;  that  this  man,  whose  name  I  do  not  remember,  and  I  do  not  think 
Senator  Hunton  gave  it,  was  prepared  to  furnish  young  Hunton  a 
written  brief  and  argument  which  would  furnish  all  the  ostensible 
reasons  necessary  for  his  father  to  give  that  vote.  There  was  a  good 
deal  more  said,  bat  that  waa  about  the  substance.    Senator  Huntou 
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asked  my  advice.  I  asked  him  if  he  knew  the  man  named  who  had 
given  the  letter  of  introduction  to  this  persoti.  He  said  he  did  not. 
Said  I,  ^^  It  seems  to  me  the  first  thing  to  do  is  to  ascertain  that." 

I  said  I  would  go  down  and  see  my  son  or  write  him  and  find  ont  all 
the  details  of  the  transaction.  I  said,  ^^of  course  there  is  but  one  of 
two  things  to  do  in  a  case  of  this  8ort---either  to  say  nothing  about  it, 
(and  that  wasa  questioufor  him  to  determine  for  himself,)  or  if  he  should 
mention  it  to  go  to  the  bottom  of  it.  He  said  he  wanted  to  go  to  the 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  his  friends.  He  said  he  did  not 
object  to  my  mentioning  it  to  any  Senator.  I  did  talk  to  Senator  Mills 
about  it.  But  I  did  not  hear  anything  more  about  it  until  this  item  in 
the  newspapers.  You  may  be  able  to  fix  the  date,  because  we  talked 
of  it  and  discussed  the  matter  shortly  after  the  Senator  left  me. 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  0.,  May  23j  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  The  Chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Kyle. 

SWORN  TESTIMONY  OF  ME.  C.  W.  BUTTZ— Resumed. 

The  Chaibman.  When  you  were  testifying  last,  on  Monday  evening, 
you  spoke  of  an  attorney  in  Washington  who  had  told  you  that  if  he 
could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  tariff*  bill  he,  the 
attorney,  would  get  $16,000,  of  which  you  would  get  $1,000. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  he  would  make  $16,000. 

The  Chairman.  And  give  you  $1,000. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  And  give  me  $1,000  to  find  out 

The  Chaibman.  You  were  asked  the  name  of  the  attorney,  which  you 
were  at  that  time  declined  to  give.    Are  you  prepared  to  give  it  now! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  I  have  seen  the  gentleman,  and  he  did  not  consent 
to  my  giving  his  name.    He  denies  that  he  told  me  that. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  that  gentleman! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  His  name  is  Edward  Holman.  He  has  a  middle  name, 
Edward  K.  Holman  or  Edward  G.  Holman.  Your  will  find  it  in  the 
directory.  You  will  find  his  law  office  on  G  street  between  Seventh 
and  Eighth  streets,  on  the  north  side  of  G. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  had  you  known  himt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oh,  four  or  five  years — no,  two  or  three  years,  I  guess. 

The  Chairman.  How  old  a  man  is  het 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  About  your  age,  I  guess. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  it  that  he  so  told  you  that  he  could  make 
$16,000  if  he  could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  tariff 
bill,  and  would  give  you  $1,000  for  doing  that? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  said  that  be  could  make  $16,000  if  I  could  find 
out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote,  but  he  could  make  $16,000  if  the 
tariff  bill  was  beaten,  and  would  give  me  $1,000  if  I  could  find  out  how 
Senator  Kyle  would  vote. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  thisl 

Mr,  BuTTZ.  At  my  boarding  house. 

The  Chairman.  Does  he  call  there  frequently! 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  No.  He  oalled  there  to  see  me  at  the  house.  It  was  in 
Msy.  Harris's  room. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  itt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Early  in  April.  Maj.  Harris  was  taken  sick,  and  he  died 
on  the  11th  of  April,  and  he  was  sick  about  a  week.  He  had  acute 
pneumonia,  and  died  in  about  a  week.  I  think  he  was  in  Mr.  McGowan's 
office  the  day  he  was  taken  sick.    He  was  out  on  the  street. 

The  Ohairman.  When  was  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  died  on  the  11th,  and  I  think  it  must  have  been  a 
week  before  that,  between  the  1st  and  5th  of  April. 

The  Ohairman.  How  long  afterwards  was  it  that  you  told  Senator 
Kylet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  had  several  interviews  with  Senator  Kyle  about  the 
matter,  and  I  do  not  know  at  which  one  of  those  interviews  it  was,  but 
it  was  soon  afterward. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  the  first  interview  in  which  you  talked  about 
the  tariff,  and  the  only  onet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  that  we  talked  before.  I  said  so  much  to 
him  about  money  that  I  do  not  feel  able  to  say.  I  took  little  stock  in 
him;  it  was  mere  idle  talk. 

The  Chairman.  According  to  your  best  recollection  it  was  between 
the  1st  and  5th  of  April  that  Mr.  Holman  so  told  yout 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  was  the  talk  in  Mr.  Harris's  room,  and  I  believe 
with  Mr.  Holman. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  present  at  the  interview  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  M^.  Harris  was  there. 

The  Chairman.  Any  one  elset 

Mr  BuTTZ.  That  I  do  not  recollect — ^whether  Mr.  Bollins  was  there 
or  not.  Maj.  Harris  was  feeling  unwell,  and  he  had  been  feeling  unwell 
for  three  or  four  years.  He  was  out  three  or  four  days,  and  was  out 
the  day  before  he  was  taken  sick  with  acute  pneumonia,  but  he  kept 
his  room  mostly  for  three  years;  would  go  out  very  little. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  say  to  that  proposition  of  hist 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  know  whether  I  could  find  out 
or  not;  that  when  I  saw  Mr.  Kyle  again  I  would  try  to  find  out  whether 
he  would  vote  for  or  against  the  biU;  that  I  was  opposed  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Holman  ever  speak  to  you  again  about  the 
matter  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  Maj.  Harris  was  taken  sick  about  that  time,  and  got 
BO  sick  that  nothing  further  was  ever  said  to  him,  and  I  have  no  more 
recollection  about  Holman  speaking  to  me  about  it  until  X  went  to  see 
him  the  other  day. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  ask  you  whether  you  found  out  how 
Mr.  Kyle  would  votet 

Mr.  BuTTz.  ^o:  1  do  not  recollect.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any 
talk  about  that.    1  do  not  think  I  ever  told  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  ask  you  whether  you  had  found  outt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  do  not- think  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  find  outt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  13*0;  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  After  that  did  you  see  Mr.  Holman  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Mr.  Holman's  office  is  right  around  the  corner  from 
where  I  room,  and  X  saw  him  quite  frequently.  I  have  been  here  all 
winter. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  see  Mr.  Holman  frequently  after  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTz.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  did.    I  did  not  see  him  frequesi^ 
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jind  talk  to  him,  but  he  would  pass  and  repass,  and  he  fi^eqaentty  cMm 
into  Maj.  Harris's  office. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  often  did  yon  meet  himt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  not  say  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  yon  meet  him  in  the  sense  of  a  person  whom 
yon  knew  and  have  some  interchange  of  speech  with  him? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  met  him  two  or  three  times  afterwards. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  you  are  snre  the  matter  was  not  mentioned 
afterward  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  no  recollection  that  it  was. 

The  Ghaibman.  Yon  say  yon  did  say  yon  woald  try  to  find  out  how 
Senator  Kyle  would  votet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  have  a  talk  with  Mr.  Kyle  to  try  to  persnade  him 
that  it  would  be  to  the  interest  of  our  Northwest  farmers  to  defeat  the 
tariff  bill. 

The  GHAT^siAN.  And  you  did  tell  Mr.  Holman  that  you  would  try 
to  find  ontt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did. 

l?he  Ghaibman.  And  you  never  succeeded  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ^o. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  you  afterwards  met  Mr.  Holman  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recollect  telling  him. 
'  The  Ghaibman.  You  did  not  tell  him  of  your  want  of  suceesdf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  GHAIBMAN.  And  he  never  asked  yout 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  never  asked  me.  I  regarded  it  more  as  idle  talk, 
and  took  no  serious  account  of  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  Holman  a  man  engaged  in  practicing  la#  here 
now! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  believe  he  is. 

The  Ghaibman.  An  active  practitioner! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  believe  so. 

The  Ghaibman.  A  man  of  standing  at  the  barf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  how  he  stands  at  the  bar. 

i?he  Ghaibman.  How  does  he  impress  yout 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  strikes  me  he  stands  well. 

The  Ghaibman.  Struck  you  as  a  man  of  intelligence  and  charaotert 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  So  fieur  as  you  know,  I  meant 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  you  have  no  other  acquaintance  with  himt 

Mr.  BuTTz.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  of  his  being  engaged  in  matters  before 
Gongress,  promoting  them  or  opposing  themt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  came  to  me  one  day  with  a  bill  and  asked  me  to  get 
Senator  Hansbrough  to  introduce  it  It  was  a  bill  relating  to  a  party 
down  in  the  navy-yard  who  had  been  killed  by  loading  a  shell — bomb. 

The  Ghaibman.  A  claim  on  the  Go vernment  that  required  the  action 
of  Gongress  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  wanted  a  bill  introduced  to  pay  the  widow  for  the 
loss  of  her  husband's  life* 

The  Ghaibman.  One  of  those  ordinary  classes  of  cases  against  tiie 
Government  that  require  Gongressional  action t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  that  the  only  case  which  you  know  of  Mr.  Hol- 
man being  engaged  int 
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Mr.  Bt7!FTZ^  The  only  one  I  recollect. 

The  Ghaibman.  Had  you  ever  consulted  him  about  any  claims  against 
tbe  Government  a^d  before  Congress  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  ever  employed  him  in  any  legal  matters! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  So  far  as  you  know^  Mr.  Holmad  is  a  man  6t  good 
standing,  intelligence,  and  character  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes* 

The  Chaibman.  Why  did  you  say  that  if  you  should  tell  us  who  it 
was  we  would  laugh  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  W^ly  I  believed  you  would,  because  there  is  no  earthly 
relation  to  it.  I  do  not  believe  either  of  them  had  a  cent  or  any  means 
of  getting  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Why  did  you  say  that  when  we  heard  his  name  we 
would  laugh  t 

Mr.  Bttttz.  ly  perhaps,  made  a  thoughtless  remark  to  that  extent. 
I  do  not  ktow  of  anything  in  his  hame  to  laugh  tkbout,  but  about  the 
pro]>osition  of  $15,000. 

The  Chaibman.  You  siky  that  Mr.  Holman  is  a  man  of  fair  intelli- 
gence, and,  so  fiar  as  you  know,  of  good  standing  and  character  in  the 
eommumtyt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes,  sir. 

The)  Chaibman.  A  lawyer,  and  has  an  office! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  there  about  him  that  would  excite  amuse- 
ment at  hea]*ing  his  namet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  that  remark  I  intended  to  apply  to  him, 
but  I  think  to  the  transaction^whdt  was  said^ 

The  CdAiBMAN.  You  told  us  what  was  said.  You  said  we  would  be 
amtised,  or  laugh,  some  such  expression,  when  we  heard  his  name. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  mean  that  as  applying  to  him. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Holman  is  the  genti€lman  you  had  in  mind  on 
Monday  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

TheCHAiBMAK.  VThere  were  you  yesterday!  I  ask  because  we 
expected  you  here  yesterday  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  was  looking  for  a  witness  in  the  matter. 

The  Chaibman.  What  witness  t 

Mr.  BtTTTZ.  I  could  not  find  him. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  his  namef 

Mr.  BuMz.  Clititon  Bice. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  does  he  Hvef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  lives  in  Washington,  hers. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  his  biisinesst 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  1  think  he  is  a  claim  agent. 

The  Chaibman.  Has  an  office  hereT 

Mr.  BtJTTZv  I  think  he  has  rooms  here. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  was  he  from  originaHyf 

Mr.  BuTTZw  That  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  himf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  knew  him  intimately,  but  off  and  on  Ibr  two  or 
three  y«inh^at)out  two  ye-ars.  I  heard  that  he  was  at  Leesburg,  Ya., 
and  I  went  and  took  the  train  to  find  him  on  yesterday,  but  was 
unable  to  find  him,  and  came  back.    I  told  Mr.  McGowan. 
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The  Ghaibman.  Why  was  it  DiKjessary  to  see  Mr.  ]Lce  before  you 
testified  on  yesterday! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  not  necessary.  I  did  not  think  of  Mr.  Bice  in 
my  testimony  yesterday.    He  had  no  connection  with  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Had  he  ever  spoken  to  you  about  beating  the  tarifi 
bill! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  We  had  general  talks.  I  wanted  to  talk  with  him  on 
another  matter. 

The  Ghaibman.  Had  he  ever  talked  with  you  about  beating  the 
tariff  biU! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  he  had. 

The  Ghaibman.  Had  he  ever  talked  to  you  about  Mr.  Kyle  and  Mr. 
Huntont 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  1  had.  If  anything,  it  was  between 
Holman  and  Harris,  and  I  wanted  to  find  out  if  Bice  did  know.  I 
wanted  to  see  and  talk  with  him;  that  is  all. 

The  Ghaibman.  Then  you  were  not  looking  for  the  person  Holman  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ^o]  1  went  to  see  Mr.  Holman  soon  after  leaving  the 
committee  room  that  day. 

The  Ghaibman.  Then  you  are  not  seeking  Holman  to  get  his  consent 
to  your  stating  his  namet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko;  I  went  to  see  Holman  soon  after  I  left  the  com- 
mittee room. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  gave  your  counsU  the  impression  that  you 
were  looking  for  the  person  whose  name  you  declined  to  give  on  Mon- 
ti ay,  and  that  when  you  found  him  you  would  be  heret 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  was  a  wrong  impression  that  he  got;  that  was  not 
the  fact.  I  went  directly  from  the  committee  room  that  day  to  hunt 
up  Mr.  Holman;  went  to  his  house  to  see  him. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  say  that  you  did  not  go  to  see  Mr.  Bice  with 
reference  to  anybody  connected  with  this  question  before  the  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  I  did  not  say  had  no  connection.  I  went  to  see 
him  to  ascertain  if  he  remembered  a  certain  thing  that  I  was  going  to 
ask  him. 

The  Ghaibman.  Will  you  state  what  that  certain  thing  wast 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  in  connection  with  what  Maj.  Harris  said. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  regard  to  whatt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  regard  to  this  tariff  business. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  is  your  recollection  with  regard  to  what  Miy. 
Harris  said  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  be  could  make  $15,000  if  this  bill  were  defeated. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  Maj.  Harris  saidt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  wanted  to  ask  Mr.  Bice  about  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  He  was  acquainted  with  M%j.  Harris  and  acquainted 
with  me,  and  I  wanted  to  know  if  he  knew. 

The  Ghaibman.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  the  special  thing  that 
you  wanted  Mr.  Bice  to  tell  you! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Whether  he  heard  M^.  Harris  say  that  he  oould  make 
$15,000  if  the  bill  were  defeated. 

The  Ghaibman.  Had  you  ever  heard  Maj.  Harris  say  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  If  I  did,  it  was  at  the  time  Mr.  Holman  was  in  there;  I 
was  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Holman  said  it.  He  denies  it;  says 
that  he  did  not  say  it — that  Maj.  Harris  said  it  I  always  believed  that 
Mr.  Holman  was  the  one,  but  he  says  he  did  not  say  it.    I  was  under 
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fte  impression  that  he  was  the  one  who  said  it  to  me,  talking  in  Mtij. 
Harris's  room. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  matter  yod  were  looking  for  Mr.  Bioe 
abontt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  yonr  information  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  landlady  told  me  at  the  room  that  Mr.  Bice  had 
gone  to  inspect  some  (X)al  fields  in  Virginia,  and  she  told  me  that  I 
oonld  find  him  in  Mr.  Jenny's  office,  a  lawyer  in  Leesborg.  I  went  to 
Leesbnrg,  and  Mr.  Jenny  had  gone  to  Albemarle  County,  an  adjoining 
connty,  with  his  partner  to  attend  court.  I  could  not  see  anybody 
but  Mrs.  Jenny,  and  she  said  that  her  husband  was  away,  and  she 
would  not  know  whether  Mr.  Bice  was  with  him  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Bice  about 
getting  $15,000  in  case  this  tariff  bill  was  beaten  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  CHAiBMAji.  Never  t 

Mr.  BxTTTZ.  No. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  he  ever  spoken  to  you  about  itf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chatkman.  Tou  said  awhile  ago,  I  think,  in  reply  to  a  question^ 
that  Mr.  Holman  was  the  person  who  told  you  that  he  could  make  or 
get  $15,000  if  the  bill  were  beaten,  and  you  do  not  recollect  anybody 
being  present  but  Mr.  Bice  and  Mr.  Harris. 

Mr.  BxTTTZ.  I  do  not  recoUect  whether  Mr.  Bice  was  present  or  not 
I  wanted  to  see  Mr.  Bice  for  that. 

Soiator  Davis.  You  say  that  Holman  denies  ever  having  had  any 
meh  talk  with  youT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Mr.  Holman  denies  having  said  it  to  me. 

Senator  Davis.  After  that  denial  you  went  off  to  hunt  up  the  other 
man  for  confirmation  t 

Mr.  BxjTTZ.  After  Holman  denied  it,  I  thought  I  would  hunt  up 
Bice  to  prove  by  him  that  Holman  said  it  in  Maj.  Harris's  room.  I 
did  not  recollect  whether  Bice  was  there  or  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  tell  your  counsel  that  you  were  going  theref 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  told  my  counsel  what  I  was  going  to  do;  told  him  the 
whole  thing. 

The  Chaibman.  You  went  to  Warrenton  to  see  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton, 
jr.;  when  was  thatf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recoUect  without  looking  at  those  letters.  I 
kave  the  jmpers  with  those  letters.    I  recollect  the  fact  of  going  there. 

The  Chaibman.  There  is  no  dispute  about  the  dates;  there  is  no 
desire  to  trap  you  at  all.    That  was  not  the  object  of  my  question. 

Mr.  BuTTZ  (After  examining  letter).  That  is  dated  the  20th  of 
March. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  some  time  after  that. 

The  Chaibman.  That  you  went  there  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  Bight  in  that  connection  I  wish  to  say  that  I  see 
by  the  newspapers,  one  of  them,  that  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  kicked  me 
<mt  of  the  house.  I  would  like  to  say  that  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton  treated 
me  like  a  gentleman.  I  was  there  an  hour.  He  came  to  the  door  and 
bade  me  good-bye.  Two  or  three  hours  before  the  train  left  I  thought 
of  my  Land  Office  matter,  that  he  might  assist  me,  and  I  went  back  to 
kift  house,  rang  the  door  bell.    The  servant  said  he  was  asleep,  and  I 
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left  inj  card.  If  he  had  kicked  me  oat,  I  do  not  think  I  would  have 
goue  back. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Honton  did  not  say  that,  or  anything  like  it. 
You  went  to  see  Mr.  Hunton  and  speak  to  him  about  the  matter  men- 
tioned in  that  letter,  the  business  before  the  Land  Offlcef 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  And  he  declined  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  1 
think  you  said  in  your  examination  on  Monday  that  you  drifted  into  a 
general  conversation. 

Mr.  BxJTTZ.  General  conversation.  We  Had  nothing  else  but  general 
conversd.tion. 

The  Chaibman.  Let  me  aak  you  if^  in  that  general  conversation, 
you  offered  him,  or  said  he  could  receive,  $25,000  if  he  would  present 
an  argument,  with  which  you  would  furnish  him,  to  his  father  to  defeat 
the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Kot  in  that  sense.  I  have  no  doubt  I  said  that  these 
parties  would  give  a  large  fee. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  would  give  him  $25,000 
if  he  would  present  an  argument  to  his  father  to  vote  against  the  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Kot  that  I  would  give  him  $25,000. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  say  that  anybody  else  would  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  said  to  Eppa  Hunton  that  they 
would  pay  a  large  sum.    It  was  general  talk. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  at  that  interview  offer  to  furnish  Mr.  Hun- 
ton an  argument  to  be  used  on  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Kot  at  aU ;  I  talked  against  the  bill. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  at  that  conversation  say  that  young  Hunton 
could  or  would  receive  from  any  source  any  sum  of  money  contingent 
apon  his  voting  against  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  jfo. 

The  Chaibman.  You  never  didt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  no  doubt  I  have  said  that  anybody  oonld  get  a 
fee  if  they  would  bring  any  influence  to  bear.  But  as  to  saying  he 
could  get  a  fee  if  his  father  voted  against  it,  he  misunderstood  me 
entirely;  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  mention  any  specific  sumt 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  I  may  have  said  $25,000,  $50,000,  $75,000,  or  $100,000. 
We  talked  about  different  things,  talked  an  hour  there. 

The  Chaibman.  But  you  never  made  a  specific  offer  to  him  on  your 
behalf  or  on  behalf  of  anybody  else  if  he  would  present  that  argument 
to  his  father  and  convince  him  that  he  should  vote  against  the  bUl;  you 
never  said  he  would  receive  $25,000  or  any  other  amount  for  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  never  did.  He  may  have  understood  it  differently 
from  what  I  did.  I  intended  to  make  no  such  offer.  I  had  no  author- 
ity to  do  so,  and  I  do  uot  see  why  he  should  understand  it  that  way. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  you  had  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Holman 
when  you  went  to  see  Mr.  Hunton,  in  regard  to  the  $150,0  Ot 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  the  date;  1  do  not  recollect.  I  can  not 
tell  from  that  letter  of  introduction  the  date  I  went  down  there.  I 
would  have  to  go  and  look  at  the  hotel  register  at  Warrenton,  which 
wiQ  show.    I  took  my  dinner  at  the  hotel. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  that  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Kyle  in 
which  Mr.  Kyle  refers  to  $15,000  you  offered  to  pay  him  was  a  mistake; 
that  you  only  referred  to  $15,000  that  this  attorney  would  receive  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko;  that  he  could  make. 

The  Chaibman.  If  the  bill  was  beaten  t 
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Mr.  BxTTTZ.  If  the  bill  was  beaten. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  you  say,  you  may  have  told  him  that  they 
woQld  give  $25,000,  or  some  other  large  sum,  if  the  biU  was  beaten — 
before  that  had  anybody  talked  to  yon  of  their  being  able  to  make 
•25,000  if  the  bill  wa«  beaten  Y 

Mr.  BuTTz.  1^0 ;  all  I  have  is  the  newspaper  talk — ^that  large  amounts 
of  money  were  used  or  being  used. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  go  when  you  went  to  Warrenton ; 
when  did  you  arrive  there  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  left  here  on  a  Sunday  morning  and  when  I  arrived 
there  I  went  to  the  hotel,  registered,  and  took  (Unner— early  dinner. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  name  did  you  registerf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Charles  W.  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  Where  from f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  from  Virginia — I  used  to 
live  there — or  Washington,  or  Korth  Dakota. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  register  from  Bichmondt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  remember  as  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  register  from  Bichmondt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  register  may  show  so. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  so  registered,  why  did  you  register  from 
Richmond  f 

Mr.  Buttz.  There  would  be  no  reason — a  stranger  going  to  Warren- 
ton.   I  do  not  remember  that  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  may  have  done  so.  Why  did  you 
do  sot 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  give  any  reason. 

The  Chairman.  You  went  immediately  from  Washington t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  went  immediately  from  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  in  Washington t 

Mr.  Buttz.  Since  the  commencement  of  Congress. 

The  Chairman.  Since  last  December t 

Mr.  Buttz.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  since  you  have  been  in  Bichmondt 

Mr.  Buttz.  A  good  many  years — ^1869  or  1870. 

The  Chairman.  Kot  since  1870 1 

Mr.  Buttz.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  give  any  reason  why  you  did  register  from 
Bichmond,  if  you  did  register  from  Bichmondt 

Mr.  Buttz.  Ko;  I  can  not  now  imagine. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  do  not  know  whether  you  did  or  nott 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  do  not  remember.    I  may  have  done  so. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  have  done  so.  Why  do  you  say  that  if 
you  have  not  lived  thiere  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  t 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  would  not  register  from  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  where  you  last  came  fiomt 

Mr.  Buttz.  It  was  not  for  the  i)urpo8e  of  deceiving  Eppa  Huntoni 
because  my  letter  disclosed. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  register  from  Bichmondt 

Mr.  Buttz.  Because  I  did  not  reside  in  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  not  register  from  North  Dakotat 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  suppose  I  could  have  registered  from  North  Dakota. 
It  does  not  make  any  difference  where  I  registered  from. 

The  Chairman.  That  depends.  Why  did  you  not  register  from  North 
Dakota  or  Washington  t 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  lived  at  Norfolk. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  not  register  from  the/e^  if  you  lived 
at  Norfolk  since  you  lived  at  BichmondY 

Mr.  BUTTz.  No;  Bichmond  last. 

The  Chairman.  How  lon^  were  you  in  Richmond  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recollect. 

The  Chairman.  A  month  ? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recollect  how  long  I  lived  in  Bichmond. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  live  there  a  month  t 

Mr.  Btjttz.  I  have  stopped  in  Bichmond  off  and  on  for  four  or  five 
years.    My  permanent  residence  was  in  Norfolk. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  register  at  Warrenton  as  from  Norfolk f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  say  you  might  have  registered  from  Richmond. 
Something  must  have  operated  on  your  mind  to  cause  you  to  do  tiiat 
Why  did  you  register  from  Bichmond  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.  I  have  no  reason  to  assign 
for  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  assign  no  reason  at  all  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  not  think  of  any. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  have  not  lived  in  Bichmond  since  1870 f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  can  not  teU  whether  you  lived  there  a 
month  continuously  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Na 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  live  there  a  weekf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  off  and  on  a  longer  time  than  that. 

The  Chairman.  Putting  them  all  together f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  LiNDaAT.  When  you  were  talking  to  Mr.  Kyle,  and  attempt- 
ing to  find  out  how  he  would  vote,  did  you  believe  there  was  $1,000  in 
sight  for  yout 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  never  thought  it  would  come  from  Holman.  He 
never  had  a  cent.  He  lived  on  borrowed  money  rather  than  anything 
else.    That  is  why  I  said  you  would  laugh. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  never  did  talk  to  Senator  Kyle  until  after  that 
man  said  if  the  bill  was  beaten  he  could  make  $15,0()0t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  had.  I  talked  to  Kyle  the  very  first  time  I  went 
to  see  him.  That  was  my  hobby.  There  was  a  stress  brought  on  us 
farmers  out  there,  and  I  spoke  to  him  the  first  time  I  went  after  him. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  mention  to  Senator  Kyle  that  you 
could  make  $1,000  and  he  $14,000  if  you  did  not  believe  this  mant 

Mr.  Btjttz.  You  certainly  do  not  comprehend  what  I  meant.  I 
stated  to  Mr.  Kyle,  a  laughable  matter,  that  there  was  $15,000  to  be 
made  to  find  out  how  he  would  vote;  that  is,  if  the  bill  was  beaten,  and 
the  man  would  give  me  $1,000  if  I  could  find  out  how  he  would  vote. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  did  not  consider  that  offer  to  be  made 
by  a  responsible  person,  and  attached  no  weight  to  itt 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  No  weight. 

The  Chairman.  I  ask  you  why  you  thought  it  of  sufQcient  impor- 
tance to  mention  it  to  Mr.  Kylef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  More  in  a  joking  way,  to  show  how  ridiculous  these 
things  were. 

The  Chairman.  What  ridiculous  thingst 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  talk  that  there  was  $1,000  to  find  out  how  he  would 
Tote. 
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The  Chaibman.  You  told  him  that  you  were  offered  (1,000  to  And 
oat  how  he  would  votet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ^es. 

The  Ohaibman.  And  the  person  who  made  the  offer  to  you  would 
make  (14,000 1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Datis.  Did  you  tell  Senator  Kyle  that  this  was  a  laughable 
matter  Y 

Mr.  BUTXZ.  I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  did  not  believe  it  when  you  heard  itf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oertaiuly  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  stated  that  you  believed  Mr.  Holmaa  to  be  a 
man  of  fair  standing  and  character  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  yet  you  did  not  believe  what  he  saidf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  believe  that  he  could  get  (1,000;  I  did  not 
believe  that  he  had  it. 

The  Chairman.  That  he  could  make  itt 

Mr.  Buiyrz.  I  did  not  believe  it;  I  do  not  care  whethw  it  was  specu- 
lating on  stock  or  betting,  or  both;  did  not  believe  that  he  had  the 
means  of  making  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  you  were  talking  to  young  Mr.  Hunton 
about  these  large  sums  of  money  that  could  be  utilized  for  or  against 
fbe  tariff  bill,  did  you  believe  what  you  were  talking  about  thenf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  is,  in  one  sense  of  the  word  I  did,  and  in  another 
I  did  not ;  just  as  you  do  about  these  charges  that  are  now  going  around 
in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  LiNnsAT.  Did  you  believe  that  there  were  large  sums  of 
money  raised  by  the  high- tariff  men  and  the  English  people  interested 
lA  the  low  tariff t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Seriously,  I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Aod  you  do  not  believe  now  that  the  money  was 
raised  by  either  sideY 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  is  my  judgment.  I  have  talked  it  to  different 
people. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  did  not  believe  itT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Li  one  sense  of  the  word  I  did  not! 

The  Chairman.  In  which  sense  of  the  wordt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  man  is  not  to  believe  unless  he  knows.  I  had  the 
Impression  that  a  man's  interest  would  lead  him  to  raise  money  to  ihto* 
tect  his  interests;  but  to  believe,  I  must  know. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  believed  that  a  man  interested  would  raise 
money  to  corrupt  the  Congress  of  the  United  States;  to  influence  its 
action  upon  a  matter  upon  which  he  was  interested  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ*  iKTo;  I  do  not  believe  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
to  corrupt. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Kot  that  it  is  corrupt,  but  that  men  would  raise 
money  to  corrupt  itf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Kot  necessarily  to  corrupt,  but  to  raise  money  to  make 
arguments  and  speeches.  I  do  not  see  why  you  should  say  corrupt 
purposes;  thel'e  are  legitimate  purposes,  as  well  as  corrupt  puri>oses, 
for  whieh  money  could  be  raised. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  believe  that  it  would  be  legitimate  to 
m^e  $1,000  by  finding  out  how  a  Senator  would  voteY 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  If  a  man  is  willing  to  throw  his  money  away  that  way 
it  would  not  affect  the  Senator. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  When  yon  applied  to  Senator  Hnnton  for  a  letter 
of  introdnction  to  his  son,  was  that  before  or  after  the  Holman  and 
Harris  mattert  • 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  applied  to  Senator  Hnnton  before  Miy.  Walker  wrote 
this. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  before  t 

Mr.  BXJTTZ.  I  do  not  know.  I  came  here  when  Congress  met.  M%j« 
Walker  gave  it  to  me  in  March. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  not  Walker  the  man  who  recommended  yonng 
Hnnton  to  yont 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  know  that  Senator  Hnnton  had  a  son. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  after  Mr.  Walker  recommended  him  that 
yon  saw  the  Senator! 

Mr,  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Yon  had  no  doubt  that  if  the  Senator  had  given 
yon  a  letter  to  his  son  yon  wonld  have  been  able  to  enlist  his  son  in 
any  business  arrangements  you  might  haveT 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  do  not  know  about  the  business  arrangements.  I  am 
satisfied  if  the  father  had  given  me  a  letter  the  son  would  have  gone 
into  this  Land  Office  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  thought  you  would  have  accomplished  more 
by  a  letter  of  introdnction  from  the  father  T 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  knew  the  Senator  a  number  of  years.  I  know  him  in 
one  sense  better  than  he  knows  me.  I  have  passed  out  of  his  sight. 
I  speak  to  him  when  I  come  to  Washington.  I  was  in  the  Corcoran 
Building.  I  did  not  go  down  there  for  that  purpose.  I  went  to  see 
Judge  Merriman,  and  I  talked  with  him  about  it.  I  had  to  get  a  law- 
yer. All  these  things  come  back  to  me  as  you  are  going  into  details. 
I  think  the  substance  was  that  I  wanted  to  find  some  outside  lawyers 
outside  of  the  district,  whom  the  influence  of  these  corporations  woula 
not  affect:  a  man  who  would  go  into  the  Department  and  not  be  afraid 
to  make  tne  flght  that  I  wanted  him  to  make.  The  land  lawyers  here 
are  afraid  to  make  the  flght. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Would  the  flght  you  wanted  him  to  make  involve 
any  danger  of  disbarment  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  !Not  at  alL  I  did  not  care  to  go  into  what  I  believed  to 
be  the  corporation  influence  in  the  Department.  Certain  attorneys 
have  the  routine  run  there.  I  can  give  you  my  theory  as  to  the  oppo- 
sition I  had  met  with  in  my  contest  and  how  I  have  been  headed  off 
one  way  and  another. 

Senator  Allen.  The  name  of  this  lawyer  of  whom  you  spoke  is 
Edward  E.  Holman,  705  O  street  KW. ;  residence,  1910  Kinth  street  TStW, 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes^  that  is  the  one;  that  is  the  man. 

Senator  Allen.  About  how  long  have  you  known  this  mant 

Mr.  BxjTTZ.  I  do  not  know;  two  or  three  years,  I  reckon. 

Senator  Allen.  Yonknowamanbythenameof  Maj.  Harris,  alawyert 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  M%|.  Harris  lived  in  the  same  house  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  Miy.  Harris's  business  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Maj.  Harris  was  a  Confederate  mc^or,  I  was  told,  in  the 
Confederate  army. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  his  business  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  was  going  to  tell  you.  He  went  from  Georgia,  after 
the  war,  to  Kew  Jersey  and  settled  in  Hoboken.  He  then  settled  in 
Washington.  He  was  here  several  years,  and  he  had  a  room  in  this 
house.  

Senator  Allen.  What  was  his  business! 
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Mr.  BiTTTz.  He  had  no  special  business,  except,  I  think,  claims. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  a  claim  agent,  was  he  nott 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  was  a  claim  agent;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  what  is  known  in  Washington  and  throv.gh- 
out  the  country  as  a  lobbyist  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  knew  him  as  a  lobbyist. 

Senator  Allen.  His  business  was  to  visit  Senators  and  Influence 
them  in  regard  to  claims  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  1  never  knew  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  a  man  named  Judge  Harris t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  is  Judge  Harris  t 

^.  BuTTZ.  All  I  know  about  him  is  that  I  was  told,  since  I  have 
been  here,  that  he  was  an  ex-member  from  Mississippi. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  business  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  law  writer.    He  goes  to  the  law  library  and  writes. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  a  claim  agent,  toot 

Mr,  BuTTZ.  I  never  knew  him  to  do  anything,  except  to  write  law 
books. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  he  practice  law,  or  pretend  to  practice  law! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  is  heT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  is  an  older  man  than  I  am. 

Senator  Allen.    He  has  been  a  lawyer  here  at  this  barf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ISot  that  I  know  of.  I  only  met  him  the  last  winter 
before  this. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  a  law  author,  is  he  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  is  hef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  should  judge  70. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  any  relation  of  Maj.  Harrisf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  think  no  connection. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  does  he  board — ^keep  house  f 

Mr.  Btjttz.  Grant  Place. 

Senator  Allen.  Some  distance  from  where  you  board  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  do  you  board T 

Mr.  BuTTz.  At  719  Eighth  street.  I  do  not  board;  I  only  have  * 
room  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Maj.  Harris  board  or  room  theret 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Maj.  Harris  was  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  is  the  proprietor  of  the  houset 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Mrs.  Sarah  Willis. 

Senator  Allen.  She  has  been  keeping  it  for  some  months? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ever  since  I  have  been  there. 

Senator  Allen.  You  and  M%j.  Harris  and  Judge  Harris,  Mr.  Hoi- 
man,  and  others  were  in  the  habit  of  meeting  very  frequently  there, 
were  you  not! ^ 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  In  Miy.  Harris's  room  and  your  roomt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No,  no.    I  would  go  in  there  every  day,  nearly. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  a  number  of  you  gentlemen  frequently  play 
cards  theret 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  played  cards  in  M%j.  Harris's  room  two  or  three 
evenings — ^not  more  than  twice  the  whole  winter. 
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Senator  Allbn.  It  was  at  one  of  these  times  that  the  conversation 
can\p  up  about  the  use  of  money  to  defeat  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  the  talk  all  winter. 

Senator  Allbn.  Answer  my  question. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Allen.  One  of  those  t 

Mr,  BuTTZ.  It  was  the  talk  all  winter  among  the  men  who  met  in 
the  house.  We  would  see  it  in  the  newspapers,  and  we  would  talk 
about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  The  newspapers  are  open  to  us;  I  am  not  asking 
about  them,  but  about  this  conversation  at  the  house.  Who  was  the 
first  person  you  heard  speak  of  money  being  used  to  defeat  the  tariff 
billt 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  do  not  recollect  who  spoke  first. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  have  a  complete  recollection  that  this  man 
HoJman  said  he  could  make  (15,000  and  you  could  get  (1,000  of  it  if 
you  could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  tariff  bilL  How 
was  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Because  that  was  a  distinct  time. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  room  was  that  conversation  hddf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  Maj.  Harris's  room,  openly,  in  April,  between  the  1st 
and  5th,  and  before  he  was  taken  down  sick. 

Senator  Allen.  Before  Msy.  Harris  was  taken  down  sick  had  you 
not  heard  this  conversation  t 

Mr.  BuTTz.  We  talked  frequently  about  the  tariff.  Ms^.  Harris  was 
bitterly  opposed  to  the  tariff,  and  he  was  denouncing  it  all  the  time. 

Senator  Allen.  I  asked  you  if  you  did  not  have  a  talk  with  Mr, 
Holman  on  the  subject  of  money  used  to  defeat  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  There  was  general  talk. 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  Holman  teU  you!  Use  his  language  as 
nearly  as  you  can  when  he  expressed  a  desire  to  find  out  how  Senator 
Kyle  would  vote. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  remember  the  exact  language,  but  the  general 
remark  was  that  he  could  make  (15,000  if  the  tariff  bill  was  beaten; 
but  whether  on  the  stock  exchange  or  how,  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  He  told  you  that  he  could  make  $15,000,  and  would 
give  you  $1,000  if  you  could  ascertain  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote 
on  the  subject  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  was  the  substance  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  He  did  not  ask  you  to  ascertain  whether  Senator 
Kyle  was  going  to  vote  against  the  bill  or  nott 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Just  find  out  how  he  would  vote. 

Senator  Allen.  And  from  that  fact  he  could  make  $15,000  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  is  the  substance. 

Senator  Allen.  And  for  that  information  on  your  part  he  would 
give  you  $1,000 1  There  was  no  other  contingency  upon  which  he  was 
to  give  it  to  yout 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  bill  was  to  be  beaten. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  to  have  $1,000  whenever  you  ascertained 
that  factt    That  is  truet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  is  the  substance  of  it— no,  not  to  have  it  then ;  he 
was  only  to  make  this  money  when  the  bill  was  beaten. 

Senator  Allen.  But  he  was  to  give  you  $1,000  for  your  information 
whenever  you  found  out  definitely  and  reported  to  him  the  way  in 
which  Senator  Kyle  was  going  to  vote.  Then  you  were  to  have  your 
$1,000 1 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  No  one  imagined  that  he  had  aay  money  then. 

Senator  Ax.ijsn.  That  is  what  he  told  youf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko^  that  he  would  get  (15,000  and  would  give  $1,000  to 
find  out. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  he  told  you  that  he  would 
give  (1,000  out  of  the  |15,000  if  he  got  itt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  You  did  not  understand  me  to  say  that  he  would  pay 
$1,000  immediately  Y 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  not  testify  repeatedly  that  he  would  give 
you  $1,000  if  you  found  out  definitely  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote! 

Mr.  BxJTTZ.  You  understood  me  wrongly  if  you  understood  that  way. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  was  he  to  get  thist 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  did  not  say.  It  was  general  talk— did  not  say  how  or 
where. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that,  upon  that  idle  conversa- 
Uaa  alone^  without  believing  what  Msy.  Harris  said,  without  believing 
he  had  the  money,  and  without  knowing  where  the  money  was  to 
come  from,  you  went  to  Senator  Kyle  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
how  he  wa3  going  to  votef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko;  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  never  went  to  Senator  Kyle 
seriously  believing  that  I  would  get  $1,000.    I  did  go  to  the  Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  go  to  him  seriously  ejecting  that  you 
would  earn  $1,000 1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  only  told  him  what  I  had  been  offered? 

Senator  Allen.  Why  did  you  tell  him! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  To  show  how  ridiculous  folks  were  talking;  what  propo- 
sition had  been  made! 

Senator  Allen.  You  deemed  it  proper  to  detail  to  him  this  idle  con- 
Tersationt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  think  it  was  improper. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  deem  it  proper  to  try  to  ascertain  how  he 
was  going  to  vote  on  the  biUY 

Mr.  BxJTTZ.  It  was  not  proper  to  influence  him  improperly,  but  I  had 
a  right  to  ofier  a  legitimate  argument. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  testified  that  you  have  a  moral  right  to 
approach  a  Senator  and  lay  before  him  ex  parte  arguments  and  under- 
take to  influence  his  voteY 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  believe  that  it  is  my  right  to  go  there  and  show 
him  that  it  is  against  my  locality. 

Senator  Axlen.  And  you  believe  you  have  a  right  to  go  to  a  Sena- 
tor's chamber  or  committee  room,  wherever  he  may  be,  and  have  a 
secret  conversation  with  him  and  seek  to  influence  his  votef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  secret  conversation. 

Senator  Allen.  Yes,  you  do  know  what  I  mean  by  secret  conversa* 
tion.  You  know  I  mean  it  as  a  conversation  distinct  from  one  in  the 
presence  of  other  persons.  Kow,  you  swear  that  you  believe  you  have 
a  right  to  do  that! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  swear  that  I  have  a  right  to  have  a  secret  con- 
versation with  a  man. 

Senator  Allen.  You  swear  that  you  have  a  right  to  approach  a 
Senator  or  Member  of  Congress,  and  undertake  by  persuasion  to 
influence  his  vote  or  his  conduct  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Influence  his  reason;  convince  him  of  what  would  be  of 
most  benefit  to  the  country. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  you  think  you  had  a  right  to  approach  a 
judge  who  had  a  judicial  duty  to  discharge  in  the  same  way  1 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  a  right  to  go  in  and  make  an  argament. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  before  the  pnblic.  Ton  have  a  right  to  go 
before  committees;  bnt  do  yon  think  yon  have  a  right  to  go  to  one  of 
these  members  of  Congress  and  nndertake  to  inflnence  his  votet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  wonld  not  hesitate  to  go  to  yon,  Senator 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  npon  the  strength  of  what  Holman  told  yon 
fhat  yon  went  to  Senator  Kyle  and  his  clerk  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  went  to  Kyle  first. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  went  to  Senator  Kyle's  derk,  McFarlanef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.Tes. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  went  to  Mr.  Kyle's  committee  room  and  called 
this  clerk  ont  on  three  or  fonr  occasions  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  On  one  or  two  occasions  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Tes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  wanted  to  know  from  him  whether  the  Senator 
had  definitely  conclnded  as  to  his  votet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  not  on  one  of  those  occasions,  the  laston^ 
say  to  Mr.  McFarlane  that  yon  wanted  to  know  what  the  Senator  haa 
determined;  that  yon  were  going  down  town  to  see  these  people,  refer- 
ring to  the  persons  yon  were  negotiating  with.  Did  yon  not  nse  Ian- 
gnage  of  that  kindt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  certainly  was  not  negotiating  with  anybody,  and  conld 
not  nse  that  langnage. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  swear  yon  did  not  nse  that  langnage  T 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Tes. 

Senator  Allen,  Did  yon  not  say  to  Mr.  Kyle's  derk  that  the  money 
was  in  this  city  and  in  a  bankt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  not  also  say  to  him  that  he  conld  tmst 
yon;  that  the  money  wonld  be  pnt  in  yonr  hands  in  a  sealed  enyeloi^i 
marked,  and  the  money  wonld  be  passed  over  to  himt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  nothing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  did  not  nse  words  to  that  effectf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  natnre  of  Mr.  Holman's  practibfiy 
speaking  generally;  what  branch  of  practice  is  he  engaged  inf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  know  he  has  been  before  the  Chilian  commission. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  know  whether  he  is  representing  any  sx>eoiaI 
interest  in  the  city  or  nott 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen*  Do  yon  know  how  long  he  has  been  practicing  law 
heret 

Mr.  Bttttz.  I  think  for  many  years,  to  hear  him  talk. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  is  het 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  snppose  65. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  learn  from  these  gentlemen  and  others  you 
were  associated  with  at  that  time  that  there  was  any  likelihood  of 
money  being  raised  to  defeat  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Only  what  we  got  on  to  from  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  yon  men  attempt  to  originate  a  scheme 
among  yourselves  to  ascertain  how  certain  men  wonld  vote  for  the 
pnrpose  of  speculating  upon  those  votes  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  nothing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  When  yon  first  went  to  see  yonng  Hnnton  at  War 
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lenton,  joa  first  talked  with  him  about  employing  him  as  an  attorney 
in  a  land  matter  pencUng  in  the  Interior  Department! 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  found  that  he  could  not  be  employed,  did 
you  not  use  this  language,  ^^  That  is  not  what  I  wanted  to  see  you  aoouty 
anyway  ;  I  wanted  to  tolk  with  you  about  the  tariff  billt" 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  use  that  language,  or  language  of  that 
purport  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 


SWOSV  TE8TIM0VT  OF  MB.  EDWASD  E.  HOLMAH. 

The  Ohaibman.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Edward  E.  Holman;  48;  Washington,  D.  C,  and  I  am 
an  attorney  at  law. 

The  Ohaibman.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Washington! 

Mr.  HoLMAH.  Off  and  on  since  about  1872. 

The  Ohaibman.  How  long  have  you  been  a  member  of  the  barf 

lib.  Holman.  May,  1875--of  the  supreme  court  of  the  District  ot 
Golombia. 

The  Ohaibman.  Prior  to  being  admitted  to  the  bar,  what  was  your 
oecnpationt 

Mr.  Holman.  Oontractor.    I  was  at  Holly  Springs,  Miss. 

The  Ohaibman.  Is  your  home  in  Mississippi  f 

Mr.  Holman.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  M^.  0.  W.  Buttzt 

Mr.  Holman.  Yes;  I  have  known  him  three  years,  I  guess.  I  would 
meet  him  here  in  Oongress  when  it  was  in  session,  on  and  on.  Having 
some  matters  pendmg,  we  met. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  ever  have  any  talk  with  M^j.  Buttz  during 
the  present  session  of  Oongress  in  regard  to  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  Holman.  IS'o;  had  no  opportunity  to  talk  with  him.  I  had  a 
talk  direct  with  Elec  Harris,  at  his  house,  and  Maj.  Buttz  was  present. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Mr.  Buttz,  or  in  his  presence, 
that  you  could  receive  or  could  make  $15,000  if  the  tariff  bill  were 
b^tenf 

Mr.  Holman.  "So. 

The  Ohaibman.  Or  that  you  would  give  him  $1,000  to  find  out  how 
Senator  Kyle  would  votet 

Mr.  Holman.  ^o;  never  said  such  a  thing.  I  can  tell  you  how  it 
happened.  My  office  is  on  the  comer  of  Seventh  and  O  streets ;  I  reside 
on  Ninth  street  KW.,  and  every  morning,  walking  down  Kinth  street,  I 
would  stop  at  Mc^.  Harris'.  The  m^or  was  sick  at  the  time.  I 
would  stop  to  see  how  he  was  getting  along.  I  passed  the  door  about 
the  first  week  in  April.  I  went  in  to  see  how  the  major  was.  M^. 
Butts  was  sitting  there,  and  they  were  talking  tariff  whenever  I  saw 
tiiem.  They  seemed  to  be  wild  on  the  tariff.  Elec  was  opposed  to 
Cleveland.  He  said,  <a  can  make  (25,000  or  (30^000,  if  the  tariff  bill 
IB  defeated."  Turning  around  he  said.  <<M^or,  1  will  give  you  $1,000 
if  you  find  out  how  those  Populists  are  going  to  vote."  I  laughed, 
t]iinking  it  was  all  idle  talk.  I  said,  <<How  do  you  think  it  is  going t" 
He  said,  ^^The  vote  will  be  so  close  that  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  going, 
but  the  Populists  have  the  balance  of  power."  That  is  all  I  heard  the 
Bu^orsay. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Which  major  was  thatf 

Mr.  HoLMAN,  Maj.  Harris.  He  was  a  very  nice  man,  and  a  Demo- 
crat. He  is  dead  now.  He  died  on  the  11th  of  May,  and  was  buried 
on  the  13th.    He  was  a  lawyer. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  Maj.  Bnttz  say  t 

Mr.  HoLDfAN.  I  did  not  hear  Maj.  Bnttz  make  any  remark.  I  was 
going  away.  That  was  the  first  week  in  April.  I  was  sick  myself 
fix>m  the  25th  of  January  to  March ;  my  hearing  was  defective.  I  never 
said  anything  of  that  kind  to  Maj.  Buttz.  I  have  better  sense  than 
that.    He  is  very  much  mistaken  if  he  said  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  see  you  Monday  evening  Y 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Yes;  saw  me  twice  Monday  evening.  He  asked  if  I 
remembered  the  conversation  at  M^*  Harris's.  I  told  him  what  I 
knew — that  Msg.  Harris  himself  said  that  he  could  make  so  much 
money  if  the  tariff  bill  were  defeated^  that  he  did  not  care  how  it 
would  go  if  he  could  find  out  how  the  Populists  would  vote.  I  laughed 
and  said:  "How  do  you  expect  to  do  that f'^  He  said:  "They  have 
the  balance  of  power,  and  can  cast  their  vote  either  way  and  cany  it.'' 
That  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

This  conversation  occurred  the  first  week  in  April;  I  can  not  make 
it  more  specific  than  that;  I  paid  no  attention  to  it;  I  did  not  give  it 
a  second  thought.  I  know  it  was  the  first  week  in  April  because  I  was 
sick  with  the  grip  and  had  just  got  out  of  bed.  I  dropped  into  see  M%j. 
Harris  about  a  matter  he  was  assisting  me  in,  and  he  told  me  he  could 
not  do  anything  because  of  the  tariff  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  meet  Buttz  and  have  any  con versation 
on  the  tariff  question  t 

Mr.  Holman.  Not  except  that  time;  that  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  Msy.  Buttz  had  been  away 
from  the  city  before  that  or  nott 

Mr.  Holman.  No. 

Senator  Allrn.  Do  you  remember  his  being  absent  one  Sabbath  f 

Mr.  Holman.  1  know  he  went  away  soon  after  Msy.  Harris's  death, 
and  I  only  saw  him  once.    Msgor  Harris  died  on  the  11th  of  April. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  remember  the  Sabbath,  the  1st  of  April, 
Msg.  Buttz  being  away  t 

Mr.  Holman.  No;  I  can  not  tell  you  anything  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  satisfi^  this  conversation  occurred  after 
the  2d  of  April,  are  you! 

Mr.  Holman.  I  guess  it  must  have  been  after  that,  the  3d  or  4th  of 
April;  I  can  not  fix  the  date. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  Msy.  Harris's  business! 

Mr.  Holman.  An  attorney. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  an  attorney  t 

Mr.  Holman.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  Maj.  Buttz  an  attorney? 

Mr.  Holman.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  M^.  Walker,  an  attorney  t 

Mr.  Holman.  I  do  not  know  Maj.  Walker. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  business^was  in  connection  with  legislation  in 
Congress  and  before  the  Departments. 

Mr.  Holman.  My  business  was  a  judgment  in  the  Court  of  Claims, 
and  I  wanted  to  get  the  money  appropriated. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  a  part  of  your  business  as  an  attorney,  and 
so  with  these  other  men — legislation  from  time  to  timet 
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Mr.  HoLMAN.  Yes ;  I  would  go  to  the  court  and  get  a  judgment,  and 
go  to  Congress  to  get  an  appro|tf*iation  to  pay  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  not  in  the  criminal  practice  t 

Mr.  BuTTz.  No.  My  business  is  before  the  Court  of  Claims  and 
before  Congress. 

Senator  Ali^en.  Your  business  is  to  have  bills  introduced  and  their 
passage  secured  f 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  Go  before  the  committees  and  try  to  have  them  report 
them.  The  business  of  Miy.  Buttz  is  to  appear  before  committees,  and 
it  was  the  business  of  Maj.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Maj.  Harris  say  where  he  was  going  to  get  this 
money  t 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Ko.  If  he  got  it  somebody  else  would  have  to  fur- 
nish it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  organized 
interests  behind  himt 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  He  said:  ^<I  have  that  thing  all  right^  and  I  do  not 
care  how  it  goes.  I  want  to  know  how  the  Populists  will  go.  If  it  is 
defeated  I  can  make" — so  much  money. 

Senator  Allen,  Maj.  Harris  was  a  Democrat! 

Mr.  HoLMAiV.  Yes.    I  am  on  the  fence. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Judge  Harris  t 

Mr.  HoLUAN.  Yes.  He  is  no  relative  of  Maj.  Harris.  He  is  an 
ex-member  of  Congress  and  ex-attorney-general  of  Mississippi.  He  is 
down  in  the  supreme  court  getting  the  laws,  collating  them.  He  did 
practice;  very  seldom  I  hear  of  his  name  in  the  court.  He  was  a  jus- 
tice of  the  peace. 

Senator  Allen.  He  has  some  legislation  pending  heret 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Some  matters. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  all  the  same  way  t 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Ko;  I  have  matters  in  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Senator  Allen.  The  two— Harris  and  Msy.  Buttz — are  what  are 
known  throughout  the  country  as  lobbyists! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  can  not  say  that,  because  Maj.  Buttz  practiced 
around  the  Land  Office  and  other  places. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  that  all  these  men  who  hang  around 
Congress  for  special  legislation  are  classified  as  lobbyists  t 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  If  they  have  no  attorneys  in  the  case. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  care  whether  they  are  attorneys  or  not; 
they  are  looked  upon  in  that  light. 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  do  not  know;  I  have  been  here  for  some  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  thought  in  your  own  mind  that  either 
one  of  these  men  would  be  likely  to  represent  the  sugar  trust,  or  any 
other  trust,  to  defeat  legislation  t 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  do  not  know  about  M^.  Buttz.  If  there  were 
money  in  it  he  would  take  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  you! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No;  I  practice  as  an  attorney.  If  I  could  not  make 
money  legitimately  1  would  go  back  on  the  farm. 

Senator  Lindsat.  I  do  not  understand  that  you  include  Judge 
Hzirris  in  that  class  t 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  So. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  speaking  of  Maj.  Harris  and  Buttz. 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  do  not  know  much  about  Buttz.  I  suppose  I  have 
not  seen  him  more  than  once  or  twice  in  two  or  three  years. 
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Senator  Allen.  Yoa  never  made  any  such  proposition  as  attributed 
to  you  by  Mr.  Buttz  t 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  at  that  time  represent  any  interest  that  was 
offering  money  to  defeat  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  organized  attempt  to  defeat  the 
tariff  biUf 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  looked  upon  Msg.  Harris's  remark  as  a  OoL 
Sellers  expression! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Just  about. 

Adijourned  until  to-morrow,  the  24th  instant,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


63d  Congebss,  >  SEK^ATB.  (  Eeport 

2d  Session.      ]  )  No.  467. 


DT  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Mat  29, 1894.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gbat,  fix>m  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 
Biibery,  etc.,  nnder  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  May  17^  189^  sab- 
mitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows— 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  the  San,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill :  and 

whereas  it  nas  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign pnrposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Besoived,  That  a  committee  of  nve  Senators  be  appointed  to  inyestlgate  these 
eharges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  i>erson  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tarin  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  au  d 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

Resolved  further,  That  said  conmiitteebe  authorized  to  inyestigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  because 
of  the  matters  hereinafter  stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as 
follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Capi- 
tol on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  tiie 
examination  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
said  resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the 
matters  submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  24th  day 
of  May,  A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Elisha 
J.  Edwards,  who  had  been  duly  subpoenal  and  summoned  as  a  witmess 
to  appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

He  was  shown  a  copy  of  The  Press,  a  newspaper  printed  and  pub- 
lished in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  of  the  date  of  May  14,  1894.  He 
stated  that  he  was  a  correspondent  of  that  papeor,  and  that  a  certain 
letter  therein  contained,  signed  Holland,  was  written  and  sent  to  said 
paper  by  him. 
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Whereupon  the  following  proceedings  were  had: 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

''Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee  or  tlM 
Democratic  members  of  it  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  'Uie 
room,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  th« 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  xM)ssible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  President's  wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest  and,  for  him, 
excited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  bat  it  is  substantially 
accurate  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.'' 

You  say  from  remembrance.    Is  it  yours  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Partly  mine  and  partly  my  informant's. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  to  say  that  you  heard  Mr.  Carlisle t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  what  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembranoet 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  r^emembrance  of  what  my  informant  said. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  your  informant  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  That,  I  suppose,  I  shall  have  to  decline  to  answer.  I  do  it  with  the 
utmost  respect  to  the  committee  and  the  Senate.  The  information  was  given  to  me 
under  obligations  of  the  highest  confidence  by  the  one  who  entailed  tliat  obligaiti<m, 
so  that  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  reveal  his  name. 

After  the  above-detailed  proceedings  were  bad  the  witneBS  requested 
time  in  which  to  consult  counsel;  which  request  was  granted. 

That  on  the  afternoon  of  the  same  day^  the  24th  of  May.  18d4,  the 
witness  reappeared  before  the  committee  and  asked  a  iurtner  indul- 
gence,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  been  unable  as  yet  to  consult  with 
bis  counsel. 

Whereupon  the  witness  was  farther  examined,  as  will  appear  by  the 
stenographer's  report  herewith  submitted. 

That  on  the  25th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1894,  the  witness,  Edwards, 
reappeared  before  the  committee,  accompanied  by  his  counsel,  when 
the  committee,  through  their  chairman,  propounded  to  the  witness 
the  following  questions: 

Kow,  Mr.  Edwards,  when  yon  left  the  room  on  yesterday  it  was  for  the  pnipose 
of  consulting  yonr  counsel  and  making  np  yonr  mind,  after  having  consulted  him, 
whether  you  would  answer  thequestion  that  was  propounded  to  you  by  the  com- 
mittee, which  question  was,  "Who  ffave  you  the  information  upon  which  yon  made 
the  statement  that  the  Secretary  or  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle,  made  a  secret  visit 
to  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  some  time  in  February,  and 
while  there  made  a  certain  appeal  to  themf "  aU  of  which  was  read  to  yon  as  from 
yonr  letter  to  the  Phildelphia  Press,  published  May  1|,  1894.  The  question  is  now 
repeated. 

Whereupon  the  witness,  by  his  counsel,  filed  the  following  objections  to  answering 
said  question: 

First.  That  the  question  relates  to  a  subject  that  was  not  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee, as  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which  the  committee  is  acting  shows  on 
its  fkce.  Second.  That  the  resolution  does  not  show  on  its  face  that  it  is  intended 
for  any  purpose  of  legislation,  or  with  regard  to  any  matter  within  the  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Senate  to  inquire  into.  Third.  That  the  question  has  no  relevancy  to  the 
jnrisdiction  that  the  Senate  has  to  punish  its  members  for  disorderly  conduct,  nor 
to  the  jnrisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  compel  the  attendance  of  absent  members,  nor 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  determine  as  to  the  election  or  qualification  of 
its  own  members,  nor  to  the  jnrisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  try  cases  of  impeachment. 
Those  are  the  only  matters  in  which  the  Senate  has  power  to  compel  a  witness  to 
testify,  if  the  result  of  his  refusal  places  him  in  contempt.  Fourth.  That  the  ques- 
tion solicits  information  that  is  utterly  unnecessary.  It  ijB  important  for  the  com- 
mittee, for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  the  truth  of  the  aUegea  charge,  to  ascertain 
who  informed  Mr.  Edwards.  The  question  before  the  committee  is,  whether  iht 
charge  is  true  or  false,  not  who  gave  the  information.    As  to  whether  it  U  tm«  or 
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fidM,  the  infonnation  can  be  obtained  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  from 
the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  Suppose  they  admit  It,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  get  the  name  of  the  informant;  if  they  deny  it,  it  would  be  equally 
umecessary.  An  answer  to  the  question  may  have  a  tende«icy  to  bring  about  crim- 
inal proceedings  against  the  witness.  Fifth.  Being  a  newspaperman,  the  witness  is 
under  honorable  obligations  not  to  disclose  the  source  of  his  information,  because  if 
be  Tiolated  that  obligation  of  honor  it  would  degrade  him  in  the  estimation  not  only 
of  members  of  his  own  profession,  bat  of  the  entire  community. 

The  said  several  objections  were  overroled  by  the  committee^  and 
thereni)on  the  following  farther  proceedings  were  had: 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  shaU  have  to  foUow  the  advice  given  by  my  counsel,  and  for  the 
reasons  set  forth  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chai  HMAN.  We  ask  you  again  who  was  your  informant  that  Mr.  Carlisle,  after 
having  made  that  statement,  turned  and  left  the  committee  room,  goin^  away  with 
that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before  he  did  so  signified  his  willingness  him- 
self to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government 
md  yet  be  j  nst  to  the  sugar  interests  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  As  I  stated  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  An  yo\L  decline  to  answer f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  when  the  bHl  was  before  the  snb* 
committee  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  some  of  the  officers  and  managers 
of  Uie  sugar  trust  established  themselves  in  Washington,  being  in  New  York  a  pai^  of 
^e  time  and  in  Washington  at  frequent  intervals:  that  upon  one  occasion  there 
were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  hotel  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Sena- 
tor Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  Brice's  Terrill,  and  one  other  man,  whose  name  it  may  be 
worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  yon  decline  to  answert 

Mr.  Edwards.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  on  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Toorheee, 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  denied,  in  the  Senate,  that  any  amendments 
were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as  originally  reported  by  the  Finance  Coumiittee, 
the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as.  prepared  by  Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of 
one  of  the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of  Moore  &,  Schley  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer  f 

Mr.  Edwards*  Under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  Who  informed  you  that  upon  the  Sunday  before  the  bHl,  as  first 
reported,  was  sent  to  the  Senate  there  was  a  striking  iilustration  of  the  absolute 
domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee ;  that  that  was  an  all-day  and  half-tbe-night  session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day ; 
that  in  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  in  one 
wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust — Havemeyer  and  TerriU 
and  Meyer  and  Ben  Le  Fevre  and  others ;  that  these  men  sat,  as  the  rulers  of  a  political 
eonvention  sit,  in  a  place  apart,  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are 
to  act ;  that  there  were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  finance  rooms  and  the 
quarters  occupied  by  the  trust  all  day ;  that  everything  had  been  arranged  np  to  the 
pcnnt  of  satisfying  the  Louisiana  Senators ;  that  even  the  trust  realized  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Democratic  party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  wonld  surely 
be  two  votes  against  the  bill ;  that  it  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a 
Uttie  and  taking  a  littie ;  that  at  one  time  it  seemed  as  if  the  whole  negotiation  must 
CO  to  pieces ;  that  never  was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests 
m  tiie  oonmiittee  rooms  of  the  Capitol;  that  at  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caf- 
&ry  drafted  a  schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other 
members  of  the  sugar  trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  as 
one  Soiator  who  saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  expressed  it;  that  it  was  a  crucial 
Bioment ;  that  when  Senator  Caffery  had  finishea  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft, 
reluctantly  accepted  it;  it  was  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and 
there  accepted? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant.' 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  decline  to  answer,  under  advice  of  counsel. 

The  testimony  of  the  said  witness  Edwards  is  hereto  attaclied,  and 
marked  exhibit  1« 

In  farther  performance  of  their  duties  the  committee  on  the  24th  day 
of  May,  A.  D.  1894,  proceeded  to  examine  as  a  witness  one  Jobft  6L 
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Shriver,  who  had  been  dnly  subpoBnaed  and  snnunoned  as  a  witness, 
and  he  then  appeared  and  sabmitted  himself  to  be  examined  as  a  wit^ 
ness  before  the  committee,  and  after  being  dnly  sworn  by  theehairmaa 
of  the  committee,  testified  that  he  was  a  correspondent  of  the  Mail  and 
Express,  a  newspaper  printed  and  published  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

A  copy  of  said  newspaper,  dated  May  19, 1894,  was  shown  said  wit- 
ness, and  he  stated  that  he  wrote  the  article  or  letter  therein  contained, 
making  certain  allegations  which  are  properly  the  subject  ci  inquiry 
by  the  committee. 

Whereupon  the  following  proceedings  were  had: 

The  Chairman.  In  it  you  say  (referring^  to  the  article  aboYe-mentioned) : 
"  Jast  here  it  may  be  well  to  give  a  little  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last 
few  weeks  in  which  the  sugar  &ast  has  taken  such  a  prominent  ^art.    The  head- 

a Darters  of  the  officials  of  the  trust  have  been  in  a  certain  room  in  the  Arlington 
[otel. 

"The  night  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  tha 
trust  must  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  biU  would  be  killed,  there  happened  to  be  in 
the  next  room  to  the  sugar  trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  plac«  not  far 
from  New  York.  He  hM.  come  to  Washington  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  to  change  its  schedule  in  which  he  was  interested,  and.  worn  out  with 
his  yain  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  '  triumvirate'  in  charge 
€i  the  bill,  he  Dad  retired  to  bis  room. 

'^He  haa  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud  talking  in  the  sum-trust  parlor 
attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slumber  was  impossible.  The  voices 
next  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night  proceeded.  He  distinctly  dis- 
tinguished the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew,  and  also  those 
of  the  sugar- trust  magnates.  It  was  nearlv  morning  when  the  conference  broke  up 
and  the  wire-manufacturer  was  allowed  at  last  to  fall  asleep.  He  did  not,  however, 
remain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  because  what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him 
too  good  news. 

"Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  and  telling  his  friends, 
wnong  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen,  that  he  knew  the  Wilson  biU  would  never 

SM.  He  made  no  secret  of  how  he  got  his  information,  and  even  told  the  names  of 
e  Senators  who  had  been  in  the  room  next  to  him  nearlv  all  night.  The  wire- 
manufacturer  did  not  linger  about  Washington,  but  returned  to  his  home  frilly  sat- 
isfied that  there  was  no  use  for  his  remaining  any  longer  to  see  tile  Demootatio 
Finance  Committee." 

That  is  in  your  letter.  Do  you,  of  your  own  knowledge,  know  the  flEMts  therein 
Btatedt 

Mr.  Shbivbb.  The  story  was  told  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  first  ask  you,  do  you,  of  your  own  knowledge,  know  the  fikots 
tiierein  stated  f 

Mr.  Shrivbb.  No. 

The  Chairmak.  What  is  your  authority  for  that  statementt 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  A  Congressman,  member  of  the  House. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  tell  you  thist 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  Tes:  that  he  was  told  by  this  wire  manufacturer. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  Congressman's  namet 

Mr.  Shriyrr.  I  am  requested  by  the  Congressman  not  to  reveal  it. 

The  Chairman.  But  we  want  you  to  reveal  it. 

Mr.  SuRivsR.  He  has  requested  me  not  to  do  it.  He  gave  me  the  story  fbf  pnbli- 
«ation,  never  thinking  anything  would  come  of  it.  When  I  spoke  to  him  about 
having  been  spoken  to  by  members  of  the  committee  in  regard  to  it,  he  said  he  did 
not  wish  to  be  bronght  into  the  matter,  and  requested  me  not  to  give  his  name. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  yon  know  the  name  of  the  wire  manufrboturerf 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  Tes. 

The  Chairbian.  What  is  his  name  f 

Mn  Shrivbr.  llie  Congressman  does  not  desire  me  to  give  that  either. 
•  ••••*• 

Senator  Davis.  This  investigation  is  predicated  on  this  article.  Toa  have  no 
excuse  not  to  disclose  these  names,  legal  excuse,  except  that  it  will  oriminate  yon. 
I  do  not  understand  you,  to  put  your  hesitation  to  answer  upon  the  ground  that  yon 
Will  be  criminating  yourself. 

Mr.  Shriv'br.  Not  at  all.    But  it  is  this :  A  newspaperman  considers  when 
ttoo  is  given  to  him  in  oonfidence  lie  should  not  violate  the  oonfidenoo. 
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The  Chairman.  Yoa  say :  "There  are  a  nnmber  of  Senators  who  will  be  gind  if  this 
iB^estigation  should  fail,  simply  because  then  they  could  charge  the  correspondents 
with  circulating  scandalous  reports  and  have  another  chance  to  denounce  the  press 
npon  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  But  if  she  newspaper  men  are  given  a  chance  to  tell  all 
t£ey  know  some  interesting  developments  will  be  made/' 

Did  you  write  thatf 

Mr.  Shiiivbr.  Tes.  Ton  know  when  a  newspaper  man  is  told  a  thing  he  is  gen- 
erally  supposed  to  hold  the  confidence  of  the  man.  I  have  been  a  newspaper  cor- 
respondent in  Washington  for  ten  years.  I  think  I  hold  the  confidence  of  a  eood 
manymemberSy  because  I  never  yioiated  their  confidence.  I  think  there  are  things, 
if  I  should  give  my  authority,  at  times  it  would  lessen  me  in  their  opinion  and  pre- 
vent me  carrying  on  my  business.  And  this  is  a  case  where  I  have  requested  the 
Congressman  to  use  his  name,  and  he  declines  to  allow  me  to  do  it. 

After  the  proceedings  above  detailed,  the  witness  (Shriver)  requested 
time  in  which  to  consult  counsel.  That  on  the  25th  day  of  May,  A.  D. 
1894,  the  witness  reappeared  before  the  committee,  and  announced  that 
he  had  consulted  counsel,  and  the  following  proceedings  were  had : 

The  Chairmak.  Then  yon  definitely  decline  this  morning  to  teU  the  committee 
who  it  was  told  you  the  story  that  was  published  by  you  m  the  Mail  and  Express, 
in  its  issue  of  Saturday  last,  and  to  which  your  attention  was  directed  on  yester- 
dayt 

Mr.  SHRnrsR.  I  do  at  present,  because  I  have  been  asked  not  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  Then  yon  do  definiteW  decline  t 

Mr.  Shrivsr.  Tes ;  I  decline  because  i  have  not  seen  B^y  counsel  within  two  hours, 
and  he  advised  me  to  decline  until  I  had  seen  him. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  decline,  also,  to  give  the  name  of  the  person  who  was 
alluded  to  in  that  letter  as  the  wire  manufacturer  f 

Mr.  Shriyrr.  Yes;  I  do. 

The  testimony  of  the  witness  Shriver  by  question  and  answer  is 
hereto  attached,  and  marked  exhibit  No.  2. 

The  subpoenas  by  which  said  witnesses  were  commanded  to  appear 
and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  afore^aiiL 
together  with  the  certificate  of  service  thereof,  are  hereto  attached,  ana 
marked  exhibits  3  and  4,  respectively. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  each  of 
said  witnesses  was  a  proper  question,  and  pertinent  to  the  question 
under  inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the 
examination  ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  each  of 
said  witnesses  is  in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  mentis  to  be  dealt  with 
for  his  misconduct;  and  that  each  of  said  witnesses,  by  his  various 
refusals  to  answer  the  questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the 
provisions  of  that  certain  act  of  Oongress  in  such  cases  made  and  pro- 
vided, being  chapter  7  of  the  Bevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States, 
which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

8so.  102,  Bey.  Stat.  Erery  person  who,  haTinj^  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers 
npon  any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either 
^Mise  of  Congress,  willfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  reuses  to 
answer  any  tjnestion  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shall  be  deemed 
gnilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  thau  one  thoasaud  dol- 
lais  nor  less  than  one  hunored  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  Jail  for  not 
less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  mouths. 

Sbc.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  jiaper  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress,  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  hyt  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Skc.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  sbaU  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  Jury  foi  their  aoUoik^ 
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Wherefore,  tlie  committee  report  and  request  that  the  President  of  the 
Senate  certify  as  to  each  witness  his  aforesaid  failure  to  testify  and  his 
aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  facts  herein,  under  the  seal  of 
the  Senate,  to  the  U.  S.  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  the  end  that  each  of  said  witnesses  may  be  proceeded  against  in 
manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 

Geo.  Gray. 

William  Lindsay. 

O.  K.  Davis. 

H.  0.  LoDaE. 

William  Y.  Allen. 


Washuvgtoh,  D.  0.y  May  24, 1894. 

The  committee  met  parsaant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allien. 

SWOSV  STATEKEHT  OF  EUSHA  J.  ESWASDa 

The  Ghaibmajt.  What  is  yonr  agef 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  am  46. 

The  Ohaibman.  Where  is  yonr  residence  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  My  legal  residence  is  Greenwich,  Oonn.  I  live  in 
the  suburbs  of  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  occupation  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  News-writer;  correspondent. 

The  Chaibman.  Of  what  paper  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Mainly  for  the  Philadelphia  Press — entirely  so,  prao- 
tieally. 

The  Ohaibman.  Are  you  a  graduate  of  Yalef 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes;  in  1870,  of  the  Yale  Law  School  of  that  year. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  yon  the  writer  of  the  article  or  letter  in  the 
Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  signed  <' Holland  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  There  are  some  statements  of  iact  in  that  letter 
about  which  we  would  like  your  testimony.  You  say  in  that  article 
that^ 

In  the  sammer  of  1892,  after  Mr.  Cleyeland's  nomination,  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  Haye- 
neyer,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and  one  or  two  others  had  a  conversation,  either  in  Green- 
wich or  nx>on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  in  which  the  sngar  interests  were  earnestly  dis- 
eaaaed,  and  those  interested  as  a£fected  by  the  situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands  par- 
iicolarly  analyzed.  There  is  no  doubt  now  that  at  this  meeting  there  were  planted 
the  seeds  of  the  policy  developed  by  Mr.  Cleveland  after  he  became  President  toward 
the  Hawaiian  Islands.  At  that  time  and  subsequently  there  came  about  understand- 
inn  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  friends  of  his  which,  if  they  could  ever  be 
fally  exposed,  would  explain  completely  that  miserable  and  strangely  unreasonable 
Hawaiian  incident. 

Will  you  state  what  you  know  about  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  ought  to  state  that  after  having  written  that 
article  I  became  satisfi^  that  my  mind  was  a  little  confosed  as  to  the 
dates,  and  that  the  meeting  which  I  described  there  occurred  in  the 
sommer  of  1893  instead  of  the  summer  of  1892^  and  that  the  conversa- 
tion which  I  heard  indicated  in  an  explanatory  way  what  the  relations 
of  the  administration  and  the  sugar  trust  were  to  the  Hawiian  incident. 
I  am  satisfied  that  I  have  the  date  wrong;  it  was  not  1892,  but  1893. 

The  Ohaibman.  It  was  in  1893,  then  f 

Ifr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  OHAiBMAir.  It  was  after  Mr.  Cleveland's  election,  and  not  after 
his  nomination  f 

Mr.  Edwabds  After  his  election.  It  explains  what  had  gone  before 
mitead  of  what  was  to  come. 

&Bep.457 2  ^ 
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The  Ohaibman.  What  do  you  know  about  the  matter  there  stated 
as  taking  place  in  the  summer  of  1893  instead  of  1892  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  May  I  not  be  permitted  to  refer  to  a  memorandum! 

The  Ohaibman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  written  out  carefully,  with  a  view  of  helping 
the  committee,  some  notes,  in  order  that  I  may  be  accurate  in  my  state- 
ments. 

The  Chairman.  We  do  not  want  you  to  read  from  the  memorandum; 
you  may  refresh  your  recollection  from  it  and  then  state.  Were  those 
memoranda  made  at  the  time  or  since  t 

Mr.  Edwabbs.  Since  I  have  been  summoned  before  the  committee, 
and  mainly  to  refresh  my  memory  so  that  I  may  be  accurate.  I  think 
in  September  of  last  year — ^I  can  only  identify  the  time  by  the  fact  that 
it  was  soon  after  my  return  from  a  holiday,  which  must  have  been 
about  the  1st  of  September,  1893— about  that  time,  that  is,  as  nearly 
as  I  can  recollect  it,  I  met  a  gentleman  who  spoke  to  me  about  an 
article  that  I  had  written  coucemiug  an  operation  upon  Mr.  Cleveland's 
jaw  for  cancer  or  malignant  growth,  which  operation  had  taken  place 
some  weeks  befoie  upon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht.  That  article  excited  a 
good  deal  of  interest  throughout  the  country.  This  gentleman  said  to 
me,  ^<  As  important  as  that  news  is,  there  is  something  much  more 
important  to  this  country  besides  the  fatal  disease,  and  which  is  now 
brewing."  I  asked  him  if  it  was  something  which  he  could  give  me. 
He  said  not  then,  because  he  was  under  confidence  not  to  do  it.  Later, 
when  he  had  the  information  that  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  restore 
the  Queen  of  Hawaii  and  that  it  had  failed,  this  gentleman  stated 
that  that  was  the  news  which  he  had  and  could  not  give.  My  recol- 
lection is  that  he  either  told  me  it  was  on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  at  his 
place,  or  at  some  resort,  a  pleasure  excursion  of  some  kind.  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and  some  others  were 
present. 

Senator  Aixbn.  Was  that  E.  0.  Benedict! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  E.  C.  Benedict.  There  had  been  a  general  conversa- 
tion about  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  sugar  interests,  and  I  think  he  said 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  at  all  events  it  was  said  by  some  one,  that  there  would 
be  a  sensation  in  the  country  betbre  Congress  met 

The  Chairman.  Who  said  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Either  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict,  or  some  one 
in  the  party;  because  it  would  be  then  found  that  there  was  peace  in 
Hawaii  and  the  Queen  would  be  restored.  This  gentleman  was  a  CoL 
H.  W.  R.  Hoyt,  of  Greenwich.  He  had  been  speaker  of  the  Connect- 
icut legislature  and  a  warm  personal  friend  of  mine  for  twenty  yea^.  I 
was  particularly  impressed  by  it,  because  Col.  Hoyt  had  given  me  infer 
mation  in  the  campaign  of  1892,  which  I  found  in  part  correct,  and  h€ 
had  been  counsel  for  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  was  also  a  resident  o) 
Greenwich,  but  he  was  counsel  not  connected  with  the  sugar  interests, 
but  real  estate. 

Senator  Allen.  Which  Havemeyer.  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  the  president  of  the  sugar  trust 
so  that  I  was  particularly  impressed  by  that  information. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  that  information,  in  addition  to  what  yoi 
saidf 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  information  was  that  the  story  which  he  ooulc 
have  told  me  in  September  was  that  there  had  been  an  admission,  con- 
fession,  or  statement  of  these  people  that  before  the  regular  session  ol 
Congress  it  would  be  found  that  the  Queen  had  been  restored*    OoL 
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Hoyt  said  he  could  not  tell  it  then.  After  the  news  came  the  colonel 
met  me  and  said  that  was  the  news  which  he  would  liked  to  have  told 
me. 

The  Chaibman.  From  whom  did  he  say  he  got  this  information  t 

^ir.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  think  he  told  me  from  whom  he  got  it 

The  Chalbman.  You  say  it  occurred  where  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Either  upon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  Mr.  Benedict's 
place,  or  some  recreative  gathering  which  happened  about  that  time. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  Col.  Hoyt  tell  you  in  that  way ;  that  it  occurred 
on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  at  his  house,  or  some  recreative  gathering! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  ^o;  I  put  it  in  my  mind  that  way. 

The  CnAiBMAN.  What  connection  had  that  with  the  sugar  business, 
what  Col.  Hoyt  saidt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  What  did  that  have  to  do  with  the  sugar  business  t 

The  Chaibman.  Yes;  about  sugar  interests t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No  connection,  other  than  the  suggestion  that  the 
sugar  people  were  as  influential  as  they  had  been  from  the  time  of 
the  election  as  before. 

The  Chaibman.  He  made  that  suggestion  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  He  made  that  suggestion;  not  in  those  precise  words ; 
but  that  was  the  idea. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  he  tell  you  how  he  obtained  this  information  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  my  impression  is  that  he  heard  it  from  some  of 
those  people.    He  did  not  tell  me  how  he  heard  it. 

Senator  Allen.  That  he  heard  it  of  one  of  this  party  of  which  jrou 
speakt 

Mr.  EdwabdIs.  My  impression  is  that  he  told  me. 

The  Chaibman.  That  it  was  either  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  Mr.  Benedictf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict,  or  some  of  the  party, 

The  Chaibman.  Who  were  they  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Mr.  Cleveland  was  there. 

The  Chaibman.  You  have  stated  that. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  remember  his  mentioning  any  others. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  you  sure  Mr.  Hoyt  said  that  Mr.  Cleveland  was 
theret 

Mr.  EDWAitDS.  No;  I  am  not  absolutely  sure;  my  impression  is  that 
he  did  say  so. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  that  all  that  Col.  Hoyt  told  you  at  the  timet 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Except  to  refer  to  the  conversation  that  we  had  the 
year  previous. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  wish  to  interrupt  you  at  all  in  your  exam- 
ination, but  I  want  to  facilitate  it  all  I  can.  It  strikes  me  that  right 
there  it  might  be  important  to  ascertain  exactly  what  Col.  Hoyt 
imformed  this  witness  was  agreed  upon  in  this  meeting  upon  the  yacht, 
if  he  did  inform  him  of  anything,  in  refercDce  to  the  sugar  interests  of 
Hawaii,  and  how  the  parties  there  assembled  aiTived  at  the  conclusion 
titiat  the  Queen  would  be  restored. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  that  '<at  that  time,  and  subsequently,  there 
came  about  understandings  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  Mends 
of  his  which,  if  they  could  be  ever  fully  exposed,  would  explain  com- 
pletely that  miserable  and  strangely  unreasonable  Hawaiian  incident." 
What  were  those  understandings  to  which  you  refer  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Those  would  be  very  largely  inferential,  and  it  would 
be  necessary  for  me  to  go  back  and  explain. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  at  that  time,  and  subsequentlyi  there  came 
about  these  understandin^^rf 
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Mr.  Edwabds.  I  explained  to  you  that  I  made  a  mistake  in  the  lata 
The  Ohaibman.  I  take  your  date,  the  sommer  of  1893.    You  say: 

At  that  time,  and  subseqnentlyy  there  oame  abont  rmderstandings  between  Mr. 
Cleveland  and  these  friends  of  his  which,  if  they  oonld  ever  be  fully  exposed,  wonld 
explain  completely  that  miserable  and  sixangely  unreasonable  Hawaiian  incident. 

What  were  those  understandings  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Those  understandings  were  conjecturaL 

TheCHAiBMAN.  On  your  part! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  On  my  part,  and  on  the  part  of  many  persons,  that 
that  Hawaiian  policy  of  the  President  was  due  very  largely  to  the 
friendly  interest  of  the  sugar  people  (Mr.  Spreckels  particularly)  in 
having  the  Queen  restored  and  overthrowing  the  Provisional  Govern- 
ment. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  not  OoL  Hoyt  tell  you  definitively  what  those 
understandings  weref 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  he  did  not. 

The  Ohaibman.  Then  these  understandings  to  which  you  have 
referred  in  the  article  quoted  are  conjectures! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  They  are  my  conjectures,  many  of  them. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  themf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge;  no. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  are  the  conjectures  founded  upon — ^the  £EMst 
that  they  were  upon  this  yacht  and  talking  about  Hawaii  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Partly  upon  that. 

The  Ohaibman.  Upon  what  elsef 

Mr.  Edwabds.  And  partly  upon  the  fact  that  in  the  winter  of  1893, 
before  that,  Mr.  Dickinson,  I  understood,  came  to  New  York  and  said 
that  a  commission  was  to  be  appointed  to  go  to  Hawaii  and  arrange  for 
certain  matters  which  were  then  in  contemplation. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  mean  the  winter  of  1893,  or  1892 1 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes;  I  should  say  in  January,  1893. 

The  Ohaibman.  Don  Dickinson  said  to  whomt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  remember. 

The  Ohaibman.  Who  told  you  that  he  said  sot 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  can  not  tell  you  the  person.  I  gathered  that  in  my 
newspaper  work  in  New  York. 

The  Ohaibman.  Would  the  fact  that  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict, 
and  Mr.  Oleveland  were  together  at  Havemeyer's  house,  or  on  his 
yacht,  or  at  some  other  place,  justify  your  conjecture  that  they  framed 
the  matter  which  is  here  stated! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  say  : 

It  is  known  that  at  Lakewood,  before  Mr.  Cleveland  became  President,  and  after 
the  successful  revolution  in  Hawaii  had  been  made  known  to  President  Harrison's 
administration^  a  meeting  took  place  at  which  the  determination  was  reached  to 
overthrow  the  revolutionists  and  restore  the  Queen. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  was  information  obtained  by  me  at  the  time  in 
the  general  course  of  investigation  of  that  matter.  It  was  generally 
understood  as  a  matter  of  common  talk  that  there  was  such  a  meet- 
inff---that  there  was  an  agreement  at  that  time. 

The  Ohaibman.  A  meeting  of  whomt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Mr.  Oleveland  and  gentlemen  who  were  dose  to  hinL 
I  understood  Mr.  Lament  was  tiiere. 

The  Ohaibman.  Who  elset 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Don  DiokinsoiL 

The  Ohaibman.  Who  elset 
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Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  recall  all  who  were  there.  I  think  Mr. 
Straus.  My  impression  is  Mr.  Straus  was  there.  These  are  impreS' 
flions  from  recollection  only. 

The  Ghaibmas.  Impressions  from  whatf 

Mr.  Edwards.  BecoUections  of  my  own  work  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  workt 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  work  of  a  newspaper  corresi>ondent. 

The  OHAiRMAir.  From  whom  did  you  get  this  information  about 
Lakewoodf 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  could  not  identify  the  particular  party.  It  would 
be  imxK)88ible  for  me  to  tell  you. 

The  Chairman.  Who*  told  you  about  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  tell  you.  I  can 
not  identify  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  anybody  tell  you,  or  were  they  inferences  from 
other  fiM^ts  that  were  ^ven  yout 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  impression  is  that  I  wets  told  by  a  number  of  peo- 
ple that  there  was  such  a  meetiDg.  My  recollection  is  that  there  were 
one  or  two  newspaper  reports  of  conferences.  I  myself  did  not  go  to 
them. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  what  they  weret 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  there  was  a  report  in  the  JS"ew  York  World 

The  Chairman.  At  that  timet 

Mr.  Edwards.  About  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Stating  that  fact — ^that  there  were  understandings 
had  at  Lakewood  in  that  regard! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  in  that  way,  but  substantially.  The  conversation 
was  this  Hawaiian  matter  and  the  Foster  treaty  then  before  the  Senate, 
as  I  understand  it. 

The  Chairman.  Then  the  statement  is  not  based  upon  your  own  per- 
sonal knowledge,  but  founded  on  statements  which  you  say  were  made 
or  printed  about  that  time,  the  authors  of  which  you  do  not  now 
recollect  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  about  the  truth  of  the  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  say  that  conversation  was  in  relation  to  the 
Foster  treaty  then  pending  before  the  Senate  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  my  recollection.  I  think  the  Foster  treaty 
was  pending  at  that  time. 

Senator  I^ndsay.  What  relation  had  that  to  the  sugar  trust  t  That 
IS  the  examination  we  are  making,  whether  Mr.  Cleveland  after  he  was 
dected,  and  that  winter  before  he  was  inaugurated,  talked  about  the 
pending  treaty  or  not  (it  would  be  very  strange  if  he  did  not)  is  not  so 
much  tiie  question;  but  what  relation  had  it  to  the  sugar  trust. 

Mr.  Edwards.  K  you  will  let  me  tell  in  my  own  way  how  I  came  to 
these  coigectures,  I  will  try  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  state  the  sources  of  your  information. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  can  not  state  all  the  sources  of  my  information;  it 
18  impossible;  it  has  been  so  long  ago.  But  it  is  matter  of  common 
faiowledge  that  Mr.  Spreckels,  for  instance 

The  Chairman.  We  do  not  wish  you  to  repeat  what  is  here  in  this 
newspap^:  but  any  explanation  you  can  give  of  your  statement  we 
woold  he  glad  to  hear. 

Senator  Davis.  I  think  as  a  preliminary  way  he  can  state  how  he 
came  by  it. 

The  OHAiRMAif .  Exactly.    We  do  not  want  him  to  re-state  what  he 
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has  in  the  article,  but  how  he  came  to  make  the  statement,  or  any 
knowledge  connected  with  it,  we  wonld  like  to  have. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  The  first  hint  that  the  sagar  people  were  interested 
came  from  a  chat  with  Mr.  Dickinson — ^this  report  that  Mr.  Dickinson 
was  interested  or  was  to  be  appointed  to  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

The  Chairman.  A  chat  had  with  yon,  or  report  made  to  yont 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No,  not  a  report  made  to  me.  Then  the  very  evident 
interest  of  Mr.  Spreckels,  the  immense  interest  of  Mr.  Spreckels,  and  of 
his  close  associate,  Mr.  Charles  Nordhoff.  Then  I  recollect  that  the 
common  impression  in  Wall  street  was  that  the  sugar  people  were 
intensely  excited,  intensely  interested  over  the  developments  in  Hawaii 
tending  to  the  establishment  of  the  Provisional  Government:  and  I 
remember  that  I  received  the  impression  from  going  about  as  I  aid  that 
the  sugar  people  would  do  everything  they  could  to  prevent  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  To  {Hrevent  whatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  To  prevent  the  existence  of  the  Provisional  Govern- 
ment being  continued,  or  to  prevent  the  success  of  that  revolutionary 
movement.  I  do  not  speak  with  a  lawyer's  accuracy;  but  the  sugar- 
trust  people  were  opposed  to  the  Provisional  Government. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  told  you  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  common  talk  in  Wall  street.  I  can  not 
identify  the  particular  individual. 

The  Chaibman.  Can  you  remember  any  Wall  street  man  or  person 
who  told  you  thati 

Mr.  Edwabds.  !No,  no  particular  individual;  it  was  in  the  air — com- 
mon report.  I  also  recollect  it  was  reported — ^and  I  was  not  in  Wash- 
ington— that  a  certain  gentleman  (I  think  Mr.  Yillard)  was  reported  to 
have  gone  directly  &om  Lakewood  to  Washington,  and  suggested  that 
it  would  be  the  pleasure  of  the  incoming  administration  that  the  Foster 
treaty  be  not  acted  upon. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  did  you  get  that  information! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  can  not  identify  the  place  where  I  got  it;  it  was 
general  information  that  came  from  various  sources. 

Mr.  Chaibman.  When  did  that  information  come  to  yout 

Mr.  Edwabds.  About  that  time. 

The  Chaibman.  What  time! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Say  two  weeks  before  the  incoming  of  Mr.  Cleveland's 
administration. 

The  Chaibman.  Before  the  inauguration! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes.  There  was  an  article  in  the  New  York  World 
in  which  the  visit  of  Villard  to  Washington  was  described.  The  con- 
jectures that  came  to  my  mind  later  as  to  the  interest  that  these  people 
had  in  that  matter 

The  Chaibman.  Is  that  the  explanation  which  you  wish  to  make! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  the  best  explanation  that  I  can  make  now. 

The  Chaibman.  You  nay : 

Mr.  Cleyeland  may  or  may  not  have  been  knowingly  a  party  to  the  inflaencee  of 
the  BUffar  trust  ioten  brought  to  bear  upon  him.  Whether  he  did  it  or  not,  he 
responded  to  them,  and  he  went  to  Washington  determined  to  appoint  Mr.  Blount 
his  special  commissioner. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  was  also  a  part  of  the  general  information 
which  I  received  at  that  time.  And  I  have  heard  it  stated  since  then 
that  Mr.  Cleveland  did,  when  he  went  to  Washington,  in  fact,  appoint 
Mr.  Blount;  that  is,  two  or  three  days  after  he  became  President, 
appointed  Mr.  Blount  commissioner  to  Hawaii. 

The  Chaibman.  When  did  that  come  to  your  mind,  before  or  after  f 
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Mr.  Bdwabds.  After. 

The  GHAIBlttAN.  HowloDgf 

Mr.  Edwabdb.  I  first  thought  of  that,  perhaps,  after  I  had  this  chat 
with  OoL  Hoyt 

The  Chairman.  That  was  in  September,  1893  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  September,  six  months  later.  I,  perhaps,  first  thought 
of  it  in  that  way;  I  am  not  sure. 

The  Ohairman.  You  thought  that  Mr.  Blount's  appointment  had 
been  determined  upon  at  this  meeting  that  Mr.  Hoyt  told  you  about? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Oh,  no;  I  misunderstood  your  question.  I  think  the 
conviction  came  to  me  that  Mr.  Cleveland  decided  to  appoint  Mr. 
Blount  before  he  went  to  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Through  whom  did  it  comef 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  can  not  identify. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  come  from  a  person  who  assumed  to  have 
knowledge,  or  was  it  a  conjecture  on  your  part? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  think  it  was  Mitirely  a  conjecture  on  my 
part;  I  think  I  must  have  heard  it  at  that  time — that  that  was  the 
purpose  Mr.  Cleveland  had  in  mind  when  he  went  to  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  hear  that  definitively  from  some  one  who 
stated  he  knew  it  as  a  fact,  or  stated  it  from  some  one  who  made  con- 
jectures as  to  that  matter,  or  thought  it  probable? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  shoula  be  unable  to  answer  that  question,  although 
my  impression  is  that  it  was  conjecture  on  the  part  of  these  persons. 

Senator  Davis.  What  caused  you  to  conjecture  Mr.  Blount? 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Edwards  says  it  was  a  conjecture  on  the  part 
of  those  who  informed  him. 

Mr.  Edwards.  On  the  part  of  those  who  informed  me. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  is  your  explanation  of  that  paragraph  in 
your  letter? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  state 


It  was  he- 


meaning  Mr.  Oleveland- 


who  announced  to  Gresham  the  determination  to  appoint  Blonnt^  he  who  instraoted 
hia  Seeretary  of  State  to  draft  the  letter,  and  Gresham  has  patiently,  uncomplain- 
ingly, bnt  with  a  sense  of  humiliation,  borne  such  reproaches  ae  have  been  heaped 
a]>on  him  as  the  supposed  instigator  of  this  policy.  It  waa  instigated  by  the  su^ar 
people,  accepted  by  Mr.  Cleveland  at  Lakewood,  and  it  was  this  acceptance  which 
oaoaed  him  to  cleave  with  such  desperate  obstinacy  to  the  policy. 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  in  the  nature  of  an  editorial  paragraph, 
based  upon  conjectures  which  I  have  received  from  others;  and  it  is 
also  my  impression  that  I  heard  it  definitely  stated  that  the  policy  was 
that  of  the  sugar  people. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  state  who  told  you  sot 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  I  can  not. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  think  by  taking  thought  you  can  recoUectt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  thought  that  matter  over  very  carefully  after 
I  was  sunmioned.  I  have  talked  with  so  many  people  that  it  is  imx>os- 
sible  for  me  to  identify  under  oath. 

The  Chairman.  By  the  way,  have  you  talked  with  Col.  Hoyt  since 
you  were  summoned  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Since  you  wrote  the  article  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No.    Unfortunately  CoL  Hoyt  died  about  a  mon)^ 
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ago.  I  would  not  have  referred  to  Col.  Hoyt  if  I  had  not  proof  fix>m  a 
living  witness. 

Senator  Lindsat.  Upon  what  do  you  base  yoar  statement  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  not  favorable  to  the  policy  of  the  administration 
and  yielded  uncomplainingly  to  a  course  that  he  disapproved  oft 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  think  I  did  state  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  not  favorable  to  it.  I  think  the  impression  that  I  meant  to  give 
out  was  that  the  policy  was  dictated  by  the  President,  as  he  had  a 
right  to  do;  that  it  was  not  initiated  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  by 
the  President.  I  heard  that  at  the  time.  I  heard  it  in  New  York ;  but 
from  whom  I  do  not  know. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  say  fiirther  in  this  article : 

We  come  now  to  the  relations  of  the  sagftr  tmst  to  the  national  campaign  of  1893. 
It  made  snbscriptions  to  both  parties,  and  the  Republican  national  committee  was 
rejoiced  wlien,  upon  a  day  when  money  was  needed,  it  received  a  subscription  from 
men  identified  with  the  trust,  really  from  the  trust  itself,  of  $40,000. 

You  make  that  ux>on  personal  knowledge! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  My  recollection  of  that  is:  I  was  at  the  Eepublican 
headquarters  a  great  deal  during  the  campaign,  saw  a  good  many  peo- 
ple, and  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  identify  the  people  who  told  me  par- 
ticular things.  But  I  do  remember  this,  somebody  told  me  that  Mr. 
James  J.  Belden,  now  a  member  of  Congress  &om  Syracuse,  N.  Y.. 
had  witii  him  at  the  Bepublican  headquarters  a  gentleman  conuectea 
with  the  sugar  trust  At  that  time  the  trust  had  given  to  the  Bepub- 
licans  $25,^0,  I  think,  as  a  first  subscription,  if  I  remember  aright, 
and  they  wanted  more,  and  subsequently  there  was  $15,000  more 
raised,  which  made  $40,000.  This  gentleman  of  the  sugar  trust — I  am 
not  sure  who  it  was;  my  impression  is  that  it  was  Mr.  Searles,  as  he  is 
the  only  Bepublican  in  the  trust — said  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Belden, 
"We  have  given  $250,000  or  $300,000  to  the  Democratic  campaign.'' 

The  OhaibmaK.  Was  this  said  by  Mr.  Belden  in  your  presence  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  say  that  that  information  came  from  Mr. 
Scariest 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  beg  pardon.  My  impression  was  that  it  must  have 
come  from  him,  because  he  was  the  only  prominent  Bepublican. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  this  was  said  in  the 
presence  of  Mr.  Belden  by  Mr.  Searles.   * 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  say  that  it  was  Mr.  Searles;  it  wa&  a  con- 
jecture of  mine,  because  he  was  a  prominent  Bepublican.  I  do  not 
remember  any  other  Bepublican  in  the  trust.  That  is  all  the  informa- 
tion that  I  have  ever  received  directly  as  to  the  contribution  of  the 
sugar  people.  And  when  I  say  sugar  tmst,  I  beg  it  to  be  understood 
that  I  do  not  mean  sugar  trust  as  a  corporation ;  I  use  the  word  col- 
loquially, meaning  persons  connected  with  it.    That  i&  what  I  mean. 

The  Chaibman.  This  information  came  to  you  from  Mr.  Belden  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Not  from  Mr.  Belden.  I  was  particular  to  say  that 
it  was  hearsay  information. 

The  Chaibman.  Some  one  told  you  that  Mr.  Belden  said  sot 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes.  My  impression  is  it  was  some  member  of  the 
national  committee. 

The  Chaibman.  You  can  not  think  who  it  wast 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No.  I  tried  to  turn  that  over  in  my  mind  and  remem- 
ber, but  I  could  not.  But  I  do  remember  that  a  member  of  the  sugar 
trust  was  there  with  Mr.  Belden,  and  it  was  said  that  the  subscription 
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was  increased  from  $25,000  to  $40,000.    He  said  it  would  be  better,  as 

ttiey  had  given  from  $250,000  to  $300,000  to  the  Democratic  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Who  told  you  that;  you  do  not  knowt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko.    My  impression  is  that  it  was  some  member  of 

the  national  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  you  say  in  regard  to  the  Democratic  campaign : 

In  the  Btross  which  the  need  for  money  had  oooasioned,  these  managers — 

that  is,  the  Democrats  managing  the  campaign — 

were  willing  to  pledge  almost  anything  for  cash.    Some  of  the  pledges  were  infer- 
ential, as  in  the  van  Alen  case ;  some  of  them  explicit. 

What  were  the  explicit  onest 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  Victoria  Hotel  conference. 

The  CHAIRMAI7.  What  was  thatt  In  the  first  place  tell  us  what  the 
Victoria  Hotel  conference  was,  and  then  the  source  of  your  information. 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  source  of  information  regarding  that  conference 
was  open  to  all  newspaper  men  who  were  investigating.  If  you  mean 
by  that  precise  individuals,  I  can  not  now  give  them. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  mean  precise  individuals,  if  you  can  give  them. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  con  not  give  you  precise  individuals,  but  I  can  give 
yon  corroborative  proof  of  what  was  done,  which  proof  has  come  out 
recently.  The  Victoria  Hotel  conference^  as  it  was  colloquially  named, 
was  a  meeting  between  Bichaid  Groker,  Lieutenant-Governor  Sheehan, 
of  New  York,  William  0.  Whitney — I  am  not  certain  whether  Senator 
Brice  was  there  or  not;  my  impression  is  that  he  was,  but  I  am  not 
sure  of  that.  Senator  Murphy  was  there,  I  am  sure.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  Brice  was  there,  but  Murphy  was — ^and  Mr.  Cleveland.  That 
was  a  dinner  at  the  Victoria  Hotel. 

The  Chairman.  Which  was  spoken  of  in  the  newspapers  at  the 
timef 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

Senator  Allbk.  When  was  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  must  have  been  in  October,  1892.  It  was  not 
very  long  (perhaps  four  weeks)  before  election.  It  was  the  time  Mr. 
Cleveland  made  his  first  trip. 

The  Chairman.  Were  any  of  the  sugar  people  there t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  not  that  I  know.    I  think  not. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  no  objection  to  going  into  that.  Have  yon 
any  other  information  in  regard  to  that  coi^erence  except  what  was  in 
the  newspapers — at  the  time  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Only  what  was  corroborated  recently. 

The  Chairman.  That  there  was  such  a  meeting  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  And  what  was  done — ^what  I  saw  with  my  own  eyes. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  meeting  at  that  time  with  what  they 
call  the  sugar  people  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  I  do  not  speak  of  that  in  the  article,  if  you  will 
glance  at  it. 

The  Chairman.  Will  the  committee  determine  how  &tt  we  are  to  go 
into  the  byways  of  political  gossip  f 

Senator  LoDaE.  I  do  not  see  any  use  in  going  over  the  Victoria  con- 
ference.   It  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  sugar  trust,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Nothing. 

Senator  Lodge.  Gnie  chainnan  asked  about  explicit  pledges,  and 
that  is  what  Mr.  Edwards  said. 

The  Chairman.  Were  there  any  explicit  pledges  made  to  the  sugar 
trust  at  that  conferenoef 
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Mr.  Bdwabds.  No,  not  one* 

Senator  Allen,  what  relation  bad  that  to  itt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Nothing,  except  possibly  it  might  have  a  bearing.  1 
can  tell  yon  what  I  think  abont  that,  it  is  pnrely  an  inference,  a  con- 
jecture.   It  simply  has  relation  to  the  contribution  of  the  sugar  trust. 

Senator  Allen.  It  strikes  me  that  that  might  be  important. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes,  a  possible  relation  to  the  sugar  trust. 

The  Chalbman.  Something  that  you  heard t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Something  I  heard;  yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  may  state. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  understood,  or  heard — that  is  a  matter  of  common 
report — that  very  much  of  the  sugar- trust  contribution  went  into  the 
channels  controlled  by  Mr.  Oroker,  chairman  of  the  State  oomqiittea 
A  part  of  the  programme  of  the  Victoria  conference  was  the  suppression 
of  what  was  called  the  antisnapper  faction,  which  was  distasteftd; 
and  after  that  was  done  the  Tammany  people  had  a  very  large  contri- 
bution from  these  people. 

The  Ghaibman.  We  do  not  want  that. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No,  you  do  not  want  that.  That  is  the  only  possible 
felation  that  the  Victoria  conference  had. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  say  you  do  not  know  of  any  relation  of  that 
Victoria  conference  to  the  sugar  trustt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  say : 

Whether  Mr.  Whitney ,  Mr.  Gorman,  or  Mr.  Brice  met  the  representatiyes  of  the 
■agar  tmst,  or  whether  it  was  some  other  agent,  most  not  now  be  said. 

What  do  you  mean  by  that,  or  why  must  it  not  now  be  saidf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Because  I  was  not  at  all  sure  in  my  own  mind.  I 
did  not  get  definite  information  as  to  the  direction  the  contribution 
took. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  is  what  you  meant  by  saying  <<  must  not  now 
be  saidf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Should  not  now  be  said.  I  should  have  been  more 
accurate  had  I  said  that. 

The  Ghaibman.  Because  you  did  not  knowt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Did  not  know. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  go  on : 

Brioe  waa  associated  with  them  through  friendly  aUianoes  and  partionlarly  tfaroogll 
his  friend,  H.  L.  Terrell,  of  Cleveland,  ''Brice's  Terrell/'  as  they  called  him;  and 
Mr.  Gorman  was  Drought  into  close  association  with  them,  and  hy  another  .agency, 
which  it  may  be  well  at  present  not  to  reveal. 

What  agency  was  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Would  you  like  to  know  what  agency  that  wast 

The  Ghaibman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  would  like  to  be  frank  and  say  to  the  committee 
that  I  refer  to  Stephen  B.  Elkins. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  is  the  agency  you  refer  to  there  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes;  by  common  report. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  Mr.  Gor- 
man was  brought  into  close  association  with  the  sugar  people  througib 
Mr.  Elkins  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Not  if  you  put  that  question  to  me  in  a  legal  sense. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  what  sense,  then  T 

Mr.  Bdwabds.  It  is  oonunon  understanding  that  Mr.  Elkins  and  Mr. 
Gorman  being  relatives  by  marriage^  having  had  very  greail  hntilniwi 
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fiatorests  in  oommon,  their  relations  had  been  very  dose.  That  is  a 
matter  of  common  report.  In  that  sense  I  know  it;  not  from  individ- 
ual knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  I  snppose  neither  of  them  oan  help  that. 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  GuAii^MAN.  Is  it  from  that  fact  that  yon  inferred  that  Mr.  Gk)r» 
man  was  brought  into  relations  with  the  sugar  trast  and  Mr.  Elkins 
had  relations  with  the  sugar  trust? 

Mr.  Edwards.  From  the  fact  that  it  is  a  matter  of  common  r^ort 
that  Mr.  Elkins  is  interested  in  the  sugar  trust. 

The  Chairman.  Is  your  statement  based  upon  any  other  information 
than  common  reportt 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  not  from  personal  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  your  information  goes,  is  it  founded  upon 
the  common  report  of  the  relationship  of  these  two  gentlemen  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  personal  information  is  that  it  is  founded  upon 
common  report. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  ^^Brice  was  associated  with  them 
through  friendly  alliances,  and  particularly  through  his  Mend  H.  L. 
TerreU  I" 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  capable  of  the  same  explanation— <K>mmon 
report  and  common  information. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  him,  only  have  heard  of  him  very 
often.  I  know  he  has  an  office  in  New  York  ac^oining  Mr.  Brice's,  and 
I  have  often  heard  him  spoken  of  as  Brice's  Terrell. 

The  Chairman.  And  upon  that  you  make  this  statement  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Common  belief. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  say  common  belief,  you  mean  the  opin- 
ions of  people  expressed  generally  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  as  would  lead  me  to  believe  that  Bussell 
Sage  is  an  owner  of  the  Broadway  elevated. 

The  Chairman.  You  say,  <^At  all  events  the  appeal  was  made  to 
these  men  for  money." 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  heard  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  hear  itf 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  recollect  now.  Oh,  yes ;  if  you  will  let  me 
lefresh  my  recollection. 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Edwards.  (After  having  referred  to  notes.)  In  the  early  fall 
of  1892  this  same  Col.  Hoyt  of  whom  I  have  been  speaking  told  me— 
and  I  wiU  give  the  committee  the  chance,  because  I  know  there  is 
some  sworn  testimony  to  corroborate  it;  CoL  Hoyt  is  dead — ^told  me 
tiiat  there  was  a  very  large  contribution  of  money  coming  into  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  and  that  it  was  coming  from  the  sugar  people, 
some  of  it.  I  recollect  I  was  impressed,  because  I.  heard  in  the  anti- 
snapper  campaign  in  the  spring,  and  in  which  I  was  interested  myself 
because  my  Mends  were  interested,  that  there  had  been  a  contribution 
•f  $10^000  of  some  gentlemen  connected  with  the  sugar-refiners ;  and 
the  reason  was  given  then.  I  said,  "Are  the  people  in  politics!^ 
The  answer  was,  "Not  particularly,  but  because  they  are  intensely 
interested  in  Mr.  Cleveland  and  are  great  Mends  of  his,  personally, 
admirers,  and  are  desirous  of  his  being  nominated."  That  was  the 
first  intimation  that  I  had  that  the  sugar  people  were  interested  in 
politics^  In  September  CoL  Hoyt  said  there  had  been  sent  into  Con- 
neeticQt  $100,000;  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  had  given  one-half  and  Eu  0< 


1 2  IKTE8TIGATION  OF  ATTEMPTS  AT  BBIBSBY,  ETC. 

Benedict  and  associates  had  raised  the  other  hal£     fhen  I  heard  of 
their  earlier  contribution  to  the  antisnapper  people. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  we  want  to  know  in  this  matter — somebody 
must  pat  money  into  a  campaign  fond — ^is  not  with  regard  to  the  Con- 
necticut campaign  fund^  but  the  relation  of  the  sugar  trust  to  the 
administration.    You  say: 

It  w!U  be  shown  later  on  that  there  wonld  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of  the 
Democracy  which  should  be  antagonistic  to  the  interest  of  the  sugar  people. 

Upon  what  do  you  make  that  statementf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  must  state  first  how  the  contribution  was  made. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  thought  you  had  mentioned  that. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  mentioned  Gol.  Hoyt.  In  justice  to  him,  as  he  is 
now  dead,  in  corroboration  of  his  statement  I  refer  to  one  by  ex-Goy- 
emor  Waller,  of  Gonnecticut. 

The  Ghaibman.  A  statement  made  to  you  by  Ctovemor  Waller  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  before  an  investigating  conmiittee  of  the  Gon- 
necticut legislature,  and,  my  impression  is,  under  oath. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Governor  Tom  Waller  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Waller.  <<It  is  an  open  secret  that  the  Gonnecticut 
central  State  Democratic  committee  handled  over  $100,000  at  the 
last  election,  and  what  became  of  it?  Two,  three  or  four  rich  men 
contributed  most  of  the  money  to  the  Democratic  committee;  of  that 
$100,000  or  more,  not  one-third  went  for  the  honest  purpose  of  polit- 
ical meetings,  etc."  There  is  a  corroboration  of  what  Gol.  Hoyt  told 
me,  as  I  understood,  made  under  oath  by  Governor  Waller.  At  that  time 
the  colonel  told  me  that  the  sugar  x)eople  were  contributing  very  largely 
because  they  were  not  satisfi^  that  the  Democracy  was  going  to  save 
the  matter,  and  also  because  of  one  thing  which  I  did  not  put  In  there, 
but  I  will  mention. 

The  Ghaibman.  Mention  it. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  They  were  very  much  afiraid  of  antitrust  legislation 
being  brought  up.  They  desired  that  they  should  not  be  annoyed  about 
it  in  that  way.  I  think  that  was  the  first  thing  the  colonel  mentioned. 
And  then  he  said  also,  '^They  do  not  propose  to  be  bothered  about  the 
tariff."  1  think  he  said  that  there  was  an  understanding  that  there 
would  be  some  contributions,  and  they  would  be  protect^.  There  is 
no  doubt  of  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  Gol.  Hoyt  tell  you  the  source  of  his  information  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No|  he  did  not. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  say  anything  to  lead  you  to  believe  that  he 
had  direct  information  that  there  was  such  an  understanding  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  My  impression  was  that  Gol.  Hoyt  ought  to  know 
something  about  it,  because  he  was  a  Bepublican  hunself,  and  he  had 
been  counsel  for  a  long  time  for  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  know  that  point 
went  through  my  mind  at  the  time. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  suppose  that  Gol.  Hoyt,  as  counsel  for  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  would  disclose  to  you  information  that  he  got  firom  himf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  Or  disclose  what  he  learned  in  the  relations  of 
eounsel  to  client  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  he  would  be  the  last  man  to  do  that. 

The  Ghaibman.  Then  you  do  not  think  you  got  that  informatioii 
from  Gol.  Hoyt  and  that  he  got  it  from  Havemeyer  t 

Ml.  Edwabds.  No^  as  you  put  it,  he  did  not  do  that. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  disclose  any  other  source  of  informatioiit 
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Ml.  Edwabbs.  No. 

The  Ghaibdcait.  That  is  the  source  of  yonr  information  that  there 
a  ^stpnct  pledge  that  there  wpnld  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands 
of  the  Democrats  which  would  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the 
sugar  people  f 

Mr.  Edwasds.  And  that  there  should  also  be  no  anti-trust  legisla* 
tion. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  is  the  source  of  your  information  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  The  first  source. 

The  Chairman.  State  any  other  source. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  heard,  in  the  course  of  the  campaign,  that  state- 
ment repeated  a  good  many  times. 

The  Ghaibman.  By  whomt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  one  of  the  things  that  was  in  the  air. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  was  in  the  air  too— — 

The  subsoriptions  may  have  been  giyen  as  indiyidnal  oontribntionsy  bnt  snch  gill 
was  a  pure  fiction  if  it  was  made  in  that  way.  It  was  a  sngai^tmst  subecription  to 
the  national  campaign  committee  in  retnm  for  pledges  which  were  afterwards  insist* 
ently  demanded  to  be  redeemed. 

"Sow J  you  stated  awhile  ago  that  you  did  not  mean  to  speak  of  any 
contributions  firom  a  corporation,  but  individuals.  What  do  you  mean 
by  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  mean  to  say  that  they  are  subscriptions  given  by 
gentiemen  connected  with  the  sugar  trust,  with  the  understanding 
tiiat  the  sugar  trust  was  not  to  be  harassed  or  annoyed. 

The  Ghaibmai^.  Where  did  you  get  that  informationf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Partiy  from  Gol.  Hoyt  and  partiy  rumors  in  the  airy 
and  at  both  the  headquarters. 

TheGHATBMAN.  You  say:  <'The  subscription  was  the  magnificent  sum 
of  $500,000."    JBVom  whom  did  you  get  that  statement  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Several  sources. 

The  Ghaibman.  State  whom,  if  you  recollect. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  think  I  can  give  the  name  of  any  individual 
who  told  me. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  any  direct  knowledge  of  your  ownf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  no  direct  knowledge  of  my  own. 

The  Ghaibman.  It  is  what  was  said  by  other  people,  whose  names 
you  can  not  now  recollect? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Whose  names  I  can  not  now  recollect. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  say,  ^^A  part  of  this  money  bought  Golorado 
for  the  Populists."    What  do  you  know  about  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  recollect  having  heard  it  at  the  time — ^this  is  rec- 
ollection— that  a  committee  of  Golorado  Democrats  came  on  to  New 
York  that  they  might  see  whether  it  would  be  well  to  withdraw  their 
electoral  ticket;  that  if  it  was  withdrawn  it  would  be  entitled  to  legit- 
imate expenses  in  doing  it,  because  that  would  be  perfectly  honorable; 
and  they  obtained  the  money  in  New  York.  My  iiecoUection  is  it  was 
a  x>art  of  the  subscription  of  some  of  the  gentiemen  connected  with 
ttie  sugar  trust.  They  went  back  to  Golorado,  and  the  Democratic 
ticket  was  withdrawn. 

Senator  Davis.  I  wish  you  would  name  the  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  sugar  trust  to  whom  your  remarks  apply  all  through  here. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  You  mean  so  far  as  contributions  are  concemedf 

Senator  Davis.  Named  in  your  preceding  testimony. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  When  the  sugar  trust  was  mentioned  in  New  York 
m  in  political  oirdes  the  names  that  were  identified  with  it  wem  ISboM 
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of  Henry  O.  Havemeyer.  Theodore  Havemeyer  (although  bk  a  Tny 
itiiich  less  degree),  John  K  Searles,  jr. :  Oord  Meyer,  jr.,  and,  in  a  less 
degree  and  indirectiy,  Mr.  E.  0.  Beneaictb  My  own  impression  is  titot 
Mr.  Benedict  was  not  actively  connected  with  the  sngar  trust,  except 
his  firiendships — ^not  in  a  business  way.  The  impression  in  Wall  stEeet 
is  that  he,  as  a  broker  and  in  other  ways,  is  identified  with  itr 

Senator  Davis.  Where  do  these  gentlemen  live? 

Ma  Edwabbs.  Henry  Havemeyer  lives  in  Greenwich,  and  has  a  resi- 
dence in  l^ew  York.  Theodore  Havemeyer  has  a  legal  residence  in  Kew 
York  City  and  Oord  Meyer  has  a  residence  on  Long  Island,  I  think  in 
Qneens  County,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  township.  Queens  County 
Is  the  ac^oining  county  to  Brooklyn.  Searles,  the  last  I  knew  of  him, 
had  a  legal  residence  in  New  Haven,  Conn.,  but  my  impression  now  is 
that  he  now  lives  in  Brooklyn. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  does  Benedict  livef 

Mr.  Ebwabds.  Greenwich,  Conn,  There  are  other  gentlemen  asso- 
ciated with  the  sugar  trust,  but  those  are  the  names  most  frequently 
mentioned. 

Senator  Davis.  I  want  the  names  of  those  who  are  associated  witii 
the  sugar  trust;  give  them  and  their  places  of  residence. 

Mr.  EBWABDS.  I  can  not  myself  give  you  any  more  than  that. 

Senator  Linbsat.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  formerly  that  Mr. 
Elkins  was  associated  with  the  sugar  trustf 

Mr.  Ebwabbs.  Mr.  Elkins,  by  popular  report,  has  been  not  80  ttueh 
interested  in  the  management.  That  is  not  my  own  knowledge,  but 
common  report,  that  he  is  interested  in  the  sugar  trust. 

The  Chaibhan.  Do  you  know  anything  of  this  of  your  own  knowl* 
edge.    Is  it  not  all  common  report  f 

Mr.  Ebwabbs.  I  think  Mr.  Havemeyer  is;  but  I  do  not  know  of  my 
own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  a  while  ago  that  you  knew  of  his  connec- 
tion with  the  sugar  trust,  as  you  did  that  Mr.  Sage  was  an  owner  of  the 
Broadway  Elevated  f 

Mr.  Ebwabbs.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say: 

The  sngar  trust  believed  that  the  pledges  wonid  he  kept,  and,  although  many 
other  mannfactnring  hitereBte  in  the  United  States  were  alaimed  by  the  reports  of 
the  purpose  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  to  bring  in  a  tariff 
biU  revolutionizing  the  policy  of  the  (Government,  yet  the  managers  of  the  sugar 
trust  seemed  to  be  strangely  indifferent  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  to 
what  it  might  propose  to  do. 

When  you  say  that  the  sugar  trust  believed  that  the  pledges  would 
be  kept,  was  that  firom  any  statement  made  by  any  of  the  gentlemen 
eonneoted  with  the  sugar  trust  to  you  or  in  your  presence  f 

Mr.  Ebwabbs.  No. 

The  Chatrman.  You  say,  further: 

When  one  of  these  gentlemen  was  asked  if  he  was  not  afraid  the  oommittee  might 
admit  all  sugar  free,  raw  and  refined,  he  replied :  ''  We  don't  eare  what  the  House 
does^  we  own  the  Senate  and  we  control  the  people  at  the  other  end  of  the  avenue. 
No  bill  will  become  a  law  which  will  threaten  our  business." 

Who  was  the  gentleman  referred  tot 

Mr.  Ebwabbs.  I  heard  last  winter  that  that  remark  was  made  by 
Mr.  Cord  Meyer,  jr.    He  did  not  make  it  to  me.    I  did  not  hear  it  made. 

The  Chaibman.  Whom  did  he  make  it  tof 

Mr.  £Ibwabi>s.  I  understood  he  made  it.  I  think,  at  the  Manhattac 
Clubb 
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The  OniiBitAir.  In  whose  preseneef 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  I  do  not  know. 

The  Gbairmajx.  Who  was  your  informontf 

Mr.  EDWAiftDS.  That  I  do  not  remember.  It  was  a  part  of  the  newa 
of  the  day  and  which  I  gathered  at  the  time.  I  may  have  hearo  it  at 
the  Manl»ttan  Club;  I  do  not  know. 

The  Ghaibmak.  Can  yon  recall  who  told  you  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  I  can  not  recall  that. 

The  Okaibman.  You  say:  ''One  of  the  leading  members  of  the  cor- 
poration began  to  visit  Secretary  Lamont."    Who  was  thatt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  was  Cord  Meyer.  That  I  heard  at  the  same 
time ;  in  t^e  course  of  the  same  convetsation. 

The  Ghaibmak.  And  from  the  one  who  gave  you  the  other  informa- 
tion f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibmak.  Do  you  make  the  same  reply  as  to  the  source  of 
that  information  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes;  I  do  not  identify  the  i>er8ons. 

The  Ghaibmak.  And  the  whole  of  that  statement  rests  upon  the 
same  authority  or  want  of  authority  that  characterizes  the  one  you 
were  last  asked  about  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibmak.  You  say: 

That  member  of  the  tmat 

ref^orring  to  the  same  one  who  went  to  Secretary  Lamont— — 

Bust  h»Te  reoeired  esrly  information  of  the  parpoBes  of  the  White  Honoe  end  of 
the  avenne,  for  he  came  back  to  New  York  while  the  bill  waa  still  pending  in  the 
mysterions  ehamber.of  which  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and  Mills  alone  had  the  key,  and 
he  reported  that  there  was  no  longer  occasion  for  alarm,  that  the  administration 
woald  see  to  it  that  Demoeratio  campaign  pledges  to  the  sugar  trast  were  not  repn- 
disled,  and  that  there  wonld  be  eatner  no  tariff  biU  at  all,  or  else  one  with  wmoh 
the  trust  could  find  no  serioas  fault. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  «  part  of  the  nme  general  conversation 
with  Mr.  Meyer. 
The  Ch  A  IBM  AN.  And  rests  upon  the  same  authoritiyf 
Mr.  Edwabds.  Bests  upon  the  sam^  authority. 
The  Ghaxbmaiv.  Kow,  you  say  in  the  next  paragraph: 

The  pressure  upon  the  west  end  of  PennsylTania  avenue  was  not  confined  to  a 
tbtle  menber  of  the  administration,  If  r.  Lamont ;  it  touched  every  member  of  the 
Cabinety  with  one  exception,  and  it  of  oonrse  reached  Mr.  Cleyeliuid,  finding  Ida 
aol  reluctant. 

What  is  your  infematian  about  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  My  first  information  about  that  was  something  I  saw. 
h  Harper's  Weekly,  edited  by  Carl  Schurz.  There  was  a  series  of 
artieles  all  pointing  that  way.  This  was  the  beginning  of  what  I  refer 
to.    There  was  one  article  in  which  it  is  stated — 

the  party  is  in  power,  and  it  is  beaten  and  disgraced  by  men  of  its  own  whom  it 
Im  nonoted  with  Senatorships^  and  who  even  sit  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  President, 
whose  vigorous  tarifi"  message  m  1887  brought  the  issue  directly  into  the  campaign 
of  1888, 18B0,  and  1892.  It  has  been  forced  to  surrender  by  Democratic  Senators  and 
tt  ieast  one  Cabinet  officer,  who  have  acted  as  the  agents  of  trusts,  or  who  have  been 
penmiarily  interested  in  protecting  properties  or  in  the  su^ar-tmst  securities, 
whose  rise  and  faU  on  Wall  street  must  haye  been  most  profitable  to  those  who  had 
inside  information  of  wnat  waa  to  be  done  by  the  Senate  committee  or  by  Senate 
Minpromises  as  to  the  sugar  duty. 

Whether  that  was  the  Identical  paragraph  that  first  attracted  my 
attention,  Ido  not  know,  but  it  was  a  long  series  of  artideB. 
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The  Ohaismait.  What  other  information  than  that  contained  in  tSiat 
paragraph  did  you  have  of  the  truth  of  this  statement  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  had  heard  that  Mr.  Carlisle  had  asked  his  assistant 
Secretary,  Mr.  Hamlin,  aboat  the  time  the  Wilson  bill  was  in  transit, 
or  a  little  after,  to  have  a  very  accurate  and  carefiil  schedule  passed  of 
the  relations  of  sugar  to  the  tariff  bilL  Where  I  heard  that  I  can  not 
identify  now. 

The  Ghaibman.  The  relations  to  the  tarifft 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  relations  of  sugar,  raw  and  reflned|  to  the  tariff 

Senator  Lodge.  The  amount  of  money  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Ghairmak.  Is  that  one  of  the  fehcts. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  not  strike  you  that  that  was  a  proper  thing 
for  tho  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  do. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Of  course  it  was  a  proper  thing  to  do;  otherwise  he 
would  not  have  done  it. 

The  Ohairman.  But  you  say  that  that  is  one  of  the  facts  upon  which 
you  found  the  statement  that  the  pressure  was  not  confined  to  a  single 
member  of  the  administration,  Mr.  Lament,  but  touched  every  member 
of  the  Gabinet  and  reached  Mr.  Oleveland,  who  was  not  reluctant.  How 
does  that  fact  refer  to  Secretary  Carlisle  in  the  statement  which  you 
have  madet 

Mr.  Edwards.  One  of  several. 

The  Gh AIRMAN.  Are  you  speaking  of  any  improper  pressure  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  it  is  political  pressure. 

The  Chairman.  How  does  the  performance  of  such  a  duty  by  Mr. 
Carlisle  make  ground  for  inference  that  his  performance  of  it  was  due 
to  political  pressure  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Taking  some  other  things  into  consideration,  it  would 
have  a  tendency  to  show  that  the  Secretary  was  interested  in  that 
particular  thing. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  imagine  anything  more  legitimate  in  con- 
nection with  his  duties  than  that  he  should  have  relations  to  so  import- 
ant an  article  in  the  tariff  bUl  as  sugar,  and  should  get  together  the 
information  necessary  for  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  unless  he  made  an  exception  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  make  an  exception  of  sugar  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know;  I  did  not  hear.  But  that  was  only 
one  statement. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  heard,  as  a  part  of  the  rumor  at  the  time,  that  the 
Secretary  had 

Senator  Allen.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes — had  given  letters  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Have- 
meyer  for  certain  Senators.  I  did  not  then  Imow  who  the  Senators 
were;  did  not  pay  attention  to  it  except  as  one  of  several  things.  I 
have  since  seen  an  interview  in  which  Senator  Mills  said  he  was  one  of 
the  Senators  who  received  such  introduction  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  get  that  information  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Thai  was  part  of  the  conmion  rumor  tiiat  we  heard 
m  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  in  the  newspapersf 

Mr.  Edwards.  In  the  newspapers. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  all  the  facts  upon  which  yon  draw 
fhe  inference  contained  in  the  paragraph  I  have  just  readf 
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Mr.  Edwabbb.  I  think  I  have,  except  we  heard  in  "Sew  York  almost 
oyery  day  that  Mr.  Carlisle  was  very  much  interested  in  the  sugar 
schedule;  that  the  Wilson  bill  had  done  the  sugar  interest  harm. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  hear  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabbs.  I  do  not  know,  it  was  in  the  air. 

The  Chairman.  You  say,  ^'The  trust  sent  Senator  Brice  to  the  Presi- 
dent^'' 

Mr.  Edwabds.  He  did  not  state  that  he  sent,  but  that  he  went  It 
was  stated  in  New  York  that  his  friends  wanted  him  to  go. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  here  that  the  trust  sent  Senator  Brice. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  say  it  was  information. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  can  not  say. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Senator  Brice  say  sof 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Brice  in  his  interview  said  so. 

The  Chaibman.  Said  what? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  he  went  to  the  President. 

The  Chaibman.  And  you  heard  firom  people  whom  you  can  not  Iden* 
tify  that  the  trust  sent  him  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  You  know  nothing  of  your  own  knowledge  of  itf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Nothing  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say,  <<He  found  that  Mr.  Cleveland  was  not 
re8x>onsive.'' 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  a  paraphrase  of  mine. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  state  that  there  was  one  member  of  the  Cabinet 
not  approached.    Who  was  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  We  heard  in  New  York  that  it  was  Secretary  Morton. 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  the  time  that  you  heard  it  talked  that  Mr. 
Carlisle  was  taking  some  interest  in  the  sugar  schedule  did  you  not 
also  hear  that  the  complaint  was  that  the  Wilson  bill,  as  it  passed  the 
House,  would  not  pay  revenue  enough  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the 
Government,  and  from  other  sources  the  revenue  must  be  looked  tof 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  did  hear  that^  yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

Mr.  Cleyeland  took,  in  that  intenriewy  nothing  bnt  the  political  and  partisan 
view. 

From  what  do  you  gather  thatf 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  report  on  Wall  street  was  that  Mr.  Cleveland 
believed  it  would  be  an  injustice  to  the  sugar  people  to  have  them  sub- 
mit to  a  bill  like  that  sent  by  the  Wilson  people,  and  that  it  was  not 
fair. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  matter  of  common  report  or  specific 
informationl 

Mr.  Edwards.  Common  report. 

The  Chairman.  (Beading.)  <^Hedidnotparticularize,of  course,  the 
sugar  trust,  but  he  expressed  annoyance  over  the  tendency  in  the  Senate, 
di^tisfaction  with  the  WUson  bill,  admitted  that  mistakes  were  being 
made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  support  to  the 
Democratic  party  which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  such  a 
bill  as  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering." 

Mir.  INWARDS.  That  is  matter  of  common  report  in  New  York  City. 
I  can  not  identify  the  particular  individual  who  told  me. 

The  Chairman.  (Beading.)  "There  were  other  evidences  that  this 
purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought  to  bear.   &eii- 
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ator  McPherson  revealed  it.  It  has  not  been  told  hithwto  how  he^  opon 
one  occasion,  in  the  presence  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  stormed  and  raved,  going  almost  into  a  frenzy  of  passion, 
intimating  that  the  party  was  prepared  to  stab  the  men  who  saved  it, 
and,  at  last,  in  the  fury  of  his  indignation,  tamed  and  left  the  room." 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  was  the  story  we  beard  in  !New  York,  My 
recollection  is  that  it  came  to  me  from  a  very  good  source.  1  think  it 
was  mentioned  in  some  general  conversation. 

The  Ghaibhak  Was  it  published  in  the  papers  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  think  it  was.  No;  that  was  not  published  in  any 
paper. 

The  OHAraMAN.  Can  you  identify  who  told  yout 

Mr.  Edwabds.  "So;  I  can  not.  I  think  it  was  not  published  in  any 
paper. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say: 

Senator  Brlce  had  represented  to  the  President  that  these  three  trans-Mississippi 
Senators,  who  had  charge  of  the  bill,  were  determined  to  make  sngar  of  all  sorts 
absolutely  firee.  M«^yer  and  Croker  had  represented  the  same  thing  to  Dan  Lamont. 
Whitney  and  Benedict  indirectly  approached  the  administcation  protesting,  and 
at  last  the  administration  determined  to  act. 

What  is  your  source  of  knowledge  in  regard  to  that  statement  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  So  £etr  as  Brice  is  concerned,  it  is  contained  in  his 
own  Interview.  So  far  as  Meyer  is  concerned,  I  have  already  intimated 
that  it  was  made  known  at  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Meyer  that  took 
place  at  the  Manhattan  Club. 

The  Ohaibman.  To  which  you  have  testified  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Chatbman.  And  you  can  not  indentify  your  informant  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  it  was  intimated  in  New  York  that  Mr.  Oroker, 
who  had  come  over  from  New  York  to  see  Mr.  Lamont — that  was  a  mat- 
ter of  hearsay,  but  it  came  from  a  man  of  good  character,  bat  I  do 
not  remember  the  individual  who  told  me  that 

The  Chaibman.  (Beading.)  <<  Whitney  and  Benedict  indirectly 
approached  the  administration  protesting." 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  was  also  a  report  very  prevalent  in  Wall  street. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  ever  hear  anybody  say  that  whom  you  can 
now  identify  I 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  can  not  identify;  but  I  heard  a  good  many  people. 

The  Chaibman.  You. have  no  knowledge  of  it  of  your  ownf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  no  knowledge  of  my  own. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  the  witness  whether  or  not,  at  the  time 
he  heard  the  reports  in  regard  to  Mr.  Cleveland's  comment  upon  the 
treatment  of  the  sus^ar  interests,  it  was  not  in  connection  with  sugar 
being  put  upon  the  nee  list  and  the  tariff  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  quite  understand  your  question. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  spoke  of  Mr.  Cleveland  having  commented  on 
the  sugar  interest.  Now,  I  ask  you,  in  the  same  connection,  was  not 
the  subject  discussed  that  the  Wilson  bill  had  lefb  the  sugar-planter 
without  the  bounty  imposed  by  the  McKinley  bill  and  without  any  tariff 
atallf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  it  not  currently  reported  that  Mr.  Croker 
came  over  here  to  defeat  the  income  taxt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  also  was  in  one  of  the  reports. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say: 

upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  Febraary,  when  the  Finance  Coounittee  or  tlie 
DtmoiaaMc  memben  of  i*  wm  in  perhapa  inf oxnud  Mmionj  tfaete  oame  into  tine 


ISrVBSTlOATION  OF  ATTEMPTS  AT  BfiI3EBY,  ETC.  19 

seom,  unexpectedly  to  aU  tluwe  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  thfta  tbe 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
Hie  yiait  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and.  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
tbe  Preeidenf  B  wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest  and.  for  him, 
exciteil  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
accurate  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it« 

You  say  from  remembrance.    Is  it  yours  t 

Mr.  Ei>WABDS.  Partly  mine  and  partly  my  informant's. 

The  Ghaibman.  Yon  mean  to  say  that  yon  heard  Mr.  Carlisle f 

Mr.  Edwabbs.  Ko. 

The  CHArBMAN.  You  say  wha4;  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  My  remembrance  of  what  my  informai^t  said. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  your  informant t 

Mr.  Edwabbs.  That,  I  suppose,  I  shall  have  to  decline  to  answer. 
I  do  it  with  the  utmost  respect  to  the  committee  and  the  Senate.  The 
information  was  given  to  me  under  obligations  of  the  highest  confi- 
dence by  the  one  who  entailed  that  obligation,  so  that  I  do  not  feel  at 
liberty  to  reveal  his  name. 

The  Ghaibman.  Shall  we  pass  over  that  for  the  present  and  go  on 
with  the  examination  t 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  know  why  the  witness  should  decline*  I 
understand  you  to  say  that  your  informant  was  presentf 

Mr.  Edwabbs.  I  understood  from  my  informant  that  he  was  present. 

Senator  Allbn.  And  that  the  statement  of  what  the  Secretary  said 
was  what  he  remembered  t 

Mr.  Ebwabbb;  As  I  remember. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  informant  undertook  to  quote  to  you  the 
words  of  the  Secretary  t 

Mr.  Ebwaj&bs.  From  memory. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  have  printed  the  substance  of  what  he  said  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  it. 

Senator  Allen.  This,  of  course,  is  a  direct,  specific  statement,  and 
you  decline  to  give  the  name  of  your  informant.  I  want  to  ask  you 
this  qoestion:  The  press  of  this  country  is  demanding  that  this  com- 
mittee should  find  out  the  truth  of  these  allegations;  they  are  demand- 
ing that  we  should  get  at  the  bottom  of  these  facts.  If  the  press,  who 
makes  aU  these  charges,  decline  to  give  us  the  only  evidence  on  which, 
it  seems  to  me,  we  can  substantiate  the  fact,  wiU  you  be  kind  enough 
to  suggest  a  means  by  which  we  can  reach  the  fiictf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  This  statement  was  made,  I  understood,  in  the  pres« 
ence  of  the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  will  not  do.  Your  testimony  is  not  direct  testi- 
mony;  it  is  hearsay.    We  want  the  best  evidence — direct  evidence. 

Senator  Aulbn.  Your  evidence  would  not  be  competent  in  a  court  of 
justice. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  can  not  depose  to  that  evidence.  You  can 
depose  to  this  being  your  recollecticm  of  what  your  informant  said  was 
his  best  recollection .  That  is  your  testimony,  ^ow,  we  want  the  name 
of  the  person  who  heard  it  and  who  detailed  it  to  you. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  can  only  say  that  that  conversation  was  repeated 
to  me  by  a  gentleman  of  the  highest  oharacteri  I  presumei  and  bfifora 
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he  repeated  it  he  imposed  an  obligation  on  me  of  confidence  not  to 
give  it. 

The  Ghaibmak.  Have  yon  observed  it  in  publishing  what  he  saidi 

Mr.  Edwabds.  It  was  given  to  me  for  publication. 

Senator  Lindsay.  But  the  gentlemen  who  gave  you  the  information 
is  not  willing  to  father  it  to  the  public  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  1  infer  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  told  yon  at  the  time  that  his  name  was  to  be 
concealed  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  have  been  to  see  him  to  see  if  I  could  use  his  name, 
and  was  told  that  I  was  to  be  held  to  my  obligation. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  not  the  Philadelphia  Press  one  of  the  pax)er8 
that  is  saying  that  we  should  hold  open  sessions  and  get  at  the  bottom 
facts  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  there  has  been  a  general 
talk  about  the  committee  sitting  behind  closed  doors. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  are  one  of  its  correspondents  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes.  My  information  is,  when  I  was  in  Washington 
before,  that  they  almost  always  sat  behind  closed  doors. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  this  man  before  the  committee  at  the  time 
that  Mr.  Carlisle  made  this  statement! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  think  he  was;  he  must  have  been. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  the  man  a  member  of  Congress  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  suppose  that  is  iu  the  nature  of  cross-examination 
tending  to  get  me  to  disclose.  But  I  will  say  that  he  is  not  a  member 
of  Congress. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  he  a  clerk  in  the  employ  of  the  Oovemmentt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  ought  to  draw  the  line  at  that  question,  and  I 
decline  to  answer  it.    I  do  it  with  respect. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understand,  you  have  no  right  to  secrete  the 
name  of  any  such  person  when  you  are  called  upon  in  an  examination  • 
of  this  kind.  We  have  a  right  to  demand  the  name  of  you.  The  only 
shield  you  have  here  is  you  are  at  liberty  not  to  testify  on  any  subject 
that  would  subject  you  to  a  criminal  prosecution.  If  the  statement 
does  not  criminate  you  under  the  law,  you  can  not  conceal  that  name. 
Do  you  understand  that  to  be  the  caset 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  true.  Under  those  circumstances,  do  you 
still  refuse  to  disclose  the  man's  namef 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  think  I  should  like  to  get  the  opinion  of  counsel 
about  that.  My  sense  of  honor  in  regard  to  that  gentleman  is  so  dedi- 
cate; I  want  to  do  what  is  right;  I  want  to  meet  my  obligation  with 
perfect  freedom;  and  I  think  if  I  had  understood  the  matter  as  the 
Senator  speaks  of  him  I  should  not  have  entered  into  such  an  obliga- 
tion. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  this  man  whose  name  you  decline  to  give  a  clerk 
of  any  of  the  committees  in  the  House,  a  doorkeeper,  or  an  employ6 
around  any  of  the  committee  rooms  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  I  think  not — of  the  House. 

The  OHAiBTvrAN,  Or  of  the  Senate f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  ought  not  to  answer  that,  because  if  I  did  it  would 
be  a  practical  indication  of  who  the  individual  is. 

The  Chaibman.  Not  necessarily  so;  you  do  not  disclose  his  name. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  think  he  is  employed  in  some  capacity  by  the 
Senate. 

The  Ohatbman.  In  what  oapadty  is  he  employed  by  the  Senatet 
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Mr.  Edwabdb.  That  I  do  not  know. 

The  Ohaibhan.  Was  he  employed  by  that  committee  to  whom  these 
gentlemen  belonged,  before  whom  Mr.  Carlisle  was  alleged  to  have 
made  this  statement! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  do  not  know. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  the  gentleman  inform  yon  that  he  was  present 
when  Mr.  Carlisle  was  reported  to  have  said  what  he  said? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  he  was. 

The  Chaibkan.  Yon  think  he  is  employed  by  the  Senatef 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  think  so. 

The  CHAntMAR.  Yon  do  not  know  if  he  is  employed  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Financef 

Mr.  Edwasds.  I  do  not 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  give  yon  this  infonnation  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  in  Washington. 

The  Chaibman.  Wlienf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Abont  two  weeks  ago. 

The  Chaibmak.  How  loDg  after  he  alleges  Mr.  Carlisle  made  the 
atatementf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  understood  his  testimony  was  given  in  February. 

The  Chaibman.  What  testimony? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Not  testimony.  That  statement  was  made  in  Feb- 
roary. 

The  Chaibuah.  When  did  this  gentleman  tell  this  to  yonf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Abont  two  weeks  ago. 

Senator  Davis.  Whereabouts  in  Washington  did  he  make  the  state- 
ment f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  It  was  in  this  vicinity;  around  the  Capitol. 

Senator  Davis.  Whereabouts  in  this  vicinity  t 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  think  I  could  say. 

The  Chaibman.  You  do  not  think  you  could  say,  or  do  not  remember  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  could  not  idtotify  the  place. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  go  to  him,  or  did  he  come  to  you  to  impart  itf 

Mr>  Edwabds.  I  went  to  him. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  did  you  find  himt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  found  him  in  a  room  or  office — did  not  pay  any  par- 
tieolar  attention. 

Senator  Davis.  In  this  building  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  In  this  building;  no. 

Senator  Davis.  In  what  building  did  you  find  himf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That^  I  suppose,  would  identify  my  informant,  if  you 
will  let  me  wait  and  thmk  that  over  I  will 

Senator  Davis.  We  will  pass  that  over.  When  you  went  to  him  was 
it  with  any  previous  understanding  or  hope  on  your  part  that  you 
would  get  the  information  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  was  instructed  to  go  to  him  by  Mr.  Bradford  Mer* 
rill,  editor  of  the  New  York  Press. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  tell  you  to  whom  to  apply  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  To  whom  to  apply  f 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  know  this  man  before  you  saw  himf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Never  met  him  or  saw  him  before. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Merrill  tell  you  verbaUy,  or  by  letter! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yerballv. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  T 

Mr.  Edwabds.  In  New  York. 
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Senator  Dayis.  Did  Mr.  Merrill  tell  yon  you  oonld  get 
information  oat  of  this  mant 

Mr.  Edwabdb.  He  told  me  he  thought  the  man  had  information 
which  he  could  give  me. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  do  not  understand  from  your  article  or  from  what 
you  state  here  that  you  intend  to  imply  that  any  representative  or  any 
member  of  the  sugar  trust  was  present  at  this  meeting. 

Mr.  Ebwabds.  No;  I  do  not 

Senator  Lo]>aB.  I  understand  the  substance  of  that  statement  to  be 
that  the  party  was  an  of&cial  or  semiofficial. 

Mr.  Edwabdb.  I  judge  it  was  an  informed  meeting  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  Of  some  members  of  the  committee  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Democratic  members. 

Senator  Lodgb.  And  you  understand  also  that  your  informant  was 
present? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  I  suppose  the  statement  had  better  be  put  into  the 
leoofd  of  what  it  is  alleged  Secretary  Carlisle  said.    It  is: 

Gentlemen,  there  ib  one  thine  that  I  am  bonnd  to  say  to  yon  as  eamefltly  an4 
impnMsiyely  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  yon  as  a  Donocrat  to  Democrats.    No 

farty  or  the  representatiyes  of  no  party  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligati^u. 
want  to  say  to  yon  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sngar-refining  interests  (I  may  teU  yon  what  j^rhaps 
yon  do  not  know)  snbeoribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  vi  19&, 
a  Tery  large  snm  of  money.  They  contribated  seyeral  hundred  thonsand  dollars, 
and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  yon  that  it  would  be  wrong, 
it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution,  given  at 
a  time  when  it  was  imperatiTely  needed,  for  the  Demoeratio  party  now  to  torn 
around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust  that 
you  wiU  prepacs  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  leasonabley  and  in  aome 
measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests. 

That  is  the  substance  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  had  said. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  his  remembrance  and  my.  remembrance* 

The  Ghaibhan.  Your  remembrance  of  what  your  informant  saidt 

Mr.  ISdwabds.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understand^  then,  that  the  committee  is  to  underw 
stand  that  Secretary  Carlisle  waa  present  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  some  or  all  of  the  Democratic  members  oi  tho 
Finance  Conmiitteef 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes;  that  is  my  understanding. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  of  your  informant  t 

Mr.  EDWABps.  And  that  of  my  informant.  That  waa  my  under- 
standing. 

Senator  Lodge.  No  one  else  was  present  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  all— not  that  I  heard. 

Senator  Allen.  Whom  did  Mr.  Merrill  tell  yon  to  go  to  for  infoxmi^ 
tionf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  To  this  gentleman. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  tell  you  where  you  would  find  himf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  did  he  say  you  would  find  him  f 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  would  disclose  the  man. 

Senator  Davis.  I  want  to  be  fair  with  this  witness*  He  has  made 
the  point  distinctly  that  upon  this  line  of  questions  he  is  entitled  to 
advice  of  counsel,  and  before  getting  that  advioe  he  deoUnea  to  stete 
fix>m  whom  he  got  the  information. 
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Mr.  Edwabds.  I  will  put  myself  in  the  hands  of  connsel  and  be 
determined  by  what  he  will  say.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  I 
will  be  guided  by  what  my  connsel  says. 

A  recess  was  taken  at  1  o'clock  p.  m.  until  2  to  give  the  witness  an 
opportunity  to  consult  counsel. 

AFTES  BEOESS* 

The  Ghaibman.  Mr.  Edwards,  are  you  prepared  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion propounded  to  yout 

Mr.  Edwabdb.  I  have  to  ask  the  fiirther  indulgence  of  the  commit- 
tee. Mr.  Dittenhoefer,  my  counsel,  is  on  hei  e  from  New  York.  Through 
some  misunderstanding  I  did  not  find  him  at  the  hotel,  the  Arlington. 
Mrs.  Dittenhoefer  tells  me  he  is  here  at  this  end  of  the  Capitol.  I 
would  suggest,  if  agreeable  to  the  committee,  that  we  go  on  with  other 
matters  and  give  me  an  opportunity  to  consult  with  Mr.  Dittenhoefer 
Jater. 

Senator  Lodge.  Let  us  go  on  with  the  rest  of  the  article  and  waive 
this  at  present. 

The  Gh AiBifAN.  You  say : 

That,  in  substance,  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  that  they  reapect  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national 
campaign  committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleyoland  in  1892. 
It  was  a  plea  powerfully  pnt.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more ;  he  had  said  enough. 
He  turned  and  left  the  committee,  going  awa^  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he 
eame,  but  before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amend- 
ment which  he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government,  and  yet  be  Just  to  the 
mig«r  interests. 

What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement,  that  he  went  away  secretly 
after  signifying  his  willingness  to  prepare  an  amendment t 

Mr.  Edwabps.  The  same  as  the  other. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  know  nothing  of  it  of  your  own  knowledge t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Know  nothing  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  You  got  this  from  the  same  man? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman  (reading).  <^That  very  thiog  he  did,  not  long  after." 
Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I^o. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  got  that  from  the  same  person? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  The  same  person. 

The  Ghaibman  (reading).  <^The  chairman  of  the  Finanee  Gommittee 
leceived  and  showed  to  certain  fikvored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amend- 
ment, in  Secretary  Garlisle's  own  handwriting,  to  the  sugar  schedule, 
and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.Yoorhees's  possession  to  this  day  unless  he  has 
destroyed  it."    Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Ghaibman.  Where  did  you  obtain  that  information? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  From  the  same  source. 

The  Ghaibman.  <^  Secretary  Garlisle  had  scratched  out  from  the 
printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by  interlinea- 
tion had  inserted  the  following  words:  'On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16 
Dutch  standard  and  on  all' — after  the  word  ^all'  the  printed  form 
remained  in  which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this 
interlineation,  'inst^ead  of  one-eighth  of  1  per  ceut,  45  per  cent  ad 
v^orem.'  ^    Is  that  of  your  own  personal  knowledge? 

Mr,  Edwabds.  That  is  from  the  same  source. 
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The  Ohairman.  As  the  other  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Ohairman.  And  told  at  the  same  tlmef 

Mr.  Edwards.  At  the  same  time. 

The  Chairman.  Part  of  the  same  interview* 

Mr.  Edwards.  Part  of  the  same  interview. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Before  leaving  that  I  want  to  ask  a  question.  Did 
this  man  inform  yon  that  Mr.  Carlisle  scratched  out  ^^  one-eighth  of  1 
per  cent"  and  inserted  ^'45  per  centum  on  all  sugars^"  is  that  what  yon 
understood  him  to  sayt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  understood  him  to  say. 

Senator  Lindsay.  There  was  no  arrangement  for  any  specific  taxf 

Mi.  Edwards.  My  understanding  was  that  the  45  per  cent  ad  valorem 
covered  the  sugars. 

Senator  Ln^DSAY.  That  it  was  45  per  cent  straight  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes,  on  all  sugars. 

Senator  Dayis.  I  understand  his  understanding  was  limited  by  the 
fact  that  he  took  the  bill  and  struck  out  one-eighth  per  cent  and  inserted 
the  straight  ad  valorem? 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yourinformant  say  that  Mr.  Carlisle  had  stricken 
out  the  one-eighth  per  cent? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  understood  him  to  say  so.  I  understood  him 
to  say  he  had  staicken  out  one-eighth  of  1  per  cent  and  interlineated 
80  as  to  make  it  read  all  sugars  of  all  kinds  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  1  mill  made  to  apply  to  all  countries  that 
offer  a  bounty  to  exporters  of  sugar.    Is  that  stricken  out? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  only  thing  stricken  out  was  the  one  eighth  of  1 
per  cent.    That  is  my  recollection. 

The  Chairman.  You  state  further: 

Upon  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washinffton  hotel,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer.  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey;  "Brice's  Terrell/'  and  one 
other  man,  whose  name  it  may  be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present.  At  that 
interview  Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  ^reat  deal  of  indignation.  He  rebaked  Sena- 
tor Brice  for  failing  to  secure  such  influence  in  the  Senate  as  the  sugar  people 
expected  him  to  secure.  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  bluntly,  almost 
brusquely  I  what  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  pMrty  leaders  to 
the  sugar  men  and  to  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule. 

What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement.  Do  you  know  it  person- 
aUyt 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  do  not  know  personally. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  authority  for  it  I 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  first  I  heard  of  it  was  a  series  of  articles  in  the 
"Sew  York  World,  published  at  that  time,  stating  specifically  those 
facts  and  giving,  if  I  recollect,  the  number  of  the  room.  That  is  what 
ci^ed  my  attention  first  to  that  matter.  Afterward  this  same  author- 
ity told  me  that  this  story  was  true. 

The  Chairman.  Which  same  authority  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  authority  that  gave  me  the  information 
about  the  Carlisle  amendment. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  Carlisle  speech  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  Carlisle  speech,  that  he  heard  it.  I  do  not 
think  the  gentleman  knew  that  of  his  own  knowledge.  My  impression 
is  that  he  repeated  it  as  a  piece  of  information  he  had  heard. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  to  say  this  man  whose  name  you  refuse 
to  give  heard  that  interview  between  Havemeyer,  Briee,  and  others! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  with  his  own  ears,  but  heard  it  from  others. 

The  Chairman.  Who  first  told  you  of  it! 
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Mr.  Edwards.  I  saw  a  number  of  articles  in  the  New  York  World 
abont  it,  and  tben  this  man  told  me. 

The  Ghaibman.  This  information  is  gathered  from  articles  in  the 
Kew  York  World  and  afterward  from  this  undisclosed  informant  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Gh AIRMAN.  Have  you  any  knowledge  except  thatf 

Mr.  Edwards.  Kothing,  except  an  interview  reported  in  the  "Sew 
York  Mail  and  Express,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  the  original  informer 
was  a  wire  manufacturer  in  New  York  Oity. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  after  the  printing  of  this  article  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  had  no  connection  with  your  statementf 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  And  could  not  have  hadf 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  because  I  think  it  was  printed  last  Saturday. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  ux>on  this  occasion  that — 

There  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  hotel  Mr.  Hayemeyer,  Senator 
Bricoy  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey;  ''Brice's  Terrell/'  and  one  other  man  whose 
name  it  may  be  wortn  while  to  withhold  for  the  present. 

Who  was  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  A  Mr.  Beed,  of  Boston^  whose  initials  I  have  for- 
gotten.   My  information  is  that  he  was  interested  with  the  sugar  people. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Do  you  know  his  address  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  his  address.    He  is  in  Boston. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  say  in  this  article  that  it  is  worth 
white  to  withhold  his  name? 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  a  piece  of  journalism,  and  had  no  connec- 
tion whatever  with  the  story.  It  was  joumaliBtic  fiction  instead  of 
legal  fiction. 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

Here  we  know  that  the  brokers  with  whom  Senator  Brlce  has  been  aocnstomed  to 
eommit  his  specnlative  interests  have  been  very  large  purchasers  of  snear,  and  we 
know  also  that  these  brokers  had  inside  information  as  to  the  action  of  the  Senate 
npon  the  sugar  schedule. 

Tou  say  you  know.    How  do  you  knowt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Everybody  knew  that  Moore  &  Schley,  of  "Sew  York, 
the  brokers  with  whom  Senator  Brice  has  by  common  report  a  common 
understanding,  dealt  in  all  his  business,  were  the  largest  operators  in 
sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  yourself  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  it  legally. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  it  by  public  reportf 

Mr.  Edwards.  As  a  matter  of  public  understanding  on  the  stock 
exchange. 

The  Chairman.  And  no  other  wayf 

Mr.  Edwards.  ISo  other  way.    I  had  no  dealings— > 

The  Chairman.  You  say  further : 

On  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Yoorhees,  the  chairman  of  the  FiDanoe  Committee, 
denied  in  the  Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  biU  as 
originaUy  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as 
prepared  by  Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  a  member  of  the  brokerage  firm  of 
Moore  A  Schley.  He  had  not  ansen  when  it  was  plaoed  in  his  hands;  he  was  in 
bed,  for  it  was  early  morning. 

Is  that  of  your  own  knowledge  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  OHATRMAif.  What  is  yoni  autbonty  for  that  statementl 
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Mr.  Ebwabbs.  The  aathority  ia  the  same  as  that  given  for  what  is 
called  the  Oarlisle  amendment. 

The  Ohaibman.  This  undisclosed  mant 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  was  the  member  t 

Mr.  Edw ABDS.  The  Washington  member  of  the  New  York  hoasew 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  his  namet 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not.  It  was  mentioned,  and  I  forgot  to  catch  it. 
I  forgot  to  ask  about  it  afterwards;  but  he  was  identified  as  the 
WasMngton  representative. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  where  the  Washington  office  ist 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not 

Senator  Allen.  Do  they  keep  an  office  here  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing track  of  legislation? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  that  they  keep  it  here  for  that  pur- 
pose, although  the  New  York  brokers  have  agents  here  to  inform  them 
of  those  things. 

The  Ohaibman.  Then  you  say  this  specific  statement  is  from  the 
same  authority  as  the  statement  made  to  you  by  this  undisclosed 
gentleman  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  one  who  gave  you  tiie  statement  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Carlisle  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that— 

We  had,  npon  the  Sanday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
eratio  membM*8  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all-day  and  half-the-night 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  niemberB  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  representa- 
tives of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrell  and  Meyers,  Bm  Le 
Fevre,  and  others.  These  men  sat,  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  fliVi*  '^ 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  commuuication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  qnarten  occopied 
by  the  trust  aU  day. 

Is  that  statement  personal  knowledge  of  your  ownt 
Mr.  Edwards.  It  is  not. 

The  Oh  AIRMAIL.  Upon  what  authority  is  it  stated  t 
Mr.  Edwards.  This  same  person  whom  you  call  undisclosed* 
Senator  Allen.  Did  he  pretend  to  know  that  himself  t 
Mr.  Edwards.  My  impression  is  that  he  knew  all  that  of  his  own 
knowledge. 
The  Chairman.  Himself  t 
Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Ohairman.  <<  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of 
satisfying  Louisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was 
necessary  for  the  Democratic  party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or 
else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes  against  the  bill." 
Is  that  statement  true,  or  matter  of  conjecture  by  yout 
Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  it  is  all  general  statement;  I  tiiink  it  is 
matter  of  common  report. 

The  Chairman.  <^  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving 
a  little  and  taking  a  little.  At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the 
whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never  was  there  more  desperate 
battle  between  conflictiDg  interests  in  the  committee  rooms  of  the  Cap- 
itoL  At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caffery  drafted  a  schedule, 
Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  hu  shoulder;  and  the  other  memben  of 
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tlie  engw  tnist  matching  tlie  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered^  as 
one  Senator  who  saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  rex>orted.'' 

Do  you  know  that  personally? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  that  personally.    . 

The  Chairman.  What  is  yonr  authority  for  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  as  the  other,  this  undisclosed  informer. 

The  Chairman.  <^It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator  Caf- 
tarj  had  finished,  the  sugar  trusk,  read  his  draft,  reluotantiy  accepted 
it,  it  was  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there 
accepted,  the  victory  won,  and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  the  x>o8ses« 
flion  of  the  committee,  in  Cafi'ery's  handwriting  and  with  the  approT- 
ing  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it." 

Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge! 

Mr.  Edwards.  1  do  not  know  that  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  as  the  others. 

The  Chairman.  This  undisclosed  informant  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  ^^  It  was  after  this  was  done  that  word  was  brought 
to  New  York  and  confidential  information  given  to  a  company  of  con- 
spicuous Democrats  that  the  sugar  trust  had  clinched  the  Senate,  and 
that  their  interests  were  now  protected,  whatever  was  done  by  the 
Senate."    What  is  your  authority  for  that  statementY 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  heard  something  of  that  kind.  I  do  not  know  the 
source  of  the  information.  It  is  a  report  that  was  brought  to  New 
York.  It  is  one  of  those  things  that  passes  around  from  mouth  to 
mouth  and  came  to  my  ears. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  your  informant  say  in  what  room,  on  the  Sab- 
bath mentioned,  were  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  these  representatives  of  the 
sugar  trust — what  room  in  the  Capitol  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  understood  it  was  a  room  near  to,  if  not  adjacent 
to,  the  Finance  Committee  room.  Perhaps  it  was  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  corridor.  It  was  within  one  or  two  moments' communication;  I 
recollect  that. 

Senator  Allbn.  Did  your  infbrmant  give  you  the  names  of  all  the 
different  persons  in  these  different  rooms  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  say  all ;  he  mentioned  the  names  I  have 
mentioned  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  there  were  any  persons  besides  the  Sen- 
ators and  the  members  of  the  sugar  trust  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  No:  I  think  not,  excepting  their  attorneys,  Mr.  Le 
Fevre  and  Mr.  Terrell. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  there  were  Havemeyer,  Terrell,  Ben  Le 
Fevre,  and  others  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  also  mentioned  Mr.  Eeed. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Havemeyer  personally  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  him  personally. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell  personally  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Meyer  personally? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Ben  Le  Fevre  personally? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do,  personally. 

The  Chairman.  Is  be  the  gentleman  who  is  in  New  YorkY 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  he  was  for  ten  or  twelve  years.  He  is  now  a 
lawyer  in  New  York; 
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Senator  Allen.  Where  did  yoa  say  your  informant  claimed  to  bet 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  tell  me. 

Senator  Allen.  He  claimed  to  have  seen  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  9e  saw  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  he  in  this  Finance  Committee  room  or  the  room 
adjacent,  where  the  members  of  the  sugar  trust  weret 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  state;  he  just  said  that  he  saw. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  state  to  you  in  what  capacity  he  was  theret 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  he  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  in  what  capacity  he  was  acting  there 
at  that  timef 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  from  him,  or  from  seeing  him  per- 
form certain  duties,  what  he  was  doing  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  had  you  been  acquainted  with  this  man 
who  informed  you  of  thist 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  never  was  acquainted  with  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Never  saw  him  before  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Never  saw  him  before — ^not  knowingly.  I  may  have 
seen  him  when  I  was  in  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  him  to-day  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  him  within  the  last  weekt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  had  any  communication  from  himt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  at  all;  not  the  slightest. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Benedict  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  met  Mr.  Benedict  once;  was  introduced  to 
him.  I  saw  him  on  the  street,  but  I  can  not  say  that  I  am  acquainted 
with  him. 

The  Ohairman.  This  letter,  with  the  exception  of  the  information 
which  you  got  from  your  undisclosed  informant,  was  made  up  from 
matters  which  you  say  were  common  knowledge  and  things  that  were 
in  the  air,  and  not  from  personal  knowledge  given  to  you  by  any  pei^ 
son  whom  you  could  identify  T 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  that  is  strictly  the  truth. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Except  Col.  floyt,  who  is  deadt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  should  not  have  mentioned  Gol.  Hoyt,  except 
that  one  of  his  statements  is  corroborated  by  Governor  Waller. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  has  Gol.  Hoyt  been  deadf 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  died  in  April,  I  think.  I  was  pallbearer  at  his 
funeral.    It  was  some  time  early  in  ApriL 

The  Chairman.  He  was  a  lawyer! 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  was  a  lawyer,  quite  a  prominent  lawyer  of  Oon- 
necticut. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  this  conversation  reported  by  this  undisclosed 
informant,  did  he  say  that  Mr.  Carlisle  did  or  did  not  express  an  inter- 
est in  the  sugar-planting  people  of  Louisiana! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  think  that  was  mentioned.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection about  that,  and  yet  it  may  be  that  it  was.  I  do  not  recollect 
that  it  was  or  was  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  know  as  a  fact  that  the  House  bill  had 
repealed  the  bounty  of  2  cents  a  pound  to  the  sugar-groweri  and  has 
left  sugar  without  any  bounty  at  all  Y 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  know  that  to  be  a  fiEM^t. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  intormant  told  yon  that 
Mr.  Carlisle  put  these  sugar  refers  on  the  same  footing  as  the  sugar- 
growers  of  Louisianat 

Mr.  Edwards.  !No  ;  he  did  not  say  that  at  all. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  did  he  say  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  simply  stated  that  Mr.  Carlisle  had  presented  a 
memorandum  to  the  committee,  or  certain  erasures  of  an  amendment 
or  interlineations,  providing  for  a  duty  of  46  per  cent  on  all  sugars. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  with  the  erasure  of  one-eighth  of  1  cent  per 
pound  on  sugar  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  think  that  he  said  there  was  another  inter- 
lineation or  rather  an  addition,  providing  that  the  reciprocity  treaty 
with  Hawaii  should  be  preserved  in  spite  of  any  other  thing. 


8W0RH  TE8TIH0HT  07  JOHH  &  SHEIVEB. 

The  Chairman.  How  old  are  youl 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  am  36. 

The  Ch AIRMAIL.  Where  do  you  live! 

Mr.  Shriteb.  My  legal  residence  is  Baltimore,  but  I  live  in  Wash- 
ington. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  business t 

Mr.  Shriver.  Newspaper  man. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  way  are  yon  a  newspaper  mant 

Mr.  Shriteb.  I  am  Washington  correspondent  of  the  New  York 
MaU  and  Express. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  an  article  in  the  New  York  Mail  and 
Express  of  last  Saturday,  May  19, 1894 — a  letter,  I  should  say,  which  I 
have  in  my  hand.    Was  that  written  by  yout 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  In  it  you  say: 

Just  here  it  may  be  well  to  give  a  Uttle  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last  few 
weeks  in  which  tne  sngar  trust  has  taken  snch  a  prominent  part.  The  headquarters 
of  the  officials  of  the  trust  have  been  in  a  certain  room  in  the  Arlington  Hotel.  The 
night  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the  trust 
must  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  bill  would  be  killed,  there  happened  to  be  in  the 
next  room  to  the  sugar  trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  place  not  far  from 
New  York.  He  had  come  to  Washin^on  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee to  change  its  schedule  in  which  he  was  interested,  and,  worn  out  with  his 
vain  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  '^ triumvirate''  in  charge 
of  the  bill,  he  had  retired  to  his  room. 

He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud  talking  in  the  sugar  trust  parlor 
attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slumber  was  impossible.  The  voices 
next  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night  proceeded.  He  distinctly  dis- 
tinfuished  the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew,  and  also  those 
of  the  sugar  trust  magnates.  It  was  nearly  morning  when  the  conference  broke  up 
and  the  wire  manufacturer  was  aUowed  at  last  to  fall  asleep.  He  did  not,  however, 
remain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  because  what  ne  had  heard  seemed  to 
him  too  good  news. 

Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  and  telling  his  friends, 
among  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen,  that  he  knew  the  Wilson  bill  would  never 
pass.  He  made  no  secret  of  how  he  got  his  information,  and  even  told  the  names  of 
the  Senators  who  hud  been  in  the  room  next  to  him  nearly  aU  night.  The  wire  man- 
ufacturer did  not  linger  about  Washington,  but  returned  to  his  nome  frilly  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  use  for  his  remaining  any  longer  to  see  the  Democratic  Finance 
Committee. 

That  is  in  yonr  letter.    Do  yon  of  yonr  own  knowledge  know  the  facts 
therein  stated  Y 
Mr.  Shbiyer.  The  stoiy  was  told  to  ma 
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The  Chairman.  I  first  ask  yon,  do  yoa  of  your  own  knowledge  knon 
the  facts  therein  stated  Y 

Mr.SHRIVEB.  No. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement t 

Mr.  Shriyer.  a  Congressman,  member  of  the  Hoase. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  tell  you  thist 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes:  that  he  was  told  by  this  wire-manufacturer. 

The  Chairman,  what  is  the  Congressman's  namef 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  am  requested  by  the  Congressman  not  to  rcYcal  it. 

The  Chairman.  But  we  want  you  to  reYcal  it, 

Mr.  Shriyer.  He  has  requested  me  not  to  do  it.  He  gaYO  me  the 
story  for  publication,  ncYcr  thinking  anything  would  come  of  it. 
When  I  spoke  to  him  about  haYing  b^n  spoken  to  by  members  of  the 
committee  in  regard  to  it,  he  said  he  did  not  wish  to  be  brought  into 
the  matter,  and  requested  me  not  to  giYC  his  name. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  wire-manufacturer t 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  his  namet 

Mr.  Shriyer.  The  Congressman  does  not  desire  me  to  giYe  that 
either. 

Senator  Dayis.  Is  the  Mail  and  Express  adYOcating  that  this 
iuYestigation  be  held  iisith  open  doors  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes. 

Senator  Dayis.  This  iuYestigation  is  predicated  of  this  article.  You 
have  no  excuse  not  to  disclose  these  names — legal  excuse — except  that 
it  will  criminate  you.  1  do  not  understand  you  put  your  hesitation  to 
answer  upon  the  ground  that  you  will  be  criminating  yourself. 

Mr.  Shriyer.  iTot  at  all.  But  it  is  this :  A  newspaper  man  con- 
siders, when  information  is  given  to  him  in  confidence,  he  should  not 
violate  the  confidence. 

Senator  Dayis.  A  newspaper  man  should  consider  the  law  also,  and 
the  law  says  you  must  make  these  disclosures,  unless  they  tend  to 
criminate  you. 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

There  are  a  number  of  Senators  who  wiU  be  glad  if  this  inyestiffation  shonld  fa!!, 
simply  becaase  then  they  could  charge  the  correspondents  with  circulating  scan- 
dnloas  reports  and  have  another  chance  to  denounce  the  press  upon  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  fiut  if  the  newspaper  men  are  given  a  chance  to  teU  all  they  know  some 
interesting  developments  wiU  be  made. 

Did  you  write  thatf 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes.  You  know  when  a  newspaper  man  is  told  a 
thing  he  is  generally  supposed  to  hold  the  confidence  of  the  man.  I 
have  been  a  newspaper  correspondent  in  Washington  for  ten  years.  I 
think  I  hold  the  confidence  of  a  good  many  members,  because  I  never 
violated  their  confidence.  I  think  there  are  things,  if  I  should  give 
my  authority,  at  times  it  would  lessen  me  in  their  opinion  and  prevent 
me  carrying  on  my  business.  And  this  is  a  case  where  I  have  requested 
the  Congressman  to  use  his  name,  and  he  declines  to  allow  me  to  do  it 

The  Chairman.  You  make  the  charge  in  this  paper:  *^  If  the  news- 
paper men  are  given  an  opi)ortunity  to  tell  all  they  know  some  inter- 
esting developments  will  be  made."  How  can  we  make  the  investiga- 
tion if  you  refuse  to  tellT 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  can  say  that  the  wire  manufacturer  was  in  the  hot<el 
on  two  days,  March  6  to  the  9th,  and  occupied  a  certain  room,  and  on 
the  8th  to  the  10th  of  May,  the  rooms  occupied  at  one  time  beinir  47 
and  33.  J»  f  6 
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Senator  Davis.  Did  he  registerf 

Ifj.  Shbiteb.  He  registered  one  time,  I  know.  Mr.  Terrell  occnpied 
a  room  next  to  him  daring  one  of  his  visits  there. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  yon  ascertain  thatf 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  ascertained  that  from  the  records  of  the  Arlington 
Hotel.  I  do  not  think  you  will  find  Mr.  Terrell's  name  on  the  register 
of  the  Arlington;  I  am  not  certain  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  That  does  not  throw  much  light  on  this  investiga- 
tion, the  number  of  the  rooms  occupied  by  this  undisclosed  x)erson, 
though  it  might  give  us  a  clue  as  detectives  to  get  at  it  in  an  inferential 
way.  Here  is  a  definite  statement  made  by  you  in  print  in  a  paper  of 
large  circulation  and  established  reputation,  and  when  we  ask  you  if 
tiiat  statement  is  made  upon  your  own  knowledge,  you  say  no.  When 
we  ask  you  on  whose  authority  it  is  made,  you  tell  us  it  is  made  on  the 
authority  of  a  certain  Congressman,  whosd  name  you  do  not  disclose. 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  Yes;  and  another  newspaper  man. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  the  other  newspaper  mant 

Mr.  Shbiver.  Harry  W.  Walker. 

The  Chairman.  What  paper  is  he  correspondent  fort 

Ml*.  Shbiveb.  The  Daily  America,  of  New  York,  and  the  St.  Louis 
Post-Dispatch. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  whether  he  wrote  this  matter  upY 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  am  not  certain.  The  Congressman  told  us  at  the 
same  time.  The  Congressman  further  said  that  the  wire  manufacturer 
had  come  to  him  the  morning  afterward,  put  his  hand  on  his  shoulder, 
called  him  by  name,  and  said:  << There  is  no  use  of  my  staying  longer; 
the  tariff  bill  is  dead;  I  overheard  a  conversation  last  night" 

Senator  Lodge.  The  tariff  bill,  or  the  Wilson  bill! 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  The  Wilson  bill.  <^I  overheard  a  conversation  in  a 
room  last  night  between  sugar  men  and  Senators."  I  may  be  mistaken 
in  that  rei)ort  that  he  mentioned  the  names  of  Senators.  But  he  men- 
tioned the  name  of  one  Senator,  according  to  the  Congressman's  account. 

The  Chaibman.  And  not  Democratic  Senators  Y 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  Yes.  Another-named  Senator  was  mentioned;  but 
when  asked  if  he  was  there,  the  wire  manufacturer  said  he  did  not 
think  he  was,  because  he  dia  not  recognize  his  voice.  He  knew  the 
Senator,  I  think,  but  he  did  not  recognize  his  voice. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  here  he  clearly  distinguished  the  voices  of 
several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knewY 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  say  now  that  I  may  be  mistaken  in  that  one  point, 
as  to  his  naming  Democratic  Senators.  In  the  first  place,  I  understood 
the  wire  manufacturer  to  have  said  it  was  Democratic  Senators. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  the  Congressman  give  you  the  names  of  the 
Senators  Y 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  He  gave  me  one  name  as  mentioned  by  the  wire  manu- 
facturer. That  is  what  the  Congressman  told  me.  I  have  mentioned 
no  names  in  the  article. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  the  Congressman  told  you  this,  did  he  know 
you  were  going  to  publish  itY 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  tell  you  this  for  the  purpose  of  its  being 
published  Y 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  Yes;  as  an  item  of  news. 

Senator  Davis.  He  knew  you  were  a  correspondent  Y 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  Yes.  .     ^i 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  ask  you  at  that  time  not  to  gWe  iiiaiiA3nA\ 
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Mr,  Shrivbr.  Yes  f  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  that  in  answer  to  a  statement  on  yoor  part 
that  you  expected  to  publish  itf 

Mr.  Sh  RIVER.  He  mentioned  that  on  his  part.  He  did  not  want  to 
be  mixed  up  in  the  matter.  This  thing  was  mentioned  to  him.  The 
conversation  occurred  in  March. 

The  Chairman.  The  conversation  with  youl 

Mr.  Shriver.  No:  the  wire  manufacturer. 

The  Chairman,  when  did  it  occur  with  youl 

Mr.  Shriver.  Thursday;  over  a  week  ago. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  seen  him  since  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  several  times.  I  saw  him  in  regard  to  the  ma^ 
ter,  and  he  gave  me  further  details,  and  told  me  under  no  circum- 
stances to  mention  his  name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  inade  this  publication  implicating  Senators 
in  what  you  intended  to  be  regarded  as  a  dishonorable  ^nsaction 
upon  the  authority  of  a  Congressman  who  had  eigoined  you  not  to  give 
his  name,  whose  name  you  agreed  not  to  give,  and  yet  in  that  same 
article  you  challenge  investigation  by  the  Senate  and  state  if  news- 
paper correspondents  were  given  a  chance  some  interesting  devdop- 
ments  would  be  made. 

Mr.  Shriver.  The  investigation  was  not  ordered  at  the  time  I  wrote 
that  article. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  affcer  you  had  agreed  to  do  the  thing  you 
now  state  you  are  under  obligations  of  honor  not  to  doY 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  unless  the  man  will  release  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  regard  it  as  proper  to  give  out  reports 
that  are  untrue  and  slanderous  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  regard  this  as  true,  given  on  the  word  of  a  Con- 
gressman, and  I  verified  the  fact  that  the  wire  manufacturer  was  in  the 
house. 

Senator  Lindsay.  But  you  did  not  give  the  name. 

Mr.  Shriver.  No;  if  I  should  give  tiie  name  I  would  violate  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Congressman. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  regard  that  as  dishonorableY 

Mr.  Shriver.  No;  because  you  can  summon  the  wire  manufacturer. 

The  Chairman.  But  the  Congressman  asked  you  not  to  disclose  the 
name  of  the  wire  manufacturer. 

Mr.  Shriver.    At  the  present  time,  yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  feel  in  honor  bound  not  to  disclose  itY 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  But  yet  you  will  give  us  information  indirectly  that 
will  aid  us  in  getting  that  nameY 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  think  if  you  get  it  that  way,  without  my  giving  it 
or  implicating  the  Congressman,  it  would  be  all  right. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  consider  that  you  are  giving  us  the 
name  wiien  you  put  us  in  the  way  of  getting  itY  Are  you  observing 
the  obH^iation  that  the  Congressman  imposed  upon  you  when  you  give 
us  the  information  that  wiB  lead  to  the  ascertainment  of  the  name  of 
the  wire  manufacturer  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  give  you  the  facts  on  which  I  found  my  article. 

The  Chairman.  What  facts  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  That  the  man  was  there.  If  I  had  not  verified  tkem 
[  do  not  think  I  would  have  published  thenu 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  vexiQrt 
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Mr.  Shriyeb.  The  fact  that  the  wire  manufacturer  was  there  and 
occupied  the  room  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  believe  the  statement.  We  do  not  care 
what  rooms  the  wire  manufacturer  occupied;  we  are  concerned  in  your 
Rtatement  here  as  coining  from  a  wire  manufiEtcturer.  What  did  you 
do  to  verify  that  statement  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  give  you  the  words  of  the  Congressman,  and  I  tell 
you  the  wire  manufacturer  was  in  the  house  at  the  time,  and  occupied 
the  rooms  down  near  Mr.  Terrell's  name. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  did  not  think  Mr. 
Terrell  was  registered  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  do  not  think  any  of  the  gentlemen  were  registered* 

The  Chairman.  How  can  we  find  out  which  room  he  occupied  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  The  way  I  found  out.    There  are  other  records. 

The  Chairman.  What  are  they  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  think  that  there  is  a  cashier's  book  that  shows. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  have  access  to  thatY 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  found  out. 

Senator  Davis.  How  did  you  find  out  what  room  Mr.  Terrell  occupied  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  asked  and  it  was  given  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  asked  whomY 

Mr.  Shriver.  The  Arlington  Hotel. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  Arlington  Hotel  is  ratheran  indefinite  quantity 

The  Chairman.  Might  you  not  as  well  give  us  the  name  directly  as 
to  put  us  in  the  way  of  finding  outY  Would  not  that  be  as  consistent 
with  your  obh'gation  to  the  Congressman  as  to  give  us  clues  by  which 
we  will  find  it  outY  Why  wDl  not  one  be  as  consistent  with  your  obli- 
gation as  the  other  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  Because  the  Congressman  has  asked  me  particularly 
not  to  give  his  name,  and  made  me  promise  that  I  would  not  give  it. 
I  know  the  numbers  of  the  rooms  and  the  dates,  and  I  understand  the 
wire-manufacturer  was  there.  You  can  summon  the  wire-manufac- 
turer direct. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  consider  it  no  breach  of  faith  to  give  us  the 
means  of  finding  out  the  name  of  the  wire-manufacturer,  but  you  thinl; 
it  would  be  dishonorable  to  give  us  the  name  itself  Y  Is  that  your  idea 
of  honorable  conduct  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  promised  that  I  would  not  give  the  name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  are  a  member  of  the  press,  you  have  a  seat 
in  the  press  gallery  of  the  Senate,  you  enjoy  the  benefits  resulting  from 
that,  and  you  write  these  articles  implicating  the  good  character  of  a 
Senator  and  decline  to  give  the  information  upon  which  you  base  itY 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  stated  that  the  information  was  given  me  on  the 
authority  of  a  Congressman. 

Senator  Lindsay.  If  we  had  this  Congressman's  name,  we  could 
summon  him  and  find  out  what  he  knows;  and  if  we  had  the  wire 
manufacturer's  name  we  could  summon  him  and  find  out  what  he  knows, 
and  get  at  the  facts,  instead  of  taking  newspaper  rumors  and  the 
statements  of  a  man  who  declines  to  give  the  facts,  but  publishes 
articles  villifying  Senators*  I  understand  you  decline  to  answer  the 
question  of  the  committee  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  At  present;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  wish  more  time  to  consider  the  matter,  to 
consult  counsel  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  decline  to  give  the  name  at  present,  because  I  have 
been  requested  not  to  do  so^  not  only  sometime  ago  but  even  to-dtty. 

H  Bep.  457 4 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  regard  it  as  your  duty  not  to  do  sot 

Mr.  Shbiver.  As  a  newspaper  man  I  regard  it  as  my  duty  not  to 
give  the  name  of  the  party  who  informed  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Without  regard  to  the  law  of  tlie  case  at  allT 

Mr.  Shriver.  It  is  part  of  my  business.  If  I  am  known  around  here 
as  a  man  who  violates  confidences,  I  am  sure  my  usefulness  as  a  news- 
paper man  or  gatherer  of  news  would  cease. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  any  more  grave  than  to  write  these  articles 
about  Senators  and  request  the  opportunity  to  testify,  and  then  decline 
to  afford  the  information  which  you  have  requested  the  opportunity  to 
produce? 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  given  my  authority  in  that  article. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  in  another  part  of  this  letter: 

The  reosou  a  good  many  Senators  do  not  fear  any  reflults  from  the  coming  inyesti- 
gation  is  that  precedent  in  this  regard  has  shown  that  such  investigations  rarely 
amount  to  anything. 

Mr.  Shriver.  I,have  quoted  a  couple  of  investigations  that  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  they  not  amount  to  anything  T 

Mr.  Shriver.  Because  the  newspaper  men  who  have  been  examined 
have  not;  well,  they  have  not  amounted  to  anything. 

The  Chairman.  Why  t 

Mr.  Shriver.  Because  they  have  not  been  able  to  get  the  facts. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  intend  in  that  sentence  to  have  it  implied 
that  the  reason  such  investigations  amount  to  nothing  is  because  news- 
paper men  will  not  disclose  the  authority  for  their  statements  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  it  has  been  shown  that  the 
newspaper  men  who  hitherto  have  been  called  have  not  been  able  to 
give  the  names  because  they  have  not  been  bound — have  not  been  able 
to  give  their  authority. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  mean  to  imply  here — that  is  the  ordinary 
meaning  of  what  you  have  said — that  the  reason  why  such  investiga- 
tions do  not  amount  to  anything  is  because  those  conducting  them  do 
not  intend  them  to  amount  to  anything? 

Mr.  Shriver.  No;  because  tliey  have  not  been  able  to  amount  to 
anything;  could  not  get  the  information  they  desired. 
*  The  Chairman.  You  have  not  stated  that. 

Mr.  Shriver.  Not  by  any  means.  But  I  think  all  investigations 
that  have  been  conducted  have  been  all  with  a  desire  to  gain  something. 
The  particular  investigation  that  I  referred  to,  the  executive-session 
investigation,  went  on  for  some  time  and  nothing  came  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

They  rememher  how  great  was  the  hnbbnb  over  the  silver  pool  in  the  Fifty-first 
Congress,  and  how,  just  when  it  seemed  as  if  Don  Cameron  was  about  to  be  placed 
in  a  very  awkward  position,  the  committee  adjourned  and  the  next  day  he  was  elected 
U.  8.  Senator  by  the  Pennsylvania  legislature.  The  investigation  did  not  have  any 
startling  results. 

What  do  you  mean  by  thatf 

Mr.  Shriver.  At  the  time  Senator  Cameron  was  on  the  stand,  just 
about  the  time  his  testimony  was  being  taken,  in  which  some  points 
were  being  brought  out,  according  to  record  the  committee  adjourned 
and  Mr.  Cameron  was  elected  by  the  legislature. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  the  committee 
adjourned  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  Mr.  Cameron  to  be  elected  t 

Mr.  Shriver.  No^  I  do  not  mean  anything  by  it;  I  just  stato  the 
fiacts. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  the  fiorther 
investigation  was  abandoned  because  Mr.  Cameron  was  elected! 
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Mr.  Shriyer.  No.    The  article  said  tliat  nothing  came  out  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  think  it  a  part  of  yoiu*  duty  as  a  newspaper 
man  when  you  get  hold  of  a  story  of  that  kind  which  implicates  or 
renders  greatly  suspected  certain  members  of  the  U.  S.  Senate  to  pul- 
lish  itf 

Mr.  Shriver.  On  the  authonty  I  had. 

Senator  Allen.  I  asked  a  plain  question.  Do  you  think  it  is  your 
duty  when  you  get  hold  of  a  charge  of  that  kind  to  publish  itf 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  You  also  think  it  proper  to  state  in  that  article  that 
if  the  newspaper  men  were  given  an  opportunity  to  tell  all  they  kno\\ 
some  interesting  developments  would  be  madef 

Mr.  Shriver.  Well,  I  have  told  all  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  think  it  proper  to  make  that  statcnieut  in 
connection  with  your  story  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  if  the  newspaper  men  will  tell  all  they  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Having  told  the  story  and  made  that  comment, 
which  intimates  so  plainly  that  if  an  opportunity  were  given  truth 
would  be  discovered,  you  think  it  is  in  perfect  keeping  with  that,  and 
also  the  criticisms  of  the  press  on  the  committee  in  regard  to  getting  at 
the  truth,  to  come  up  here  and  refuse  to  give  us  any  assistance  what- 
ever in  probing  this  matter  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  given  you  the  story  as  I  got  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  not  asking  you  now  about  your  story.  I  am 
asking  you  if  you  think  those  three  positions  are  all  right,  and  all 
right  at  the  same  timeY 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  think  I  have  given  as  much  as  I  know  in  the  story 
except  the  name  of  the  Congressman,  and  I  have  given  you  an  intima- 
tion in  regard  to  the  wire-manufacturer  by  which  you  can  identify  him. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  given  everything  except  the  point  that 
will  aid  the  committee  in  it-s  investigation  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  given  aid  to  the  committee.  All  you  have  to 
do  is  to  investigate,  and  you  will  find  the  man's  name;  it  is  easy 
enough. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Why  not  give  the  man's  name  if  it  is  easy  to  be 
found  Y 

The  Chairman.  Why  would  it  be  certain,  if  we  turned  ourselves 
into  detectives  and  went  to  the  Arlington  Hotel  and  inquired  whether 
a  wire-manuiacturer  had  at  an  indefinite  time  this  spring  registered  or 
stayed  at  that  hotel,  that  that  would  be  the  right  man! 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  think  the  fact  that  a  man  was  in  the  hotel  at  a  cer- 
tain date,  in  a  certain  room,  would  identify  him. 

The  Chairman.  Might  it  not  be  some  other  wire  manufacturer  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  Not  in  that  room. 

Senator  Davis.  You  went  down  to  the  hotel,  examined  the  register, 
and  found  a  certain  name  on  the  register  for  that  room  on  that  day  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  knew  the  name  of  the  wire  manufacturer. 

Senator  Davis.  You  examined  the  register  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  found  out  the  other  way  before  I  examined  the  reg- 
ister.   The  register  goes  back  to  March  30. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  see  the  wire  manufacturer's  name  for  that 
roomY 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  saw  a  man's  name  on  the  register,  and  I  think  May 
8  to  10. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  mean  March  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Ko  ;  May,  because  the  raster  only  goes  back  to  March 

Ml 
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Senator  Lodge.  Wliat  same  was  it  you  read  on  that  bookt 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  got  that  from  the  Oongressman. 

Senator  Lodge.  Tell  us  the  name  that  you  got  on  that  book  t 

Mr.  Shriyer.  It  is  the  same  thing. 

Senator  Lodge.  Tell  us  the  name  you  read  on  that  bookt 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  think  that  would  be'  the  same  thing. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  he  registered  on  the  date  of  May  8  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  This  was  the  second  Yisit  that  the  man  made.  The 
register  does  not  go  back  of  March  30. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  this  Congressman  tell  you  the  coiiYer- 
satiou  occurred  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Early  in  March.  He  did  not  recollect^  but  the  record 
shows  that  he  was  there  from  the  6lh  to  the  9th. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  record Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  The  hotel  record. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  registerY 

Mr.  Shriyer.    No. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  do  you  mean,  the  wire  manufacturer  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes.  He  occupied  a  room  by  Mr.  Terrell's,  who  was 
there  from  March  2  to  19. 

Senator  Lindsay.  These  are  the  priYate  records  of  the  hotel  to  which 
you  refer,  and  not  the  public  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  No;  I  do  not  think  they  are. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  IIyc  at  the  hotel Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  take  my  meals  there.  I  haYe  been  there  for  four 
years. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Then  the  only  way  in  which  a  Congressional 
committee  can  get  at  that  is  through  the  good  nature  of  the  people 
there  to  allow  the  committee  to  iuYestigate  their  priYate  books? 

The  Chairman.  And  then  draw  the  inference,  because  it  would  be 
more  or  less  inference,  that  the  name  they  acquired  was  the  right  name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  think  that  is  putting  us  on  notice  how 
to  get  the  name  of  the  person  whose  name  you  decUne  to  giYe  usY 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Decline  at  present;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  We  would  like  you  to  giYe  us  the  name  of  that 
Congressman. 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  would  like  myself  to  do  so.  Personally,  nothing 
would  suit  me  better,  and  I  thought  at  first  that  I  could  do  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  this  wire  manufacturer  from  New  YorkY 

Mr.  Shriyer.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  he  came  from  near  New  YorkY 

Mr.  Shriyer.  State  near  New  York. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  nearY 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Well,  between  this  District  and  New  York. 

Senator  Lindsay.  New  Jersey  Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  No.  I  do  not  think  I  need  hesitate;  it  was  Pennsyl- 
Yania. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Philadelphia Y 

Mr.  Shriyer.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Shall  we  giYe  Mr.  "BhriYcr  time  to  consider  this 
matter  Y 

Mr.  Dayts.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Edwards  appeared  with  his  counsel,  Mr.  A.  J.  Dittenhoefer,  who 
requested  that  he  be  giYcn  until  to-morrow  morning  to  examine  the 
authorities,  in  order  that  he  might  adYise  his  cUent  touching  his  rights; 
which  request  was  granted. 
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BWOEH  TESTIHOlfT  OF  HARRY  W.  WALKER 

The  Ghaibman.  What  is  your  agef 

Mr.  Walker.  I  am  34. 

The  Ghaibhan.  Where  is  your  residence  t 

Mr.  WAX.KEB.  My  home  is  in  Sew  York,  although  I  am  stationed 
here. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  your  occupation  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  A  newspaper  man. 

The  Ghaibman.  Newspaper  correspondent  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  For  what  paper,  or  papers,  are  you  a  correspondent  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  The  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch,  Daily  America,  of  New 
York,  and  the  Wall  Street  News  Agency,  a  commercial  paper. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  the  Mail  and  Express,  of  New  York,  on  Saturday, 
in  a  letter  from  Washington,  by  Shriver,  appears  the  following: 

Jnst  here  it  may  be  well  to  give  a  little  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last  few 
weeks  in  which  the  sagar  trust  has  taken  such  a  prominent  part.  The  headquarters 
of  the  officials  of  the  trust  have  been  in  a  certain  room  in  the  Arlington  Hotel.  The 
night  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the  trust 
must  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  bill  would  be  killed,  there  happened  to  be  in  the 
next  room  to  the  sugar-trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  firom  a  place  not  far  firom 
New  York.  He  had  come  to  Washington  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee to  change  its  schedule  in  which  he  wae  interested,  and  worn  out  with  his 
vain  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  '^  trinmyirate''  in  charge  of 
the  bill  he  had  retired  to  his  room.  He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud 
talking  in  the  sugar-trust  parlor  attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slum- 
ber was  impossible.  The  voices  next  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night 
proceeded.  He  distinctly  distinguished  the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators 
whom  he  knew  and  also  those  of  the  sugar-trust  magnates.  It  was  uesirly  morning 
when  the  conference  broke  up  and  the  wire  manufacturer  was  allowed  at  last  to  fall 
asleep.  He  did  not,  however,  remain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  because 
what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him  too  good  news. 

Have  you  read  that  article,  that  part  to  which  I  refer  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes;  I  read  it  Saturday. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Shriver  says  you  were  there  when  that  was 
oommuuicated  to  him. 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Were  yout 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Where  t 

Mr.  Walker.  At  dinner  at  the  Arlington. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  also  publish  it  in  your  pax>ert 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Where  were  youT 

Mr.  W  ALKER.  At  the  Arlington  hotel  at  dinner. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  communicated  to  you  as  well  as  to  Mr. 
Shriver  t 

Mr.  Walker.  We  were  all  around  the  table  together.  It  was  said 
for  the  benefit  of  us  all. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  it  made  the  statement! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  That  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  tell. 

The  Chairman.  Why! 

Mr.  Walker.  The  gentleman  gave  it  in  confidence. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  told  you — a  member  of  Congress  or  the  wire 
manufacturer  himself  Y 

Mr.  Walkeb.-  A  member  of  Congress. 
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The  Chairman.  Did  yon  see  the  person  who  was  allnded  to  here  as 
having  his  room  nextf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know  him  at  all.    I  may  know  him  by  sight. 

The  Chairman.  Did  yon  hear  his  namet 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  itt 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  do  not  think  I  should  give. 

The  Chairman.  Did  yon  pnblish  itt 

Mr.  Walkbb.  No;  I  did  not  understand  that  it  was  given  to  me  for 
that  purpose. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  did  not  feel  authorized  to  publish  itt 

Mr.  Walker.  No:  although  I  have  printed  statements  on  that  line. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  consider  it  anything  newt 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  it  was  old  in  a  news  sense. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  did  not  consider  that  the  statement  that 
was  made  upon  the  authority  of  which  this  story  has  been  predicated 
was  for  publication  T 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  do  not  know,  I  can  not  say  positively  as  to 
that.  I  would  not  have  published  it  without  going  back  and  asking 
this  gentleman's  permission. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  pledged  not  to  give  the  name  of  the 
gentleman  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  person  who  was  referred  to  here  as  a  wire 
manufaeturerf 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  it  was  old  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  well,  not  old  in  that  particular  IncideDt,  but  on 
that  lijie. 

Senator  Davis.  That  about  the  wire  manufacturer  was  not  oldY 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  should  have  published  it  on  my 
own  authority.  I  thought  as  I  was  piinting  these  charges  for  the  last 
six  months  it  was  not  necessary. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  or  two  questions.  You  say 
in  the  same  linef 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Will  you  kindly  explain  what  you  mean  by  that  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  been  printing  these  sugar  articles  ever  since 
the  bill  was  in  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  I  bad  printed  them 
over  my  own  signature.  They  came  to  me  direct,  and  1  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary  to  take  this  from  somebody  else,  because  I  thought 
those  who  read  my  articles  would  take  my  word,  and  it  was  like  doubt- 
ing my  word  to  quote  somebody  else. 

Senator  Lodge.  By  sugar  articles  what  do  you  meanY 

Mr.  Walker.  Printing  about  the  trust. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  the  part  you  refer  to  as  old  is  the  statement 
that  there  were  Senators  meeting  with  the  sugar  trust  representatives  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  have  been  printing  that  time  and  again. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  Senators  go  upstairs  with  gentlemen  who, 
I  was  told,  were  members  of  the  trust,  and  go  to  Mr.  Havemeyer's 
room.  And  one  time  a  Senator's  card  was  sent  up.  Then  people  around 
the  hotel  where  a  good  deal  of  this  happened  know  me  and  told  me. 
I  was  not  in  the  room. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  you  have  seen  Senators  go  up  there  Y 

Mr.  Walksb.  a  certain  Senator  particularly* 
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Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  thatt 

Mr.  Walker.  Senator  Brice. 

The  Chairman.  When! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  it  repeatedly  while  the  bill  was  before  the 
Finance  Committee. 

Tlie  Chairman.  Go  up  where! 

Mr.  Walker.  In  company  with  Mr.  Tenill  and  Mr.  Beed — ^that  is,  I 
have  seen  them  in  the  elevator — and  then,  of  course,  I  have  questioned 
other  people  about  the  hotel — employes,  and  talked  with  Mr.  Roessle, 
the  proprietor,  and  putting  this  altogether  I  thought  it  was  a  very  safe 
conclusion  to  reach. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  they  had  this  conference T 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes.  Then  I  have  heard  little  things  at  the  telephone. 
It  is  a  public  telephone.  If  you  are  in  the  office  you  can  not  help  hear- 
ing it.  The  telephone  is  at  the  cigar  counter.  After  the  message  was 
sent,  the«e  various  people  would  appear  immediately. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  any  other  Senators  go  up  with  the 
people  of  the  sugar  trust  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  I  saw  no  other  Senator  going  out  in  company 
with  Brice.  I  have  heard  Mr.  Boessle  talk  about  slipping  them  up  the 
back  way,  up  the  elevator. 

Senator  Lodge.  Other  Senators  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Whot 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Boessle  never  went  into  thati 

The  Chairman.  Never  stated  the  names  t 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  is  Roesslet    What  is  his  full  namet 

Mr.  Walker.  Theodore.  Then  1  have  seen  Mr.  Bennett  talk  to  mem- 
bers of  the  trust  and  telephone,  and  heard  them  talk  and  go  up  stairs; 
and  I  have  seen  Senators  come  in  the  ladies  entrance,  and  then  I  have 
seen  repri'sentatives  of  the  trust.  I  have  never  said  anything  of  the 
hap])enings  in  the  room  in  any  report  that  I  have  made,  except  about 
Senator  Brice.  I  have  mentioned  about  go-betweens  in  the  trust  who 
would  go  to  Senators,  one  besides  Senator  Brice. 

Senator  Lodge,  who  was  that  Senator? 

Mr.  Walker.  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  the  go-between  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Joe  Rickey. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Rickey  and  other  members  of  the 
trust  with  Senator  Vest? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  Joe  Rickey  with  Mr.  VevSt,  and  in  a  little 
while  go  with  Mr.  Reed  or  Mr.  Terrill  and  get  in  a  quiet  spot  and  talk. 
1  charged  that  in  the  Post-Dispatch.  It  was  stated  that  it  was  believed 
as  an  absolute  fact.    I  gave  my  reasons  for  believing  it. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  see  Mr.  Rickey  in  company  with  Sen- 
ator Vest? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  say  when,  because  some  time  elapsed. 

The  Chairman.  On  how  many  occasions  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  Only  one  occasion. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  thatt 

Mr.  Walker.  At  Chamberlin's  one  night. 

The  Chairman.  Where? 

Mr.  Walker.  It  was  in  the  public  room. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vest  and  Mr.  Rickey  I 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 
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The  Chaibman.  How  long  were  they  together! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  cau  not  say.    I  was  passing  through  the  halL 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afterwards  did  yon.  see  Mr.  Bickey — ^with 
whom  did  you  sayT 

Mr.  Walker.  TerriU. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afterward  t 

Mr.  Walker.  I  could  not  say;  inside  an  hour,  and  it  may  be  less; 
because  I  remember  that  night.  I  think,  I  went  to  the  telegraph  office 
and  was  there  some  time,  but  wnen  I  came  back  to  the  Arlington  I  saw 
Mr.  Rickey. 

The  Chairman.  You  saw  Mr.  Rickey  at  the  Arlington  with  Mr.  Ter- 
riU after  having  seen  him  an  hour  before  that  with  Mr.  YestY 

Mr.  Walker.  Tes;  I  have  seen  Mr.  Rickey  around  the  Finance 
Committee  room  door. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  this  that  you  saw  Mr.  Rickey  around  the 
Finance  Committee  room  doort 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  can  not  remember;  it  was  very  early  in  the 
history  of  the  bilL 

The  Chairman.  How  long  after  the  tariff  bill  came  over  to  the  Sen- 
ate? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  think  it  had  come  to  the  Senate.  It  was  out 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House,  and  I  think  during 
the  House  debate. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Rickey  represented  a  match 
company  in  St.  Louis  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Never  heard  it;  but  he  represented  some  interests 
tliere,  and  I  knew  him  all  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  At  the  time  you  saw  Mr.  Rickey  at  the  door  of  the 
Finance  Committee  room  at  the  time  the  bill  was  in  the  House,  had 
the  sugar  trnst  attracted  much  attention  Y 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  wrote  my  first  article  about  Christmas;  which 
article  attracted  much  attention,  because  I  was  roundly  abused  by  the 
New  York  World  about  it  for  the  charges  that  I  made  against  Mr. 
Cockran. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Bourke  Gockrant 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understood  you  to  say  something  about  the  card 
of  a  Senator  being  sent  up  to  the  sugar  trust. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know  that  the  card  went  up  there,  because  I 
only  surmised  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  thought  you  said  that  it  went  up  to  the  sugar 
trust. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  saw  a  card  go  upstairs.  I  do  not  even  now  know 
the  rooms  occupied  by  these  men.  I  surely  heard,  but  I  did  not  carry 
it  in  my  head. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  think  you  said  at  the  beginning  that  you  saw  them 
go  there,  and  you  saw  a  card  sent  up  to  Mr.  Havemeyer. 

Mr.  WALKER.  1  saw  one  of  the  Senators,  but  I  never  mentioned  his 
name,  as  I  can  not  directly  show  that  he  went  up.  In  this  case  Mr. 
Terrill  came  down,  if  I  recollect. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  may  have  gone  up  afterwards. 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Terrill  came  down  to  this  Senator. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  Senator! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  like  to  mention  his  name. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  see  why  you  should  not.  It  was  in  the 
open  office  of  the  hoteL 
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Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  At  or  near  the  desk  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  everybody  congregates  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes.    I  should  not  like  to  state. 

The  Ghaibman.  The  Senator  had  no  reason  to  conceal  the  fact  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Because  he  did  not  conceal  it  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  injustice  to  mention  his  name. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  is  Mr.  Terrill  t    Is  he  a  disreputable  man  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  He  was  supposed  to  be  an  agent,  I  kuow^  of  the  sugar 
trust. 

The  Ghaibman.  He  is  an  agent  of  interests  affected  by  the  tariff  t 
Are  not  interests  affected  by  the  tariff'  liable  to  have  agents  here  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  was  told  that  he  was  at  the  head  of  a  speculating 
syndicate  organized  to  enable  people  here  in  Washington  to  make 
money,  and  that  he  represented  it.  The  simple  fact  that  Senators 
should  be  seen  with  him,  I  know  in  Wall  street,  as  a  representative  of 
the  news  agency,  would  be  a  piece  of  financial  news,  and  I  was  encour- 
aged when  I  was  sent  there  to  keep  track  of  his  movements  in  that  line. 

The  Ghaibman.  When  vrere  you  sent  there  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  To  Wall  street! 

The  Ghaibman.  By  what  agency! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  The  Kernan  News  Agency. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  was  not  a  publication  for  the  newspapers! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  It  is  a  stock  ticker.  The  information  goes  on  the 
ticker  as  news. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  is  the  Kernan  News  Agency! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Which  is  very  well  known! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Not  a  newspaper! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No.  I  know  that  this  Mr.  Terrill  is  connected  with  a 
very  distinguished  Democrat  in  a  business  way,  but  I  never  used  that. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  ought  to  give  that. 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  went  into  the  hotel  with  the  Senator,  and  he  had 
confidence  in  me,  and  I  would  not  like  to  state  who  he  was. 

The  Ghaibman.  He  made  no  concealment  of  the  fact! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  ask  you  not  to  say  anything  about  it! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  How  do  you  expect  us  to  get  at  the  bottom  of  this 
if  you  refuse  to  give  us  the  names! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  do  not  think  this  has  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  If  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  it,  why  not  give  the 
names! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  would  not  like  to  have  him  feel  that  I  brought  his 
name  in  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  one  of  the  facts  we  want  to  know. 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  This  was  one  of  the  two  Senators  you  named! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  not  yourself  raise  the  inference  that  he 
himself  has  some  connection  with  the  trust! 

The  Ghaibman.  And  you  say  on  this  occasion,  when  this  Senator 
went  in  with  you,  you  had  no  reason  to  think  that  it  had  anything  to  do 
with  this  sugar  trust! 


42  INVESTIGATION    OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Mr.  Walker.  Of  course  every  newspaper  man  regards  Terrill's 
movements  as  significant,  knowing  that  he  is  here. 

The  Chairman,  Did  the  Senator  who  went  in  witn  you  send  up  for 
Mr.  Terrilll 

Mr.  Walker,  That  I  can  not  say.    The  card  went  up. 

The  Chairman.  Whose  card ;  the  Senator's ! 

Mr.  Walker.  The  Senator's;  and  the  boy  came  down  and  said  the 
gentleman  would  be  down. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  wait  right  there  in  the  rotunda  of  the 
hotel! 

Mr.  Walker.  No.  That  is  one  reason  why  1  refuse  to  say  anything 
about  it.  Immediately  after  the  boy  appeared  Mr.  Terrill  was  stand- 
ing back,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  refuse. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Where  was  he  standing  backt 

Mr.  Walker.  Standing  back  toward  the  barroom  of  the  hotel. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  an  open  passageway! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Where  everybody  passes  back  and  forth! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  anything  in  the  movements  of  the  Sen- 
ator and  Mr.  TeiTiU  different  from  that  of  two  gentlemen  who  were 
talking! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  notiC/C  anything  peculiar  in  their  move- 
ments.   I  walked  away  as  if  I  did  not  want  to  see  any  more. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  one  of  the  two  occasions  on  which  you  have 
seen  Senators  with  members  of  the  trust! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ever  allude  to  that  in  your  corre- 
spondence! 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  the  only  Senator  you  know  by  name  as  com- 
ing there  frequently  is  Senator  Brice! 

Mr.  Walker,  I  never  mentioned  but  two  names  of  Senators.  I 
may  have  referred  to  Senators  by  name  saying  that  I  did  not  believe 
such  and  such  a  statement  made  in  another  newspaper,  but  the  only 
names  I  have  used  were  Senator  Brice  and  Senator  Vest.  1  have  used 
Senator  Vest's  name  entirely  on  instructions  from  the  Post-Dispatch. 
I  refused  because  I  knew  they  were  inclined  to  be  sensational  on  the 
subject.  I  refused  to  follow  up  the  tariff',  and  on  that  ground  they  took 
it  out  of  my  hands  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the  World's  bureau. 
Mr.  Pulitzer  owns  both  papers.  There  was  a  good  deal  in  regard  to 
Vest  that  I  did  not  send  at  all.    It  was  sent  by  the  World's  bureau. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  had  instructions  from  the  Post-Dispatch 
to  connect  Mr.  Vest  and  Eickey! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  instructions! 

Mr.  Walker.  There  was  something  printed  in  the  World,  and  I  got 
a  dispatch  to  follow  up  that  article  in  that  line.  The  instructions  were 
reiterated. 

Senator  Davis.  I  do  not  understand  you  to  say  that  you  saw  Sena- 
tor Vest  at  the  Arlington! 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  I  saw  him  at  Chamberlin's. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  often  were  you  communicated  with  by  the 
Post-Dispatch  in  reference  to  Mr.  Vest  and  Joe  Eickey  being  con- 
nected! 

Mr.  Walker.  This  once  particularly  and  in  things  I  have  seeiu    I 
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have  had  one  or  two  dispatches  saying:  "  Keep  np  that  line;  send  more 
of  it;  it  is  not  enough."  I  remember  once  I  sent  a  short  dispatch  and 
they  said  something  like  a  few  hundred  words  would  be  better. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  in  the  line  of  connecting  Senator  Vest 
with  Joe  Kickeyf 

Mr.WAXKBB.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  Post-Dispatch  manager  seem  to  have  a 
desire  to  connect  Senator  Vest  with  these  transactions! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  the  Post-Dispatch  was  Sen- 
ator Vest's  organ  out  in  Missouri  for  a  number  of  years.  It  always 
claimed  to  have  the  credit  of  sending  him  to  the  Senate.  Everybody 
out  there  knows  Joe  Rickey's  reputation. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  they  manifest  a  desire  to  have  you  connect 
Senator  Vest  with  these  matters  when  there  was  no  evidence? 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes.  There  was  an  article  which  appeared  written 
by  a  member  of  the  staff  of  the  World  on  Saturday  night.  The  World 
matter  always  goes  to  the  Post- Dispatch.  This  article  was  written  by 
Dr.  Bowen.  That  was  sent  out,  and  that  is  what  interested  them.  Of 
course,  they  asked  me  to  follow  it  up.  In  that  article  the  first  allusion 
was  made  to  Kickey  and  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  after  thatthat  you  remember  seeing  Eickey 
and  Senator  Vest  together  at  Ghamberlin'sf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  mention  Vest  and  Rickey  first  by  name, 
but  in  some  conclusions  I  drew  in  the  Daily  America.  I  started  writ- 
ing up  the  trust  along  back  before  Christmas. 

Senator  Lindsay,  Did  you  hear  anything  that  Senator  Vest  said  to 
Rickey,  or  Rickey  to  Senator  Vest,  in  Ohamberlin's,  on  the  occasion  of 
which  you  speak? 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  an  hour  afterward  you  saw  Rickey  with 
TerriU,  Did  you  hear  anything  said  by  Terrill  to  Rickey  or  Rickey 
to  TerrilH 

Mr.  Walker.  No.  That  was  at  the  Arlington.  About  the  tariff  bill, 
I  had  heard  talks  on  Wall  street.  Persons  intimated  to  me  about  it, 
intimated  that  I  should  keep  my  eye  on  two  of  them. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  Mr.  Rickey's  business? 

Mr.  Walker.  He  was  known,  out  in  Missouri,  as  a  member  of  the 
"  third  house." 

Senator  Allen.  A  lobbyist? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  understood  it  was  his  profession.  He  was  more  or 
less  proud  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  he  been  a  professional  lobbyist  for  years? 

Mr.  Walker.  Ever  since  I  remember — 1870. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  what  particular  interest  he  was  rep- 
resenting with  Senator  Vest? 

Mr.  Walker.  No.  I  understood  that  he  was  speculating.  I  did 
not  understand  that  he  was  lobbying  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  that  he  was  operating  with 
Senator  Vest? 

Mr.  Walker.  That  was  the  supposition,  yes.  I  told  that  before  tlio 
Senate  met;  before  Congress  met;  before  the  tariff  bill  came  out  of 
the  Ways  and^eans  Committee. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Rickey  was  operating  with 
Senator  Vest? 

Mr.  Walker.  People  told  me  he  had  been  seen  in  a  broker's  ofKce*) 
told  me  confidential^* 
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The  Chairman.  That  who  had  beeni 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Bickey ;  and  told  me  that  Bickey  had  a  way  of  getting 
information  that  an  outsider  would  not  have. 

The  Chairman.  This  broker  told  youf 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No;  I  heard  it  out  on  the  street. 

The  Chairman,  Who  told  you! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  heard  a  man  say  outside  on  the  same  day  in  tli« 
same  connection  that  Mr.  Keene  had  an  idea  of  employing  him  in  regard 
to  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  is  he! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  One  of  the  big  men  of  Wall  street.  He  was  supposed 
to  be  a  broker  of  the  sugar  trust.  I  was  told  so  anyhow.  He  is  a  big 
proprietor  of  the  sugar  trust. 

Senator  Lodge.  To  return  to  your  not  publishing  that  because  it  was 
on  the  old  line  that  you  were  following.  That  old  line,  as  I  understand 
from  your  testimony,  was  simply  that  you  had  been  showing  the  con- 
nection between  the  sugar  trust  and  certain  Senators! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Well,  to  go  back  to  it  and  give  you  my  reasons.  These 
were  simply  little  things;  what  you  woiQd  call  tracking  a  i>erson  for 
news.  The  Post-Dispatch  came  out  with  an  article  charging  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  with  getting  up  and  stating 
that  he  was  Mr.  Havemeyer's  attorney,  and  making  a  speech  in  favor 
of  what  the  trust  wanted.  I  advised  against  the  publication  of  the 
article.  It  created  a  great  sensation  in  New  York.  I  made  the  state- 
ment on  the  direct  statement  of  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, and  sent  a  newspaper  man  to  another  memberof  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  and  he  confirmed  it.  I  gave  the  facts  and  told  them 
not  to  use  my  name.  Naturally  the  member  was  indignant,  and  can;ie 
to  me  and  said  it  was  not  true;  that  he  was  Mr.  Havemeyer's  attorney 
in  other  matters  legitimate;  that  he  teld  Mr.  Ha vemeyer  that  he  could 
not  expect  him  to  do  anything  that  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic party.  This  member  told  me  that  he  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
a  man  very  high  in  the  administration,  who  had  something  to  do  with 
the  making  of  the  tariff  biU,  had  told  him  that  the  sugar  trust  had  made 
large  contributions  to  the  campaign  fund,  and  asked  him  to  do  what  he 
could,  and  he  felt  that  he  ought  to  do  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  person  whom  you  are  now  quoting  is  a  member 
of  the  House  and  Mr.  Havemeyer's  attorney! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  He  had  been  employed  by  him. 

Senator  LoDaE.  He  denied  it  to  you;  but  this  is  the  one  firom  whom 
the  story  came! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes.  He  gave  me  a  lot  of  information  about  the  trust 
and  what  they  expected.  Naturally  that  was  the  basis  of  my  informa- 
tion. The  paper  I  represented  was  the  organ  of  Tammany  Hall,  and  I 
knew  they  fought  the  trust  bitterly  some  years  ago.  I  knew  from  what 
the  editor  informed  me  in  numerous  dispatehes  that  they  were  very 
anxious  to  follow  it  up.  Then  the  editor  gave  me  the  same  information 
that  this  gentleman  did.  I  do  not  know  where  he  got  it,  of  course.  I 
showed  this  gentleman  a  number  of  dispatehes,  and  he  said  they  were 
correct. 

Senator  LoDaE.  That,  you  say,  was  the  beginning  of  your  interest  in 
regart  to  the  sugar  trust  in  connection  with  the  tariff! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes.  Naturally,  the  paper  having  gone  into  it  and 
having  made  a  newspaper  business  hit,  it  was  anxious  to  keep  it  up 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  followed  the  bill  since  it  came  over  to  the 
Senate! 
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Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  ever  since.    To-day  I  have  something. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon  published  any  statements  that  the  sugar 
trust  have  had  influence  in  making  up  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  Walker.  Several  times. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  what  basis f 

Mr.  Walker.  All  my  opinions  were  based  on  what  this  member  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Oonmiittee  told  me  and  common  talk  around  the 
press  gallery. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  member  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Cochran.  Then  I  knew  he  told  me  another  thing. 
I  saw  a  rei>ort  in  an  afternoon  paper  that  Mr.  Edwards  made  the  same 
statement  here.  I  asked  Mr.  Cochran  about  it,  and  he  said  that  was 
Mr.  Havemeyer^s  contribution  to  the  antisnappers. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Edwards  made  no  such  statement  here. 

Mr.  Walker.  The  Star  this  afternoon  states  it.  I  knew  that  that 
was  a  fact. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yon  have  been  following  up  that  line,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  since  the  bill  has  been  heref 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Based  on  the  statement  of  Mr.  Cochran  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Ye^.  Of  course,  I  watched  developments  and  drew 
my  own  conclusion.  Most  aU  I  have  said  1  have  given  my  reasons  for, 
believing  the  things  that  were  printed  over  my  own  signature. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  the  only  reason  you  have  given  here  for  under- 
standing  that  the  sugar  trust  are  in  communication  with  other  Senators 
was  seeing  Senators  at  the  hoteL 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  Senator  Brice  taking  them  over  to  New 
York  and  things  like  that.  A  gentlemdn  very  intimate  with  Senator 
Brioe  told  me  that  the  Senator  had  made  a  large  amount  of  money  out 
of  sugar  speculation,  and  I  have  seen  him  around  the  Arlington. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Who  told  you  thatt 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  can  not  tell  you.    He  was  a  newspaper  man. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  he  knew  it,  or  only  suspected  itt 

Mr.  Walker.  No.  This  man  had  given  me  several  times  informa- 
tion, and  I  knew  he  was  a  speculator  himself.  He  had  given  me  infor- 
mation about  Senators,  and  I  knew  he  was  in  Mr.  Bri^s  confidence; 
and  when  I  would  advise  my  Wall  street  concern  that  such  a  thing 
was  going  up  or  down,  it  always  turned  out  that  way.  I  naturally 
concluded  that  this  man  was  a  valuable  man,  so  far  as  sugar  stock  was 
concerned. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  that  was  in  your  own  speculations  f 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  my  telegrams  to  Wall  street.  Of  course,  they 
go  on  what  the  information  is  here  regarding  the  interests  affected  by 
the  tariff. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  you  have  made  a  statement  with  regard  to 
Senator  Brice  and  Senator  Test;  the  name  of  the  Senator  with  whom 
you  walked  into  the  Arlington  that  day  or  evening  and  met  Mr.  Terrill 
you  decline  to  give. 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  neither  Senator  Brice  nor  Senator  Yestf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  saw  another  Senator.  When  I  said  Senator  I  meant 
several.  I  knew  I  had  seen  more  than  one.  At  this  moment  I  can 
mention  a  third  Senator,  but  he  lives  there. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  thati 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  him  with  one  member  of  the  sugar  lobbyi 

8.  Rep.  10 ^9 
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but  I  did  not  attach  mach  importance  to  it.  I  supposed  he  knew  what 
was  going  on.    I  asked  him  for  information. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  the  Senator! 

Mr.  WAX.KEB.  Senator  Aldrich. 

The  Chairman.  He  lives  at  the  hotel  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  never  attached  much  importance  to  it.  I  saw 
him  with  Mr.  Beed. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  Mr.  Beedt 

Mr.  Waxeer.  He  is  from  Boston. 

The  Chairman.  What  has  he  to  do  with  the  sugar  trust  Y 

Mr.  WAiiKER.  I  understand  that  he  is  one  of  the  largest  stockholders. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  anofQcerof  some  of  these  sugar-refining  com- 
panies f 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  often  heard  his  name. 

The  Chairman.  So  long  as  you  are  stating  names,  mention  all  the 
names.  I  suppose  Senators  have  a  right  to  go  to  the  Arlington  Hotel. 
Tell  us  the  names  of  all  the  Senators  whom  you  have  seen  in  contact 
with,  or  in  communication  with,  members  of  the  sugar  trast  in  any  way  f 

Mr.  Walker.  I  shall  have  to  decline  that  with  regard  to  the  other 
Senator,  because  I  am  under  obligations  for  a  good  d^  of  information 
from  him. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom! 

Mr.  Walker.  The  Senator  whose  name  I  decline  to  give. 

The  Chairman.  Are  those  the  only  onest  I  think  you  have  men- 
tioned three,  and  this  one  whose  name  you  decline  to  give  makes  four. 
Are  there  any  others  whom  you  have  reason  to  suspect  as  haviug 
improper  relations  with  members  of  the  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Knowing  I'would  not  print  it,  I  never  like  to  make  a 
statement  that  I  have  not  good  reason  for;  I  would  not  say.  I  have 
seen  brokers  around,  and  people  have  told  me  about  people  speculating. 
My  Wall  street  concern  I  have  to  keep  posted  on  that.  I  have  to  say 
that  a  Senator  bought  so  much  sugar  stock  on  the  information  of  the 
broker,  but  I  never  mention  the  name. 

Senator  Allen.  I  want  to  do  all  I  can  to  facilitate  this  investiga- 
tion. I  think  we  had  better  dismiss  this  witness  at  this  time  and 
recall  him  later.  There  are  some  matters  I  think  we  ought  to  consider 
before  adjourning. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Allow  me  to  ask  a  question  right  there.  This 
Senator  whose  name  you  decline  to  give  you  say  you  are  under  obliga- 
tions to  for  information  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  about  things  generally;  but  I  never  printed  his 
name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  sort  of  things  1 

Mr.  Walker.  Nothing  that  would  be  improper.  But  he  has  given 
me  information  that  he  would  not,  I  suppose,  give  every  newspaper 
man. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Given  you  information  about  executive  sessions! 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  never  asked  him  about  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Given  you  information  that  affects  the  standing 
of  his  brother  Senators. 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  but  he  has  given  me  information  about  certain 
news  in  the  Senate;  what  is  likely  to  be  done — ^more  generally  about 
fhture  movements;  nothing  that  was  not  legitimate  news. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  never  saw  anything  in  his  conduct  at 
the  Arlington  that  was  not  perfectly  consistent  with  good  conduct! 

Mr.  Walcbr.  No. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Wliy  not  ^ve  his  naraef 

Mr.  Walker.  Because  it  might  be  taken  in  a  way  in  vhich  it  was 
not  intended. 

Senator  ^IjLen.  Does  this  Senator  board  at  the  Ariingtont 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  does  he  board  ! 

Mr.  Walker,  He  keeps  honse. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  his  family  here,  does  hef 

Mr,  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen,  What  State  is  he  iromt 

Mr.  Walker.  I  might  just  as  well  tell  you  the  name. 

Senator  Allen.  I  suppose  you  know  we  are  entitled  to  answers  to 
these  questions  that  we  are  asking? 

Mr.  Walker.  When  I  went  into  journalism  1  learned  that  it  was  my 
duty  to  treat  with  honor  the  man  who  gives  me  information. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  but  one  excuse  for  you  not  giving  the 
names,  and  tliat  is  that  your  answers  might  tend -to  criminate  you; 
otherwise  we  are  entitled  to  your  answer. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  think  this  gentleman's  name  has  anything  to 
do  with  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  very  fact  that  you  conceal  it  is  susceptible 
of  the  construction  that  he  has. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  regard  to  the  statement  about  that  meeting  which 
was  referred  to  in  the  article  of  the  Mail  and  Express,  did  you  know 
of  that  meeting  from  any  other  source! 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  said  you  did  not  print  it  because  it  was  old 
matter? 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes ;  because  I  had  heard  of  these  meetings.  The  way 
it  came  about  I  do  not  mind  telling.  We  were  discussing  Mr.  Edwards's 
desire  to  publish  it,  and  we  said  there  was  nothing  new  about  it,  except 
about  some  brokers  getting  the  proofs  of  the  amendment,  and  a  talk 
in  that  line. 

The  Chairman.  Who  said  there  was  nothing  new  in  it? 

Mr.  Walker.  We  all  agreed  that  there  was  nothing  new  in  it,  except 
that  statement;  and  then  we  referred  to  another  statement  which  was 
made,  and  which  we  thought  was  accurate.  That  was  the  statement 
that  Senator  Smith  was  in  the  room ;  and  then  this  Congressman  told  us 
this  story.  And  then  he  said,  I  believe,  this  same  thing.  It  happened 
about  the  same  time.  He  said,  I  remember  particularly,  asking  if'  Sen- 
ator Smith  was  in  the  room,  and  he  said  he  was  not.  This  man  was  a 
friend  of  the  Congressman,  and  he  was  satisfied  that  that  part  of 
Edwards's  artiole  was  erroneous. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow,  the  25th  instant,  at  10  o'clock. 


Washington,  D,  C,  May  25^  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  the  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

Mr.  Shriyer.  May  I  make  an  explanation  before  you  ask  me  any 
questions? 

Before  I  was  subpoenaed  I  asked  whether  I  would  be.  You  said  that 
it  bad  not  been  determined.  Then  it  was  that  the  Associated  Press 
men  came  to  me  and  asked  me  what  I  would  testify  to.    Tlieu  1  \iaOL  a 
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conversation  with  Senator  Lodge,  and  on  that  is  founded  the  story  that 
is  published  this  morning.  I  have  not  violated  the  confidence  of  the 
committee. 

I  also  wish  to  say  that  I  see  it  published  that  Mr.  Walker  testified 
that  he  did  not  get  permission  to  publish  the  article  that  I  did.  The 
conversation  was  given  to  us  at  the  same  time,  but  Mr.  Walker  left  us 
before  the  story  was  finished.  I  asked  the  Oongressman  if  I  could  use 
the  information,  and  got  his  permission  to  do  so,  but  with  the  under- 
standing that  I  was  not  to  use  his  name,  because  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
mixed  up  in  the  matter.  So  that  Mr.  Walker  was  not  present  when  I 
got  the  permission. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  left  the  committee  room  last  night,  you 
had  been  asked  who  your  authority  was  for  the  statement  which  you 
made  in  your  letter  to  the  Mail  and  Express,  published  on  Saturday 
last,  in  regard  to  a  conversation  between  certain  members  of  the 
sugar  trust  and  certain  Senators,  which  conversation  was  overheard 
in  a  room  at  the  Arlington  Hotel.  You  said  that  you  could  not  answer 
it  then,  and  you  asked  until  this  morning  to  consider  whether  you 
would  answer  the  question.    What  have  you  to  say  now! 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  consulted  counsel  in  the  matter  and  have  been 
advised  not  to  say  anything  at  present,  not  until  I  get  permission. 

The  Chairman,  Then  you  definitely  decline  this  morning  to  tell  the 
committee  who  it  was  told  you  thiB  story  that  was  published  by  you  in 
the  Mail  and  Express  in  its  issue  of  Saturday  last,  and  to  which  your 
attention  was  directed  on  yesterday. 

Mr.  Shriver.  1  do  at  present,  because  1  have  been  asked  not  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  do  definitely  decline  t 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes:  I  decline,  because  I  have  not  seen  my  counsel 
within  two  hours,  and  he  advised  me  to  decline  until  I  had  seen  him. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  decline  also  to  give  the  name  of  the  person 
who  was  alluded  to  in  that  letter  as  the  wire  manujbcturer. 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes,  I  do. 

Senator  Alusn.  On  what  ground  do  you  decline  to  answer  these 
questions! 

Mr.  Shriver.  Decline,  because  I  would  violate  the  confidence 
reposed  in  me,  which  would  involve  my  entire  reputation  as  a  news- 
paper correspondent. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  only  ground  on  which  you  decline  Y 

Mr.  Shriver.  And  on  the  ground  that  it  would  degrade  me.  I 
promised  not  to  give  this  man's  name. 

Senator  Allen.  And  those  are  the  only  grounds! 

Mr.  Shriver.  There  may  be  others^  I  do  not  know  until  I  see  my 
counsel. 

Mr.  Edwards  reappeared  and  stated  that  he  had  obeyed  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  committee  absolutely  not  to  make  public  the  statements 
he  had  made  before  the  committee;  whereupon  he  was  further  exam- 
ined. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Edwards,  when  you  left  the  room  on  yes- 
terday it  was  for  the  purpose  of  consulting  your  counsel  and  making 
up  your  mind,  after  having  consulted  him,  whether  you  would  answer 
the  question  that  was  propounded  to  you  by  the  committee,  which 
question  was — who  gave  you  the  information  upon  which  you  made  the 
statement  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle,  made  a  secret 
visit  to  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  some  time 
in  February,  and  while  there  made  a  certain  appeal  to  themi  all  <tf 
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whicli  was  read  to  you  as  from  your  letter  to  the  Philadelphia  Press, 
published  May  14,  1894.    The  qnestion  is  now  repeated. 

Mr.  DiTTBNHOEFER.  I  have  instructed  Mr.  Edwards  not  to  answer, 
and  I  raise  certain  objections.  The  first  objection  is  that  the  question 
relates  to  a  subject  that  was  not  referred  to  the  committee,  as  the  reso- 
lution on  its  &ce  shows.  The  second  objection  is  that  the  resolution 
does  not  show  on  its  face  that  it  is  intended  for  any  purpose  of  legisla- 
tion or  with  regard  to  any  matter  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate 
to  inquire  into.  My  third  objection  is  that  the  question  has  no  rele- 
vancy to  the  jurisdiction  that  the  Senate  has  to  punish  its  members 
for  disorderly  conduct,  nor  to  the  jtirisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  absent  members,  nor  to  tho  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate 
to  determine  as  to  the  election  or  qualification  of  its  members,  nor  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  try  cases  of  impeachment.  Those  are 
the  only  matters  in  which  the  Senate  has  power  to  compel  a  witness  to 
testify,  if  the  result  of  his  refusal  places  him  in  contempt. 

My  next  objection  is  that  the  question  solicits  information  that  is 
nttwly  unnecessary.  It  is  unimportant  for  the  committee,  tor  the  pur- 
pose of  arriving  at  the  tinith  of  the  alleged  charge,  to  ascertain  who 
informed  Mr.  Awards.  The  question  before  the  committee  is  whether 
tlie  charge  is  true  or  false,  not  who  gave  the  information.  As  to 
whether  it  is  true  or  false,  the  information  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Secretory  of  the  Treasury  and  from  the  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. Suppose  they  admit  it,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  get  the 
nune  of  the  informant;  if  they  deny  it,  it  would  be  equally  unneces- 
sary. An  answer  to  the  question  may  have  a  tendency  to  bring  about 
criminal  prosecutions  against  the  witness. 

Lastly,  being  a  newspaper  man,  the  witness  is  under  honorable  obli- 
gations not  to  disclose  the  source  of  his  information,  because  if  he 
violated  that  obligation  of  honor  it  would  degrade  him  in  the  estima- 
tion, not  only  of  members  of  his  own  profession,  but  of  the  entire  com- 
munity. 

The  objections  made  by  the  witness  under  instructions  of  his  counsel 
were  overruled,  and  the  witness  was  directed  to  answer. 

Mr.  Bdw ABDS.  I  shall  have  to  follow  the  advice  given  by  my  counsel, 
and  for  the  reasons  set  forth  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  We  ask  you  again  who  was  your  informant  that  Mr. 
Carlisle,  after  having  made  that  statement,  turned  and  left  the  commit- 
tee room,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before 
he  did  so  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment 
which  he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  to 
Uie  sugar  interests! 

Mr.  Edwards.  As  I  stated  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer. 

Mr.  Edwards.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  when  the  bill  was  before 
tiie  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  some  of  the 
officers  and  managers  of  the  sugar  trust  established  themselves  in 
Washington,  being  in  New  York  a  part  of  the  time  and  at  Washington 
at  firequent  intervals,  upon  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room 
in  a  Washington  hotel  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith, 
of  New  Jersey,  Brice's  Terrell,  and  one  other  man,  whose  name  it  may 
be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer! 
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Mr.  Edwards.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  on  the  very  day  that 
Mr.  Yoorhees,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  denied  in  the 
Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  aa 
originally  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400 
amendments,  as  prepared  by  Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of 
the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  Who  informed  yOu  that  upon  the  Sunday  before  the 
bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate  there  was  a  striking  illus- 
tration of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee;  that  that  was  an  all  day 
and  half  the  night  session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day;  that  in  one 
room  were  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee-,  and  in 
one  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust, 
Havemeyer  and  Terrill,  and  Meyer  and  Ben  LeFevre  and  others;  that 
these  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit,  in  a  place 
apart,  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act; 
that  there  were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms 
and  the  quarters  occupied  by  the  trust  all  day;  that  everything  had 
been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfying  the  Louisiana  Senators; 
that  even  the  trust  realized  it  was  necessary  for  the  Democratic  party 
to  placate  these  Louisiana  men  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes 
against  the  bill;  that  it  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giv- 
ing a  little  and  taking  a  little;  that  at  one  time  it  seemed  as  if  the 
whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces;  that  never  was  there  more  des- 
perate battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee  rooms  of 
the  Capitol;  that  at  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Cafiery  drafted  a 
schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder,  and  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  sugar  trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glit- 
tered, as  one  ^nator  who  saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  expressed  it; 
that  it  was  a  crucial  moment;  that  when  Senator  CaiTery  hsul  finished, 
the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it;  it  was  taken  to 
the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  there  accepted  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  it  I 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  decline  to  answer,  under  advice  of  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  the  Senator  who  mentioned  the  looking 
over  the  shoulder  of  Senator  Caflfery? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  I  stated  yesterday  that  that  Senator  was  not 
mentioned.    I  do  not  know  who  he  was. 

Senator  Allen.  This  informant  whose  name  you  refuse  to  give  gave 
you  liberty  to  publish  these  things  which  you  have  published  in  your 
letter? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  understood  that  was  the  expectation.  I  do  not 
think  there  was  any  formal  statement. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  were  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Bradford  Merrill, 
the  editor  of  this  paper? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  not  the  editor  of  the  Philadelphia  Press,  but  of 
the  New  York  Press. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  sent  to  this  man  for  the  express  purpose 
of  getting  this  information? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

Senator  At.TiEN,  And  you  got  all  the  information  c^ut  Mr.  OarUsle 
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and  the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  all  the  information  oi 
the  members  of  the  sugar  trust  in  the  Capitol  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  gave  all  this  information. 

Senator  Allen.  And  upon  the  information  of  that  man,  and  that  man 
alone,  you  base  these  charges! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Allen,  Now  you  refuse  to  give  the  name  of  the  man  who 
informed  youf 

Mr.  Edwards.  Under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  his  name? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  know  the  name  by  which  he  was  introduced  to  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  here  in  the  Capitol  now! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  will  not  say  he  is  in  the  Capitol^  because  I  do  not 
know.    He  is  in  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  seen  him  since  you  were  here  lastt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  know  his  street  and  address! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  capacity  in  which  he  is  laboring 
here  under  the  Government? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  could  identify  him  if  you  chose! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  could  indentify  the  gentleman  if  I  saw  him,  and 
identify  the  name  under  which  I  was  introduced  to  him.  But  I  never 
saw  him  before. 

Senator  Allen.  And  your  failure  now  to  give  his  name  is  not  in 
consequence  of  not  knowing  his  name! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  not  because  I  have  any  doubt  about  the  name 
by  which  he  was  introduced  was  his  real  name. 

Senator  Allen.  You  believe  that  these  statements  which  he  gave 
you  reflected  the  truth! 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  conviction  is  that  they  are  true;  that  is,  that  he 
believed  them  to  be  true. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  believed  them  to  be  true! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Simply  on  liis  statement. 

Senator  Allen.  And  with  that  view  of  the  facts  you  refuse  to 
divulge  his  name! 

Mr.  Edwards.  On  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Senator  Allen.  On  the  statement  that  you  refused  to  give  his  name 
and  with  the  instruction  that  you  are  protected  only  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  criminate  you,  you  still  refuse! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  would  on  that  ground  alone,  without  advice  of 
oouiisel. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  committee  whether  that  is  all! 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  other  statement  you  would  like  to 
make! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  suppose  the  committee  wiU  take  some  other  action. 
I  have  received  news  of  the  illness  of  my  mother  and  also  a  request 
from  the  editors  of  my  paper.  Could  I  be  excused  until  Monday!  I 
would  like  to  consult  with  the  editors,  Mr.  Merrill  and  Mr.  Smith,  of 
the  Philadelphia  Press.  It  may  be  that  they  will  advise  me  to  take 
other  steps. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Mr.  Merrill  give  you  a  letter  of  introduction  to 
this  other  man! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko:  he  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  He  simply  advised  you  to  approach  Uml 


52  INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  will  be  frank  with  the  committee,  and  say  that  Mr 
Merrill  communicated  with  the  gentlemen  and  said  that  I  would  caJL 

Senator  Allen.  By  letter f 

Mr.  Edwards.  By  wire. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  see  the  comn^nnicationt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  did  not;  I  only  know  that  Mr.  MerriU  told  me  that 
he  had  communicated. 

Mr.  Shriyer  was  recalled. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  given  you  the  opportunity  to  ask  advice 
of  your  counsel,  and  we  now  renew  the  question  that  was  asked  on 
yesterday  and  which  you  declined  to  answer.  That  question  was,  who 
informed  you  of  the  facts  stated  in  your  letter  to  the  New  York  Mail 
and  Express  imblished  on  last  Saturday! 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Under  advice  of  my  counsel  I  formally  decline  to 
answer. 

The  GhA!erman.  What  is  the  name  of  the  so-called  iron  manufacturer 
alluded  to  in  that  letter! 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Under  the  advice  of  my  counsel  I  formally  decline  to 
answer. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  your  definite  and  final  answer! 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes. 


SWORH  STATEMENT  OF  SEH ATOK  DOHELSON  GAFFERT. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  and 
have  been  such  during  this  session  of  Congress! 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Edwards,  the  author  of  an  article  published  in 
the  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  has  been  before  the  Committee 
and  has  been  examined  in  regard  to  the  several  statements  made  in 
that  article,  haYing  read  the  statements  wherein  Senator  Caiiery  is 
referred  to  in  the  article.  This  gentleman  who  wrote  this  letter,  as  1 
have  said,  has  been  before  the  committee  and  he  has  been  askM  with 
regard  to  that  statement.  He  says  he  does  not  know  it  of  his  personal 
knowleclge,  but  declines  to  give  the  name  of  his  informant.  We  would 
like  to  hear  anything  you  have  to  say  in  regard  to  it.  Have  you  ever 
seen  that  letter  before! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  have  never  read  that  before,  nor  have  I  seen  it. 
Do  you  wish  my  answer  to  this  whole  article,  or  do  you  wish  to  inter- 
rogate me! 

The  Chairman.  We  wish  your  statement  as  to  every  matter  of  fact 
alleged  there  to  be  within  yonr  knowledge,  if  it  be  true  to  your 
knowledge. 

Senator  Caffery.  In  so  far  as  any  part  of  this  statement  connects 
me  with  any  conference  with  the  men  named  here  as  belonging  to  the 
sugar  trust,  Havemeyer,  Terrell,  and  Meyer,  whom  I  do  not  know,  nor 
have  I  ever  seen — ^Mr.  Le  FcYre  I  do  know  casually — in  so  far  as-it  con- 
nects me  with  any  conference  with  these  people,  it  is  unqualifiedly 
false.  In  so  far  as  the  statement  makes  me  the  drarbsman  of  a  schedule 
which  Mr.  Havemeyer  accepted,  and  who  when  I  wrote  it  was  looking 
over  my  shoulder,  that  is  unqualifiedly  false.  I  had  no  conference 
with  Mr.  HaYcmeyer  nor  anyone  of  the  sugar  trust. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  present  in  a  room  with  the  Democratic 
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oiembers  of  the  Finance  Oommittee  on  a  Sunday  aboat  that  time  before 
they  reported  the  bill  to  the  Senate! 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  a  Sunday  or  some 
other  day;  bat  I  had  frequent  conferences  with  the  Finance  Committee, 
or  the  Bobcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  Chairman.  Is  sugar-growing  an  interest  in  your  Statet 

Senator  Caffery.  It  is. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  been 
representing  that  interest  to  the  Finance  Committee t 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  any  transaction  in  your  visits  to 
the  Finance  Committee  or  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  like  the  one  stated  in  that  article? 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  do  not.  I  not  only  do  not  recollect  any,  but 
none  ever  occurred. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  at  any  time  draft  the  schedule  or  paper 
attributed  to  you  in  that  article? 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  draft  any  for  the  use  of  the  committee? 

Senator  Gaffery.  ^o;  not  for  the  use  of  the  committee..  I  did  pre- 
sent schedules  for  the  use  of  the  committee,  but  they  were  not  dratted 
by  me,  but  by  Louisiana  planters  who  were  here. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  conferences  with  these  Louisiana 
sugar  people! 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  did ;  frequent,  constant.  They  were  here  for 
weeks,  months,  and  I  was  always  in  consultation  with  them. 

Senator  Davis.  Then  the  statement  that  you  were  in  some  room  in 
this  building,  the  Finance  Committee  room,  and  there  were  frequent 
comings  and  goings  in  reference  to  the  sugar  schedule,  is  not  true? 

Senator  Gaffery.  Not  true. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  you  do  not  know  Mr.  Havemeyer? 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  do? 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  say  I  do  know  him.  Terrell  and  Meyer  I  do 
not  know.    I  have  seen  Havemeyer  in  the  city  of  Washington. 

Senator  LoDeE.  At  the  Capitol? 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  met  him  one  day  going  out  of  the  east  entrance 
of  this  Capitol. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  introduced  to  him. 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  was  introduced  to  him? 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  recognize  him  as  a  man  interested  in  sugar 
products? 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conference  with  Mr.  Have- 
meyer at  any  time  or  place  at  the  time  you  drafted  any  sugar  schedule? 

Senator  Gaffery.  First,  I  never  drafted  any  sugar  schedule.  I  did 
have  a  conference  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  once. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  that? 

Senator  Gaffery.  Perhaps  two  or  three  weeks  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  reported  the  specific  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  Allen.  The  specific  sugar  schedule? 

Senator  Gaffery.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  was  that? 

Senator  Gaffery.  At  Senator  Brice's  house. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  subject  of  the  conference? 

Senator  Gaffery.  The  subject  of  the  confereno^  was— it  w&»  not 
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any  conference,  if  you  please.  I  was  asked  to  see  Mr.  Havemeyer. 
He  commenced  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  ad  valorem  rate  on  sugar 
in  preference  to  the  specific  rate,  and  a  number  of  figures  were  produced 
to  sliow,  or  attempt  to  show,  the  correctness  of  his  argument. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  and  he  come  to  an  agreement  at  that  con- 
ference, or  did  you  differ! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  expressed  no  opinion;  I  had  very  little  to  say. 
I  had  a  very  decided  opinion  that  the  specific  rate  was  better  for  the 
producer,  which  opinion  I  entertain  now. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  there  was  a  controversy  between  you  and  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  from  the  refiner's  standpoint  and  on  your  part  from  the 
producer's  standpoint! 

Senator  Caffery.  Exactly.  We  did  not  agree  in  opinion  at  all  upon 
that  point. 

Senator  Lodge.  As  to  the  proper  form  which  the  sugar  schedule 
should  take! 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  any  other  time 
or  place! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  had  but  a  short  conversation  with  him ;  it  did 
not  last  over  fifteen  minutes.  That  was  at  this  house  of  which  I  speak. 
On  another  occasion  I  met  Mr.  Havemeyer  as  he  was  going  out  of  the 
east  entrance  of  the  Capitol. 

The  Chairman.  Making  two  occasions  altogether! 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Havemeyer 
the  second  time! 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  the  same  points  of  differencct 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  difference! 

Senator  Caffery.  From  his  talk,  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  very  much 
incensed  at  the  adoption  by  the  committee  of  the  specific  schedule.  I 
say  incensed;  that,  perhaps,  is  a  little  too  strong.  But  he  was  very 
much  put  out  by  the  adoption  of  the  specific  schedule  of  1.38^  maxi- 
mum schedule. 

Senator  Davis.  That  schedule  you  did  not  draw! 

Senator  Caffery.  No;  it  was  drawn  by  a  member  of  the  Louisiana 
delegation. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  it  the  schedule  that  you  submitted! 

Senator  Caffery.  No;  not  the  schedule  I  submitted.  It  was  a 
schedule  adopted  by  the  subcommittee  of  its  own  volition. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  this  conversation  of  which  you  speak, 
at  the  entrance  of  the  Capitol,  last! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  suppose  for  not  more  than  two  or  three  minutes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  I  want  to  get  the  dates, 
the  first  conversation  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  before  the  report  of  the 
first  schedule! 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  the  second  conversation  was  subsequently! 

Senator  Caffery.  Subsequently. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  fix  the  date,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  of  these 
two  interviewsl 

Senator  Caffery.  I  suppose  the  interview  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Have- 
meyer at  Senator  Brice's  was  some  two  weeks  or  three  weeks  prior  to 
the  adoption  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  of  the  specific  schedulei 
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Senator  Ax.len.  Of  the  first  amendment? 

Senator  Caffery.  Comineiicing  at  a  cent  a  pound  on  sagai  and 
ninning  up  to  1.28J.    I  suppose  it  was  two  weeks. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  other  was? 

Senator  Caffery.  The  other  was  a  daj'^  or  two  after.  I  th.nk  it 
was  a  morning  or  two  after. 

Senator  Lodge.  After  the  report  of  the  schedule! 

Senator  Caffery.  After  the  report  of  the  schedule.  It  was  very 
short. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  interview  at  Senator  Brice's  house  did  you 
meet  any  other  Senators  besides  Senator  Brice? 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes;  there  were  a  number  of  Senators  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  they! 

Senat4^)r  Caffery.  My  then  colleague,  Senator  White,  who  perhaps 
— well,  he  was  tbere.  I  think  Senator  Hill  was  there.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber whether  Gorman  was  there  or  not,  but  I  think  he  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  any  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  there! 

Senator  Caffery.  There  were  not.  We  met  there  by  invitation  ol 
Senator  Brice  to  talk  over  these  matters. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  general  legislation  on  sugar  was  talked  over 
there,  was  it! 

Senator  Caffery.  It  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was,  briefly,  the  claim  of  Mr,  Havemeyer! 

Senator  Caffery,  Mr.  Havemeyer  did  not  meet  any  of  those  gen- 
tlemen but  myself.  I  was  requested  to  see  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  was  not  in  the  room  with  these  others! 

Senator  Caffery.  He  was  not  in  the  room  with  these  other  gentle- 
men. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  this  conversation  held  in  Senator  Brice's  pres- 
ence! 

Senator  Caffery.  It  was  not;  it  was  between  me  and  Mr,  Have- 
meyer. 

Senator  Lodge.  Give  briefly  all  he  claimed  or  all  he  desired  in  refer- 
ence to  sugar. 

Senator  Caffery.  So  far  as  I  understood  the  argument  of  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, it  was  that  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  40  per  cent  upon  the  raw  sugars 
and  50  per  cent  upon  the  refined  sugars  above  15  Dutch  standard  was 
the  best  possible  schedule  upon  which  to  levy  a  tariff  on  sugar. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  did  he,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  say  in  that  conver- 
sation! 

Senator  Caffery.  He  cited  the  prices  of  sugar  and  claimed  that  the 
Germans  raised  sugar  so  cheap  and  gave  an  export  bounty  amounting 
to  perhaps  10  per  cent — something  in  that  neighborhood;  that  the  dif- 
ferential tariff  was  necessary  to  protect  the  refiners.  He  was  arguing 
from  the  refiners'  standpoint,  and  his  argument  was  an  attempt  to  con- 
vince me  that  that  standard  was  more  favorable  to  the  producers  than 
a  specific  rate. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  understand  from  Mr.  Havemeyer  that  he 
had  conversed  with  any  members  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  the  second  occasion,  when  you  met  Mr.  Have- 
meyer at  the  east  end  of  the  Capitol,  did  you  ascertain  where  he  had 
been! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  did  not.    I  did  not  know  and  did  not  ask  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  ever  betbre  the  Finance 
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Committee  or  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  appointed 
to  consider  that  question  t 

Senator  Caffery.  Never  was  when  I  was  before  them,  nor  do  I  know 
that  he  was  before  them. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  met  any  of  these  gentlemen  in  the  Capitol 
building  on  the  Sabbath  day  as  described  in  this  article  t 

Senator  Caffery.  Never  met  any  of  them  in  the  Capitol.  The  only 
time  I  met  Havemeyer  was  when  he  was  going  out. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  you  know  nothing  of  the  negotiations  t 

Senator  Caffery.  No;  nothing  except  that  it  did  not  take  place. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  anything  in  this  conversation  of  Have- 
meyer with  you  outside  of  the  usual  course  of  conversations  with  which 
parties  are  here  attempting  to  influence  legislation  t 

Senator  Caffery.  Nothing  whatever.  It  was  a  pure  argument  from 
his'  standpoint. 

Senator  Lindsay.  To  convince  you  that  his  theory  was  better  for 
both  sides  than  yours  t 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  improper  in  his  argument,  any- 
thing that  should  not  have  been  heard  by  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee? 

Senator  Caffery.  Not  at  alL 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  in  his  manner  that  differed 
from  the  manner  of  those  who  represented  other  protected  interests! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  could  see  nothing  improi)er  whatever  in  Mr. 
Havemeyer's  argument,  and  nothing  that  could  not  be  stated  with  i)er- 
fect  propriety  either  before  the  Finance  Committee,  the  Senate,  or 
anywhere  else.    It  was  an  argument  presenting  his  side  of  the  case. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  in  the  city  for  the  last  month,  every 
day! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  have;  yes. 

Senator  Davis.  This  article  appeared  on  the  14th  of  May  lastw 
Before  it  appeared  did  any  newspaper  correspondent  ever  go  to  you  to 
ascertain  the  fact  in  regard  to  this  matter? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  any  newspaper  correspondent  asking  me  in  reference  to  the 
truth  or  falsity  of  that  statement. 

Senator  Davis.  You  never  saw  the  statement  until  to-day  t 

Senator  Caffery.  Never  until  to-day. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  gave  any  information  ux)on  which  this 
article  was  predicated  f 

Senator  Caffery.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  this  story  that  there  was  a  meeting  here  on 
Sunday  where  there  was  a  protracted  struggle  over  the  sugar  schoxlule 
between  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust  and  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  at  which  you  were  present,  is  absolutely  false. 

Senator  Caffery.  Absolutely  false. 

Senator  Lodge.  No  meeting  such  as  that  ever  occurred,  to  your  knowl- 
edge? 

Senator  Caffery.  None  ever  occurred. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  were  never  present  here  with  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee on  Sunday? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  believe  I  was  one  Sunday.  I  think  I  slipped  in 
there  one  Sunday. 

Senator  Allen.  What  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  were  there? 
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Senator  Gaffert.  The  Sunday  that  I  was  there  I  think  it  was  Sen- 
ators Vest  and  Jones. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  any  other  Senator  there  t 

Senator  Gaffer y.  I  think  it  was  Sunday,  but  I  do  not  know  when 
yon  ask  for  days  and  dates. 

Senator  Alljsn.  Did  you  see  any  other  person  there  except  those  two  f 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  do  not  remember  seeing  anyone  else. 

Senator  Allen.  Any  employes  t 

Senator  Gaffery.  There  was  a  clerk  there. 

Seuator  Allen.  Do  you  recall  the  man's  namet 

Senator  Gaffery.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Durfee. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  recall  whether  he  went  out  of  the  Finance 
Committee  room  while  you  were  there  t 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  entered  that  room  or 
not.  I  wanted  to  see  Mr.  Jones  in  regard  to  something — ^in  regard  to 
these  specific  schedules,  to  explain.  I  submitted  a  schedule  different 
from  the  one  they  reported. 

The  Ghairman.  By  whom  was  that  drawn  t 

Senator  Gaffery.  That  was  drawn  by  either  John  Diamond,  or  a 
young  gentleman  who  is  a  big  grower  in  Nebraska  by  the  name  of 
Leavitt,  quite  an  expert  in  figures.  This  schedule  had  been  submitted 
to  a  number  of  these  gentlemen  and  they  had  all  agreed  to  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  planter  gentlemen  t 

Senator  Gaffery.  The  planter  gentlemen.  Of  course  I  am  speak- 
ing of  the  planter  gentlemen.  I  had  no  schedule  to  submit  to  these 
refiners.  1  had  nothing  to  do  with  them  whatever;  on  the  contrary, 
oar  interests  were  opposed,  as  they  wanted  an  ad  valorem  and  we 
wanted  a  specific  rate. 

The  Ghairman.  On  this  day  did  you  go  into  the  roomt 

Senator  Gaffery.  My  present  recollection  is  that  I  called  Jones  out. 

The  Ghairman.  But  whether  you  called  him  out  or  went  in 

Senator  Gaffery.  Stayed  in  the  door;  I  think  Jones  was  in  there 
and  Vest  was  in  there. 

The  Ghairman.  Whether  you  called  him  out  or  went  in  it  was  some- 
thing about  explaining  to  Senator  Jones  that  ratet 

Senator  Gaffery.  Exactly. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  this  day,  this  Sunday,  was  the  sugar  schedule 
under  discussion  f 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  am  not  aware  of  it;  I  do  not  know  what  they 
were  discussing. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  not  long  before  they  reported;  they  reported 
the  following  Monday. 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  think  this  was  Sunday.  They  reported  Monday 
and  did  not  report  the  schedule  I  offered.  I  think  I  have  that  schedule 
yet  in  my  possession. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Edwards  has  testified  that  the  information  was 
given  to  him  by  some  person  who  was  present  on  that  occasion,  or  was 
in  the  corridors  of  the  Gapitol,  so  that  the  running  back  and  forth  from 
one  room  to  another  came  under  his  observation.  Now,  that  person 
we  are  seeking  to  identify,  if  possible.  You  may  state  whether  there 
was  any  person  present  in  the  corridors  at  the  time  or  at  the  door. 

Senator  Gaffery.  None  that  I  recognized. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  recognize  any  other  person  t 

Senator  Gaffery.  No  Senator  that  I  recognized  was  about  the  com* 
mittee  when  I  was  there. 
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Senator  Allen.  Besides  yourself,  Senator  Vest,  and  Senator  Jones^ 
thei^  was  no  one  else  there  but  Mr.  Durfeet 

Senator  Caffeby.  No  one  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  time  you  were  there  I  suppose  you  regarded 
the  sugar  schedule  as  not  yet  settled. 

Senator  Oaffeby.  Not  yet  settled.  I  did  not  know  what  they  were 
going  to  report. 

Senator  Lopge.  To  get  that  settled  was  the  reason  you  wont  up 
there! 

Senator  Oaffeby.  I  knew  nothing  about  it 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  a  Col.  Eickeyt 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Joe  Rickey  t 

Senator  Oaffeby.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  that  day  you  were  not  aware  of  there  being  any- 
body else  there  on  tariff  business  or  sugar-schedule  business? 

Senator  Caffeby.  No;  I  was  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Le  Fevre,  or  Searles,  or  Terrill 
on  any  of  these  occasions! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  did-  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Or  Myer  or  Havemeyert 

Senator  Caffeby.  Myer  nor  Terrill  I  did  not  know  and  never  had 
known  them  in  my  life. 

The  Chaibman.  You  did  hot  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  aUt 

Senator  Caffeby.  He  was  not  here,  and  I  did  not  see  him  on  any 
occasion  except  the  two  I  have  described. 

Senator  Allen.  And  never  in  the  Finance  Committee  roomt 

Senator  Caffeby.  No.  He  might  have  been  before  the  committee 
when  I  was  not  there,  but  he  never  was  before  the  committee  when  I 
was  there. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  you  never  saw  him  in  any  room  in  the 
Capitol! 

Senator  Caffeby.  Never  did  see  him  in  any  room  in  the  CapitoL 

Senator  Davis.  You  met  him  as  he  was  going  outt 

Senator  Caffeby.  Yes, 


swoRir  TESTiMomr  of  beitjamin  le  fevre. 

• 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  full  name! 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  Benjamin  Le  Fevre. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  do  you  reside! 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  At  Maplewood,  Ohio. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  formerly  a  Representative  in  Oongresa 
from  that  State! 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  present  occupation! 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  Practicing  law. 

The  Chaibman.  Where! 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  In  New  York.    Not  in  the  general  practice. 

The  Chaibman.  We  have  had  before  the  committee  a  gentleman 
named  Edwards,  who,  in  an  article  published  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press  Monday,  May  14, 1894,  has  made  the  following  statement: 

We  had,  upoD  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illuBtration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.    That  was  an  afi-day-and-half-the-nighi 
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session^  and  upou  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  ol 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also  in  a  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  rejpresentatives 
of  the  BQ^r  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le  Fevre,  and 
others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  in  a  political  convention  sit  in  a  place  apart, 
yet  within  instant  commnnicatibn  of  those  who  are  to  act.  They  were  running  back 
and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied  by  the  trust  all 
day,  etc. 

I  will  ask  you  what  yon  have  to  say  in  regard  to  that  statement,  the 
authority  for  which  has  not  been  given  us  by  Mr.  Edwards. 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  It  is  absolutely  not  true  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  in  the  Capitol  with  Havemeyer, 
Terrill,  and  Meyer  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  !N^ot  to  my  knowledge.  I  know  Mr.  Terrill  very  well, 
and  have  for  years;  but  I  never  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  Mr.  Have- 
meyer or  Mr.  Meyer.  I  do  not  know  then).  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
ever  been  in  the  Capitol  with  Mr.  Terrill.  I  had  but  one  conversation 
with  him  this  winter,  and  that  was  at  the  Arlington.  That  was  social; 
had  no  reference  to  this. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  with  tliese  men  named  in  this  article 
in  the  committee  room  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  or  any  other 
part  of  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  On  Sunday  or  any  other  day  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  No  day.  I  say  I  never  met  Mr.  Henry  Havemeyer. 
I  know  Mr.  Theodore  Havemeyer. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  meet  Mr.  Theodore  Havemeyer  in  the 
Capitol  f 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  Never.  Never  met  him  in  Washington.  Never  saw 
him  in  Washington.    Did  not  know  that  he  was  in  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Meyer! 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  statement  true  or  false  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Absolutely  false.  I  have  not  been  in  the  employ  of 
the  trust,  and  nobody  connected  with  it,  and  have  not  been  in  the 
Capitol  with  them. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  employed  by  the  trust,  or  any 
person  or  persons  connected  with  the  trust,  to  represent  their  interests 
in  Washington! 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Nor  have  you  been  to  the  Finance  Committee,  or 
Capitol,  nor  in  Washington  in  their  interests! 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  have  not.  I  have  never  owned  a  dollar  of  their 
stock — certificates,  I  believe  they  call  them — and  have  neither  bought 
nor  sold  it. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  with  any  of  themt 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  any  mem- 
ber of  the  sugar  trust  in  regard  to  the  tariff  billt 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  have  not — not  that  I  am  aware  of,  unless  it  is  some- 
body that  I  do  not  know.  1  do  not  know  Mr.  Searle.  I  see  by  the 
pai^ers  that  he  represents  them.    I  never  met  him. 

Senator  Davis.  I  ask  when  did  you  first  see  or  hear  of  this  article 
in  the  Press  of  May  14 1 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  The  first  1  saw  of  it  was  someone  called  my  attention 
to  it,  and  I  instantly  got  the  paper. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  that! 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  It  was  a  day  or  two  days  afterwards. 
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Senator  Davis.  Was  it  in  this  city! 

Mr.  Le  Fbvrb.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Before  that  article  appeared  had  any  newspaper  man 
been  to  you  to  verify  these  facts  t 

Mr.  Le  Fe vbe.  Never.  There  was  no  reference  made  to  it.  If  there 
was  I  did  not  know  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  ever  give  out  any  information  upon  which 
that  statement  could  be  based  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  ^NTothing. 

Senator  Davis.  The  point  is  whether  the  man  who  wrote  this  news- 
paper article  applied  to  you  to  verify  it. 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  Never  to  my  knowledge.  If  he  talked  about  it  it 
was  iu  a  way  that  I  could  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  saijl  nothing  from  which  such  an  inference 
could  be  drawn! 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  Not  the  slightest.  I  have  not  talked  about  it.  I 
venture  this  assertion,  that  there  is  not  a  member  in  the  Senate,  or 
Kepresentative  in  the  House,  whom  I  have  ever  said  a  word  to  about 
it.  I  have  tried  to  recall  to  see  if  there  was  any  foundation  for  it,  but 
I  can  not  recall  a  single  conversation  upon  the  sugar  question  either 
here  or  in  New  York. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  meet  or  know  Mr.  Edwards,  the  writer 
of  this  article  f 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  him.  We  meet  a  great  many 
people,  but  I  do  not  recollect  him  at  all. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday,  the  2dth  instanty  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


Washington,  D.  0.,  Mwy  26, 1894. 

The  committee  met  at  12  o'clock  m. 

Present,  Senators  Gray  (chairman),  Lindsay,  Davis,  and  Lodge. 

SWORN  STATEHEHT  07  WILLIAM  BOVRKE  OOGKRAH. 

William  Boubke  Oookban,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  aa 
follows : 

By  the  Chaibman  : 

Q.  Your  name  is  William  Bourke  Cockrant — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  What  is  your  aget — A.  I  am  40  years  of  age. 

Q.  Where  is  your  residence  t — ^A.  New  York  City. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  f — ^A.  I  am  a  member  of  Congress,  and  a 
lawyer. 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  Congress  from  one  of  the  districts  of  the  city 
of  New  York! — A.  I  represent  the  Twelfth  district. 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  the  present  Congress  t — ^A.  I  am  a  member 
of  the  present  Congress. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Henry  Walker,  who  represents  him- 
self as  the  correspondent  of  a  New  York  paper Y — A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  can  make  any  statement  you  wish  with  reference  to  what 
you  may  have  seen  published  in  the  papers  in  regard  to  Mr.  Walker 
as  it  relates  to  yourself. — ^A.  My  statement  will  refer  to  the  evidence 
which  he  is  alleged  to  have  given,  in  which  he  refers  to  me  as  having 
stated  to  him  that  I  had  learned  nrom  the  President  or  Mr.  Garlislei  oi 
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■ome  other  high  Democratic  authority,  which  is  the  latest  form  the 
statement  has  taken,  that  the  sugar  trust  had  either  contributed  to 
the  Democratic  party  or  had  been  kind  to  it.  I  never  made  any  such 
statement  to  him  or  anything  that  could  reseiuble  it.  Mr.  Walker, 
one  evening  when  I  had  called  at  the  Arlington  Hotel  for  the  purpose 
of  seeing  JV&.  Secretary  Gresham,  and  while  my  card  was  on  its  way  to 
Mr.  Gresham's  room,  approached  me  and  told  me  that  he  had  been 
asked  by  his  paper  to  a^scertain  if  I  were  the  attorney  of  the  sugar 
trust.  That,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  is  the  form  in  which  he  put 
the  question.  I  stated  to  him  that  I  was  aware  that  his  newspaper 
was  unfriendly  to  me,  that  his  correspondence  was  uniformly  unfriendly 
to  me,  that  I  had  been  misrepresented  continuously,  but  nevertheless 
if  he  applied  to  me  for  information  I  would  give  it.  He  said  he  did. 
I  told  him  that  I  had  never  been  the  attorney  for  the  sugar  trust;  that 
in  1886  or  1887,  when  the  attempt  was  made  in  the  courts  of  Kew 
York  Stato  to  invalidate  the  organization  of  the  then  sugar  trust,  I 
had  been  offered  a  retainer  by  Mr.  Parsons,  the  attorney  for  the  trust, 
on  the  proceedings  in  the  Supreme  Court  j  that  those  proceedings  had 
been  started  by  the  Attomey-Oeneral  as  it  was  generally  understood  in 
obedience  to  or  as  the  result  of  resolutions  adopted  by  the  political 
organization  with  which  I  was  affiliated,  and  I  did  not  think  it  right 
to  accept  a  retainer  in  a  legal  proceeding  that  sprang  out  of  the  action 
of  my  own  political  organization,  that  I  thought  it  might  look  as  if  I 
were  trying  to  make  law  business  out  of  my  political  affiliations,  and 
that  I  declined,  but  that  beyond  that  I  never  had  any  connection  of 
any  kind  or  character  with  it. 

Now  I  should  state  that  this  conversa'tion  did  not  all  occur  at  one 
time.  When  my  card  came  back  with  the  statement  that  Mr.  Secretary 
Gresham  was  in,  I  went  into  the  room  and  remained  there  probably 
three-quarters  of  an  hour.  On  coming  out  this  man  waited  for  me  in 
the  hall,  followed  me  out  through  the  door,  and  accompanied  me  on  my 
way  toward  my  house.  What  part  of  the  conversation  occurred  while 
the  card  was  going  in  and  what  part  occurred  after  I  came  out  I  am 
unable  to  say.  But  that  is  the  substance  of  it.  I  never  told  him  that 
any  person  had  represented  to  me  that  the  sugar  trust  was  favorable 
to  the  Democatic  party  or  had  been  kind  to  it.  I  certainly  never  men* 
tioncd  the  President's  name  or  Mr.  Carlisle's  name;  I  never  told  him 
that  I  favored  the  duty  on  sugar,  and  I  never  told  him  that  I  had 
fftvored  a  duty  on  sugar. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  I  had  not  voted  for  a  duty  on  sugar  in  the  com- 
mittee. As  a  matter  of  fl^ct  I  had  refiised  to  vote  upon  the  whole  sugar 
schedule  when  it  came  up  in  the  Ways  and  Means  Oommittee,  or  in 
the  Democratic  membership  of  it.  I  should  state  that  in  this  talk  he 
did  not  give  me  any  information  whatever  that  he  had  sent  on  an 
article  of  the  character  which  afterward  appeared.  He  simply  repre- 
sented to  me  that  he  was  directed  to  ask  that  question.  Then  he  made 
some  comments  as  to  the  reasons  which  may  have  controlled  the  paper 
in  urging  that  that  inquiry  be  made.  I  think  he  followed  me  up  as  far 
as  the  corner  of  FifteentJi  and  K  streets.  He  may  have  gone  up  to 
Bcott  Circle;  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  know  on  the  way,  some  place,  I  bade 
him  good  night  and  went  home.  The  next  morning  an  article  appeared 
charging  that  I  was  the  attorney  of  the  sugar  trust. 

By  Senator  Davis  : 
Q.  In  the  paper  represented  by  Mr.  Walker! — ^A,  Yes,  sir.    The 
next  morning  an  article  appeared  charging  that  I  was  the  attorney  for 
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the  sugar  trust;  that  I  had  induced  the  committee  to  put  a  duty  of  a 
quarter  of  a  cent  per  pound  on  sugar^  and  that  two  members  of  the 
committee,  who  were  nameless,  had  given  him  that  information.  From 
the  date  of  this  interview,  which  occurred  over  night,  I  never  had  any 
conversation  with  him  wnatever.  I  never  called  upon  hlmj  I  nevOT 
sought  him  out;  I  never  made  any  explanation  of  any  kind  or  character. 
Q.  When  was  this  Y — A.  Mr.  Lodge,  you  remember  the  time.  I  should 
think  it  was  some  time  in  January  or  February;  it  was  in  January. 

By  Senator  Lodge  : 

Q.  Before  you  reported  the  billt — ^A.  No;  after  we  reported  the  biH 
and  before  we  took  the  final  vote. 

Senator  Lodoe.  I  do  not  recall  the  date. 

The  Witness.  It  was  before  we  took  the  vote  in  the  HousOy  and 
while  the  bill  was  pending. 

By  Senator  Davis  : 

Q.  You  think  it  was  in  the  month  of  January  f — ^A«  I  think  it 
was  in  the  month  of  January  that  the  article  appeared.  As  bearing 
upon  the  probabilities  of  my  having  made  any  such  statement,  I  may 
state  that  we  had  a  meeting  of  the  Democratic  membership  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  I  think,  that  night.  I  called  attention 
to  this  article,  and  every  person  present  said  that  no  information 
came  from  him,  and  the  whole  11  were  present.  Every  one  of  them 
concurred  in  denouncing  it  as  utterly  and  atrociously  false.  For  my 
part,  for  the  same  reason  that  I  never  have  voted  on  a  bill  affecting 
the  District  of  Columbia,  because  my  wife  owns  a  house  here,  I  would 
not  vote  upon  the  sugar  schedule,  because  I  knew  both  of  the  Have- 
meyers  very  well. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  were  on  friendly  relations  with  themt — ^A.  Certainly.  Theo- 
dore Havemeyer  lives  within  a  few  doors  of  me,  and  is  a  constituent 
of  mine.  Henry  Havemeyer  was  a  constituent  of  mine  in  the  old  dis- 
trict. I  have  known  them  for  years.  I  have  gone  throagh  their  build- 
ing; I  have  seen  how  the  work  was  done.  When  the  question  came 
up  in  the  committee  as  to  fixing  the  amount  of  the  tariff  on  sugar,  I 
think  the  first  proposition  was  three-tenths  or  three  and  one-half  tenths 
of  a  cent,  and  the  other  was  one-fourth  of  a  cent.  There  was  no  propo- 
sition lor  free  sugar.  When  I  speak  of  the  committee  I  speak  of  the 
Democratic  membership.  On  the  vote  for  three-tenths  or  three  and 
one-half  tenths  I  stood  silent,  and  by  my  refasal  to  vote  it  was  lost. 
On  the  next  vote  the  rate  was  fixed  at  one-fourth  of  a  cent,  and  the 
committee  was  unanimous.  Although  I  did  not  vote,  there  was  no  dis- 
senting vote.  This  was  the  whole  transaction,  except  that  we  took  the 
matter  up  at  9  o'clock  in  the  evening  and  got  through  about  midnight, 
and  then,  upon  my  motion,  it  was  decided  to  make  public  the  sugar 
schedule  and  the  sugar  schedule  alone. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  t — A.  So  that  there  could  not  be  any  specula- 
tion upon  it  by  Monday  morning  because  of  any  information  which  might 
leak  out  of  the  committee,  and  whether  it  did  or  not  that  there  should 
not  be  any  accusation  about  it,  that  the  information  should  be  given  to 
the  world. 

By  Senator  Davis: 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question  which  occurs  to  me  with  reference  to 
my  recollection  of  what  Mn  Walker  said.    Did  you  ever  hold  any  pro 
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fessional  relations  with  the  Havemeyers  Y — ^A.  Fo,  sir;  I  never  had  any 
professional  relations  at  all  with  them. 

Q.  Or  with  any  member  of  the  sugar  trust  f — ^A.  No;  that  is,  that  I 
know  of. 

Q.  Or  with  the  sugar  trust  Y — ^A.  ISo;  you  know  the  present  sugar 
trust  is  not  the  sugar  trust  that  offered  me  the  retainer.  I  suppose 
you  remember  that  I  told  you  that  I  was  offered  a  retainer  way  back 
in  1886  or  1887.  I  do  not  know  what  year  it  was,  but  it  was  well 
known,  because  it  was  the  case  which  was  brought  by  the  people  of 
the  State  of  New  York  on  the  relation  of  the  Attorney-General  against 
the  North  Biver  Sugar  Befining  Company.  It  was  the  case  on  whidi 
they  tested  the  trust  agreement,  under  which  all  these  corporations  had 
deposited  their  stock  with  certain  trustees.  On  that  I  was  offered  a 
retainer  when  the  proceedings  were  begun. 

Q.  And  you  declined  f — A.  I  declined.  After  that  the  court  sus- 
tained the  case  and  dissolved  this  corporation,  which  was  one  member 
of  the  trust.  Then,  as  I  understand,  although  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
it,  they  reorganized  and  instead  of  being  a  trust  they  were  a  cor- 
poration. 

Q.  And  you  never  held  any  professional  relations  with  either? — A* 
No,  sir.  I  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  either  beyond  what  I  have 
told  you. 

By  Senator  Lodge: 

Q.  You  had  no  subsequent  conversation  with  Mr.  Walker? — A.  None 
whatever,  of  any  kind  or  character,  concerning  this  matter.  I  never 
made  any  explanation.  On  the  contrary,  you  wiU  find  in  some  of  the 
pai)ers  the  next  day,  that  when  I  was  asked  about  it  I  said  I  should 
not  say  anything  until  a  reputable  paper  fathered  it,  and  that  if  some 
reputable  paper  fathered  it  I  should  take  notice  of  it.  I  think  you 
will  find  that  in  the  New  York  World.  As  to  Walker,  I  had  no  con- 
versation at  all  with  him  as  to  that,  except  that  on  Friday,  a  day  or 
two  before  the  vote  was  taken  in  the  House  on  the  tariff  bill,  I  was 
passing  through  the  lobby  and  he  said  Mr.  Croker  was  in  the  Speaker's 
room  and  asked  me  if  I  was  going  in  there.  I  said  no,  tbat  I  was  busy 
on  the  floor.  Beyond  that  I  have  had  no  conversation  with  him  at  all 
that  I  recall.  Still,  I  may  have  seen  him  or  passed  some  words  with 
him. 

Q.  That  was  the  only  conversation  you  have  ever  had  with  him  dn 
regard  to  the  matter? — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  one  I  have  described  before 
the  article  was  published,  an^  before  I  had  any  idea  as  to  what  he  was 
going  to  say. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  there  anything  else  you  wish  to  say? — A.  I  am  in  the  middle 
of  ^e  trial  of  a  law  case,  and  am  going  back  this  afternoon.  I  hope  to 
return  Monday  or  Tuesday.  If  there  should  be  any  occasion  for  i^  if 
anything  further  should  be  said  which  concerns  me,  I  hope  the  com- 
mittee will  notify  me. 

Q.  You  came  here  for  this  purpose? — ^A.  Yes,  sir,  and  for  no  other, 
in  pursuance  of  a  telegram  which  I  sent  to  the  chairman  as  soon  as  1 
read  this  in  the  morning  paper.  Of  course,  I  did  not  know  what  Mr. 
Walker  had  said,  whether  it  was  more  or  less  than  was  published^  and 
I  telegraphed  the  chairman  for  that  reason. 

At  12  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.  the  committee  a4]oumed. 
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llr.  Gbat,  from  the  Sx)ecial  Committee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

WASHmcKTON,  D.  C,  May  29^  1894, 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

8W0BH  STATEMEHT  07  BBVATOB  DAHESI  W.  VOOBHEES. 

The  Chaibican.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Indiana? 

Senator  Voobhbbs.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibhan.  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  Y 

Senator  Voobhebs.  Yes,  sir. 

The  CHAntMAK.  You  are  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate? 

Senator  Yoobhbes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibhan.  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  t 

Senator  Voobhbes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibhan.  Are  you  a  Democratic  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee Y 

Senator  Voobhebs.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Chaibhan.  I  read  nrom  a  letter  in  the  Press  of  Philadelphia, 
published  May  14, 1894,  and  as  to  which  we  are  directed  by  resolution 
of  the  Senate  to  inquire,  this  statement: 

Upon  one  occMion,  sometime  in  February^  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it)  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  re]ported  nntil  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  Tisit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  npon  nim  as  speaking  not  so  mach 
for  Mr.  Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  fVom  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  ho  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  President's  wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest  and,  for  him, 
«xoited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  la  substantially 
accurate  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it. 

Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
fanpresslYely  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrate.  No 
Moty,  or  the  representatiyes  of  no  party,  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations. 
i  want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Ctontlemen  asaooiated  with  the  sugar-refining  interesta  (I  may  tell  you  what  perhaps 
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you  do  not  know)  sabscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  In  1893 
a  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be  wrong, 
it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution,  given  at  a 
time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to  turn  around 
and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust  that  you  will 
prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable,  and  in  some  measure 
satisfactory  to  these  interests. 

What  have  you  to  say,  Senator,  in  regard  to  that  statement  by  the 
writer  of  that  article  t 

Senator  Yogbhees.  Neither  in  the  committee  room  nor  in  any  other 
place  did  I  ever  hear  Secretary  Carlisle  utter  one  word  of  the  matter 
there  attributed  to  him.  I  never  heard  the  subject  discussed  by  him, 
nor,  I  may  say,  by  anybody  else,  until  within  the  last  few  days,  when 
it  was  floating  around  in  the  newspapers  and  in  the  air.  I  never  talked 
with  Mr.  GarUsle  on  the  subject  of  sugar  but  once,  and  that  was  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  early  in  the  tariff  work,  wheii  we  discussed  the 
question  of  the  polariscopic  test  and  the  question  of  specific  or  ad 
valorem  duties.  The  Secretary  was  at  his  desk  in  the  Department. 
With  that  exception  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  Mr.  Carlisle  on 
the  sugar  subject,  that  I  now  remember. 

The  Chaibman.  When  you  say  you  never  talked  to  him,  do  you 
mean  that  you  never  heard  him  talkf 

Senator  Yoobhees.  That  is  what  I  mean — ^that  I  never  heard  a  word 
uttered  by  him  in  regard  to  the  matter  attributed  to  him  in  the  article 
you  read.  It  is  made  out  of  whole  cloth.  I  have  never  seen  him  in  the 
committee  room  under  such  circumstances:  I  have  seen  him  in  the 
committee  room  as  openly  as  anybody  else,  out  never  on  that  subject. 
I  never  heard  the  question  of  contributions  oy  the  sugar  trust  discussed 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  nor,  indeed,  amongst  ourselves.  I 
never  saw  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  would  not  know  him  if  he  walked  in  here* 
I  do  not  know  a  human  being  who  belongs  to  the  trust,  so  far  as  I  know* 
I  may  know  people  who  belong  to  it,  but  I  do  not  know  the  fact.  I 
never  knowingly  exchanged  a  word  with  anybody  belonging  to  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  woidd  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question  in  regard 
to  that  statement  about  the  memorandum  there  that  alludes  to  him 
particularly. 

The  Chaibman.  The  writer  goes  on  to  say  that: 

Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more;  he  had  said  enough.  He  tamed  and  left  the 
oommittee,  going  away  with  that  seoreoy  with  which  he  oame,  but  before  he  did  so 
he  sid^ified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he  tiionght 
wonld  be  fair  to  the  Goyemment  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
xeceived  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  drafb  of  an  amendment,  in  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting,  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
Yoorhees's  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
Boratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  proyisions  as  originally  made,  and  by 
interlineation  had  inserted  the  following  words:  ''Oti  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16 
Dutch  standard,  and  on  all'' — after  the  word  "all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation:  ''Instead  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  ad  ralorem.'^ 

Senator  Voobhees.  The  statement  there,  or  any  other  statementi 
which  says  that  such  a  memorandom  was  made  and  given  to  me  is 
utterly  faJse.  I  never  saw  such  a  paper  and  I  never  heard  of  it  until 
recent  publications.  The  statement  that  it  is  in  my  possession  now  or 
ever  has  been  is  absolutely  false.  I  have  never  had  such  a  paper.  I 
have  never  seen  such  a  paper  and  I  have  never  heard  of  such  a  paper 
until  newspaper  publications,  in  the  last  ten  days,  perhaps.  LT  Mr. 
Carlisle  made  a  memorandum  on  the  sugar  question  I  never  saw  it,  in 
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his  handwriting  or  any  other  handwriting,  that  I  know  of.  If  he  evei 
eommanicated  anything  on  the  sngar  schedule  to  the  committee  he 
did  it  to  somebody  else  beside  me,  not  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  find  in  this  article  this  statement  also 

Senator  Voobhees.  One  moment.  Mr.  Carlisle  was  in  communis 
cation  a  great  deal  with  the  committee.  We  sent  for  him  repeatedly; 
I  corresponded  with  him  from  the  committee  room  to  the  Treasury 
Department  in  relation  to  various  matters  and  received  various  com- 
muincations  from  him,  but  nothing  of  this  kind — touching  the  sugar 
question. 

The  Chairman.  I  ask  you  how  long  you  have  been  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee  t 

Senator  Voobhees.  Since  March,  1893. 

The  Chairman.  When  were  you  made  a  member  of  the  Finance 
Committee? 

Senator  Voobhees.  I  was  made  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee 
within  a  few  days  after  I  entered  the  Senate,  and  have  been  so  ever 
since.  I  came  into  the  Senate  November  12,  1877,  nearly  seventeen 
years  ago. 

The  Chairman.  And  have  been  on  that  committee  ever  sincef 

Senator  Voobhees.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  ask  you  whether  it  is  the  habit  of  the  Finance 
Committee  in  considering  matters  of  finance  to  consult  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury? 

Senator  Voobhees.  Undoubtedly  so.  We  consider  bills  touching 
financial  legislation  and  refer  them  to  the  Department  and  ask  informa- 
tion from  that  Department  as  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  were  an 
ex  officio  member. 

The  Chaibman.  Has  that  been  the  custom  ever  since  you  have  been 
a  member  of  the  committee? 

Senator  Voobhees.  Always;  and  I  believe  since  the  foundation  of 
the  Government. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  it  been  customary  to  receive  suggestions— 
unsolicited  suggestions — ^from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury? 

Senator  Voobhees.  Oh,  yes;  we  would  not  think  it  strange  at  all. 
It  is  a  very  customary  and  proper  thing. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  it  customary  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
go  to  the  committee  room  and  sit  down  and  consult  with  the  committee? 

Senator  Voobhees.  Yes,  sir;  we  would  not  be  at  all  disconcerted 
or  surprised  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  were  to  walk  in  at  any 
time  and  say  that  he  wanted  to  talk  of  matters  concerning  the  business 
of  his  Department.  We  would  receive  his  suggestions  with  great 
respect. 

The  Chaibman.  Has  that  always  been  the  custom? 

Senator  Voobhees.  Always,  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  Chairman.  In  the  same  article  appears  this: 

We  had,  npon  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  ae  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate^ 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust*  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all  day  and  half  the  night 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  alsu  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representatives 
of  the  sngar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer,  and  Terrul,  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le  Fevre. 
and  others.  The  men  sat  as  the  rulers  or  a  political  conyention  sit  in  a  place  apart 
and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  tnose  who  are  to  act.  There  were  run- 
nings back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied  by  the 
tmst  aU  day.  Every  thing  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfying  the  Louis- 
iana Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  trust  to  j^lacate 
heae  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes  against  the  bilL    1% 
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iTBB  a  qnestiou  of  compromise,  each  side  ^ving  a  little  and  taking  a  little.  At  one 
time  it  seemed  as  thongh  the  whole  negotiation  mnst  go  to  pieces.  Never  was  there 
more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee  rooms  of  the 
Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening  Senator  Caffery  drafted  a  schedule,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar  trust  watchiug 
the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw  the  spectacle 
afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  cmoial  moment.  When  Senator  Caffery  had 
finished,  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantlv  accepted  it,  it  was  taken  to  the 
room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory  won  and  the  original 
draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery's  handwriting  and  with 
the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

Senator  Yoorhees.  There  is  not  a  single  word  of  tmth  in  the  article 
— not  a  word. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  a  Sunday  on  which  the  Democratic 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  were  in  session  all  day  and  in 
which  there  were  in  a  room,  at  the  Capitol,  representatives  of  the  sugar 
trust — Havemeyer,  Terrill,  Meyer,  Ben.  Le  Fevre,  and  others? 

Senator  Yoobhees.  Ko,  sir;  nothing  of  that  kind,  to  my  knowledge. 
I  have  been  in  the  Finance  Committee  room  a  half  dozen  Sundays  at 
work.  Sometimes  members  would  be  there;  I  have  worked  repeatedly 
with  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and  McPherson.  I  have  never  heard  of 
anybody  else  being  in  the  Capitol  in  another  room  at  such  times.  This 
is  the  idlest  fabrication  I  could  imagine.  I  do  not  know  a  single  human 
being  named  in  that  trust,  or  party,  except  Ben.  Le  Fevre.  I  know  him 
well  and  he  never  spoke  to  me  on  the  subject  any  more  than  that  man 
there  (indicating  Mr.  H.  H.  Smith,  clerk  to  committee). 

The  Chaieman.  So  far  as  has  been  told  to  you,  did  what  I  have 
read  to  you,  as  stated  by  this  writer,  take  place  there  on  Sunday  or 
any  other  day? 

Senator  Yoorhees.  No;  not  a  word  of  it  so  far  as  I  know,  or  have 
been  told;  nothing  like  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  any  single  one  of  those  statements  true,  to  your 
knowledge  f 

Senator  Yoorhees.  None  of  those  statements  are  true,  to  my  knowl- 
edge, in  any  form. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ever  see  or  hear  of  a  paper  supposed  to 
have  been  written  by  Mr.  Caffery? 

Senator  Yoorhees.  Never;  in  fact,  I  never  saw  this  newspaper 
article  until  now.  It  is  new  to  me.  I  had  never  heard  of  Senator 
Caffery  writing  anything  that  came  before  the  committee.  I  never 
heard  Senator  Caffery  charged  with  putting  anything  down  in  writing 
for  our  consideration  before.  If  he  ever  communicated  with  a  member 
of  the  committee,  which  he  may  have  done,  he  did  so  with  some  other 
member;  he  never  did  with^e. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  did  not  hesitate  to  talk  with  Senators  who 
seemed  to  be  interested  in  this  way,  or  anybody  else? 

Senator  Yoorhees.  I  always  talked  with  anybody,  especially  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  willingly  and  gladly;  consulted  right  and  left. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  consider  it  your  duty  to  listen  to  all  who 
claimed  to  be  affected  in  their  business  interests  by  the  tariff  bill? 

Senator  Yoorhees.  All.  I  had  invitations  out  for  Senators  to  come 
and  be  heard.  We  were  working  under  a  great  deal  of  strain.  So  far 
as  our  relations  to  these  trust  matters  are  concerned,  their  managers 
never  came  near  me;  1  did  not  know  them.  I  have  been  here  many 
years,  and  such  folks  have  never  called  on  me.  I  did  not  know  that 
any  of  them  were  in  town. 

I  may  aay  one  word  more.  I  have  been  out  of  health  for  some  time 
back,  and  while  I  was  a  faithfid  worker  in  committee  and  was  there 
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nearly  all  the  time,  there  were  times  at  night  meetings  and  the  like 
when  I  was  not  able  to  participate  in  them,  and  for  that  reason  Senator 
Jones  and  Senator  Vest,  and  Senator  Mills  for  a  time,  at  my  request, 
devoted  themselves  to  the  details  of  this  measure.  I  kept  up  with  the 
work,  knew  what  was  going  on,  and  kept  in  touch  with  its  manage- 
ment;  but  they  did  the  detail  work.  Mr.  McPherson  assisted  largely, 
but  he  was  out  of  health  a  good  deal  of  the  time  also,  so  that  largely 
the  work  on  this  bill  is  due  to  Senators  Vest  and  Jones  and  Mills,  of 
Texas*  Mr.  Mills  was  taken  on  the  committee  for  a  time,  and  he  did  a 
good  deal  of  work  in  place  of  Senator  MePherson.  So  when  we  came 
into  the  Senate  I  asked  Senator  Harris  to  take  charge  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  biU  on  the  floor.  His  large  experience  and  parliamentary 
knowledge  fitted  him  for  it,  and  I  relied  on  the  gentlemen  who  had 
framed  the  details  to  manage  them  in  debate.  For  that  reason  I  have 
not  taken  as  much  part  as  I  otherwise  would,  but  I  have  been  in  the 
main  current  of  affairs  in  the  formation  of  the  bill  and  have  kept  in 
tonch  with  it  all  the  time,  and  I  do  not  think  anything  such  as  charged 
in  the  newspapers  could  have  taken  place  without  my  knowledge. 

8W0BH  STATEMEHT  07  SEVATOB  GEORGE  G.  VEST. 

The  Ofatbman.  You  have  been  already  sworn  by  this  committee 
during  this  investigation  Y 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  are  a  member  of  the  present  Finance  Commit- 
tee of  Hie  Senate  f 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Vest.  During  this  Congress,  I  believe.  I  was  appointed 
when  we  organized  the  committee  at  the  beginning. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  have  been  acting  as  suchf 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

I 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  Democratic  member  of  that  committee f 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  In  a  letter  to  the  Philadelphia  Press,  published  on 
Hay  14, 1894,  signed  ^^ Holland,"  there  is  this  statement  [reading  the 
paragraphs  read  to  Senator  Voorhees,  as  above  given]. 

What  have  you  to  say  to  the  statements  of  the  writer  of  that  letter 
as  I  have  read  themY 

Senator  Vest.  I  do  not  know  an3rthing  about  it.  Ifothing  of  that 
kind  occurred  in  our  committee.  Mr.  Carlisle,  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, was  in  our  committee  room  several  times  and  he  consulted  with  us 
in  regard  to  the  tariff  bill  and  expressed  great  anxiety  that  we  should 
agree  upon  some  measure,  and  that  it  should  become  a  law,  but  made 
no  such  statements  as  are  contained  in  that  correspondence  that  the 
sugar  trust  had  given  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  and  that  we 
were  under  any  obligation  as  a  party  or  otherwise.  So  far  as  I  know 
it  is  a  piece  of  fiction. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  never  alluded  to  the  sugar  trust f 

Senator  Vest.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  an  active  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee on  the  Democratic  side  of  it  during  the  preparation  of  that  bill! 

Senator  Vest.  I  think  so.  I  was  at  every  meeting,  and  at  work 
exeept  a  few  hours  for  sleeping  and  eating — a  few  hours  a  day.  There 
was  a  good  deal  more  work  than  I  expect  to  do  again  on  any  publio 
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measure.  To  be  frank,  we  have  had  such  difficulties  that  I  do  not  think 
have  been  eucounterea  by  men  making  a  tariff  bill^  all  sorts  of  diffi* 
culties. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  representatives  of  moneyed  interests 
affected  by  that  bill  come  before  that  committee? 

Senator  Vest.  We  never  had  any  public  hearings.  Of  course  yon 
could  not  put  your  head  out  of  the  committee  room  without  being 
attacked  by  somebody.  Mr.  Hamlin,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, came  to  our  committee  room,  and  Mr.  Carlisle  came  there  too,  but 
no  such  statements  as  what  you  have  read  took  place. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  understand  that  it  is  usual  for  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  consult  with  the  Finance  Committee  or  members  of 
it  during  the  preparation  of  a  tariff  billY 

Senator  Vest.  I  understand  so.  I  have  been  here  sixteen  years,  and 
I  have  always  found  that  to  be  the  case.  In  fact,  I  went  to  Mr.  Gar- 
lisle  when  Mr.  Cleveland  was  first  elected  and  Mr.  Carlisle  was  appointed 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  suggested  to  him  that  he  consult  then 
with  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate — ^the  House  had 
not  organized  its  Ways  and  Means  Committee — in  regard  to  the  details 
of  that  tariff  bill  or  the  general  outline.  That  indicates  pretty  clearly 
what  I  thought  of  the  proper  functions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  connection  with  that  matter.  And  frequently — I  say  several  times— 
when  we  would  have  questions  before  us  giving  us  a  great  deal  of 
trouble — and  we  had  a  good  many  of  them — one  of  us  would  either  go 
and  consult  Mr.  Carlisle  or  send  for  him.  We  did  it  for  two  reasons: 
First,  because  he  was  Secretary  of  the  Treasury :  secondly,  because  he 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  tariff  legislation  ana  a  great  deal  of  exp^ 
rience  in  the  matter. 

Senator  Davis.  That  article  states  that  on  the  occasion  referred  to, 
when  Mr.  Carlisle  was  leaving  the  room,  he  himself  was  prepared  to 
perfect  a  measure  in  regard  to  sugar  that  was  ta.lked  about,  and  shortly 
afterward  he  did  so.    Do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

Senator  Vest.  I  have  an  indistinct  recollection  of  Mr.  Carlise  draw- 
ing up  at  the  Treasury  Department  a  provision  In  regard  to  sugar.  I 
do  not  know  who  received  it,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  saw  it. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  whether  he  made  a  statement  of  that 
kind  when  he  was  in  the  room,  or  leaving  the  room,  as  stated  in  that 
articled 

Senator  Vest.  I  have  not.  I  recollect  this,  but  I  could  not  state 
the  date,  when  we  were  talking  about  the  sugar  provision,  or  some 
other,  somebody  said  to  Mr.  Carlisle,  when  he  was  about  to  leavOi 
^'Well,  suppose  you  formulate  that  suggestion,''  or  something  that  was 
to  that  effect. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  afterward  do  so? 

Senator  Vest.  I  am  not  clear  about  that.  I  think  possibly  he  did 
bring  it  back,  but  whether  it  was  when  I  was  in  the  committee  room  I 
can  not  state. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  the  one  that  was  reported? 

Senator  Vest.  Oh,  no. 

The  Chairman.  If  he  did  do  it,  had  it  any  connection  with  any  such 
speech  as  is  here  stated  in  regard  to  the  sugar  trust? 

Senator  Vest.  No,  sir.  He  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
sugar  schedule  as  reported — nothing  at  all. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  mean  as  finally  reported? 

Senator  Vest.  As  it  is  now  in  the  bill.  That  was  prepared  by  Sen- 
ator Jones  and  myself,  and  submitted  to  the  balance  of  the  committee. 
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The  Chairman.  Mr.  GarliRle  had  nothing  to  do  with  thatf 
Senatoi  Vest.  Nothing  in  the  world.  Of  coarse,  he  talked  about  it 
with  us,  and  he  made  calculations  and  Hgured  up  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  duty  or  the  other,  and  the  difference  between  polariscopio 
tests  and  ad  valorem,  as  gentlemen  always  do  in  regard  to  framing  the 
tariff.  But  as  to  his  coming  to  us  with  any  suggestion  that  would  aid 
the  sugar  trust,  or  any  other  interest,  is  all  stuff. 
The  Chairman.  Further  in  the  same  letter  is  this  statement: 

To  go  back  a  little.  A.fter  Mr.  Carlisle's  address  to  the  Finance  Committee,  after 
the  meeting  between  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  Senators  Brice  and  Smith,  there  occurred 
an  extraordinary  thins  in  the  Finance  Committee.  Senator  Vest  made  a  statement 
which  caused  Mills  to  look  apon  him  with  amazement,  to  regard  him  with  suspi- 
cion, and  some  of  the  other  members  of  the  committee  to  eye  one  another  furtively. 
The  Senator  said  that  he  did  not  see  why  a  duty  of  one  half  of  a  cent  upon  raw 
sngar  did  not  afford  sufficient  protection  to  all  the  sugar  interests  of  this  country. 
If  Mr.  Vest  were  a  new  Senator,  such  an  astonishing  assertion  as  that  might  have 
been  ascribed  to  ignorance;  but  he  has  been  through  tariff  bill  after  tariff  bill.  He 
looks  upon  himself  as  something  of  an  expert,  and  he  must  have  known  that  hia 
statement  was  ridiculous.  In  view  of  his  earlier  position  it  seemed  not  only  ridicu- 
lous, but  strange.  It  even  caused  one  Senator  to  say  to  another,  **  Vest  has  nopped." 
But  he  followed  it  with  another  even  more  extraordinary  statement.  He  said  that 
in  view  of  the  excitement  over  the  sugar  schedule  he  had  been  compelled  to  ask  his 
personal  friend,  Mr.  Joe  Rickey,  to  deprive  himself  for  the  time  being  of  the  delights 
of  personal  intercourse  with  him,  because  if  he  was  seen  so  much  in  Rickey's  com- 
pany Just  then  it  might  cause  suspicion  to  be  aroused. 

Suspicion  of  what?  Mr.  Rickey  is  a  speculator  upon  the  market  of  more  than 
local  repute.  He  knows  how  to  buy  and  now  to  sell.  He  is  reputed  to  have  made 
several  fortunes  because  he  has  let  his  speculative  instinct  have  his  way  with  him. 
Did  Senator  Vest  mean  to  intimate  that  it  might  be  said,  if  he  changed  his  action  in 
regard  to  sugar,  that  his  relations  with  Mr.  Rickey  would  cause  it  to  be  suspected 
that  Mr.  Rickey  might  have  gone  upon  the  market  having  the  advantage  of  prior 
knowledge  that  would  boom  sugar  stocks? 

Senator  Vest.  That  is  simply  a  lie  out  of  the  whole  cloth.  There  is 
not  a  scintilla  of  fact  in  it,  so  far  as  my  suggesting  a  one-half  cent  duty 
on  sugar  is  concerned.  I  was  for  free  sugar,  and  I  was  finally  compelled 
to  favor,  under  the  polariscopic  test,  1  cent  a  pound  on  raw  sugar  and 
no  duty  on  refined  sugar.    That  was  oar  first  bill  and  speaks  for  itself. 

The  Chairman.  Did  those  difficulties  which  you  speak  of  arise  from 
the  claims  of  the  Louisiana  Senators! 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir;  and  from  the  difference  of  opinion  between 
Democratic  Senators  as  to  what  was  a  fair  differential  duty  to  the  refiners. 
The  first  demand — I  use  the  word  "  demand,"  possibly  that  is  too  strong 
— ^was  a  quarter  of  a  cent  on  the  refining  interest-d  and  a  duty  of  33^ 
per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all  sugars.  Mr.  Havemeyer  filed  that  in  the 
committee,  and  I  have  it  in  my  drawer,  33^  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  a 
quarter  or  1  cent  differential  besides. 

Senator  Davis.  On  raw  sugar  t 

Senator  Vest.  On  raw  and  refined  33^  per  cent,  and  then  on  the 
sugars  over  16  Dutch  standard  a  quarter  of  1  cent.  That  we  rejected ; 
Senator  Jones  and  myself  were  doing  the  work  principally  and  said  it 
was  utterly  inadmissible.  Then  a  good  deal  of  talk  was  had  about  it 
and  finally  we  said  we  would  agree  to  one-eighth. 

The  Chairman.  One-eighth  difi'erentialt 

Senator  Vest.  One-eighth  differential  on  the  refined.  We  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  must  be  a  duty  on  raw  sugar.  The  first 
difficulty  was  in  the  duty  on  raw  sugar  in  regard  to  the  polariscopio 
test  or  ad  valorem,  and  we  took  the  i)olariscopic  test,  with  an  equiva- 
lent of  1  cent  on  raw  sugar  and  no  duty  at  all  on  refined.  The  bill 
speaks  for  itself.  Then  after  considerable  controversy — for  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  over  this  sugar  interest,  which  was  very  aggrea- 
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(siye,  both  from  the  Louisiana  producers  and  the  refiners — we  finally 
agreed  to  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  one  eighth^  but  the  refiners 
asked  a  quarter;  and  at  last  we  made  this  bill  as  it  is  now.  Ev^y 
member  of  the  Senate  and  committee  knows  as  well  as  he  knows  my 
name  that  I  was  opposed  to  any  duty  on  sugar  if  we  could  avoid  it 
I  was  for  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives.  Any 
man  who  intimates  differently  states  a  falsehood. 

As  to  Bickeyi  1  never  had  a  word  with  Mr.  Eickey  about  sugar.  Pos- 
sibly he  may  have  said  something  to  me  at  some  time  or  another,  but  I 
do  not  remember  it;  and  certainly  never  gave  him  any  information.  I 
never  had  anything  to  do  with  him  or  anyone  else  in  the  way  charged. 
He  came  to  my  house  several  times,  but  I  did  not  see  him;  I  was  very 
busy.  He  is  from  my  State  and  acquainted  with  my  family,  and  I  am 
not  on  such  a  pedestal  as  to  refuse  to  speak  to  him  or  any  other  con- 
stituent. I  never  gave  a  person  the  slightest  indication  of  what  we 
were  doing  or  about  to  do.  I  never  had  any  interest,  either  remote, 
contingent,  or  otherwise,  in  speculation  with  Bickey  as  charged  or 
with  anyone. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Bickey  ever  try  to  get  information  firom 
you  as  to  what  was  going  onf 

Senator  Ybst.  liTever.  He  never  said  a  word  to  me  about  it,  and 
would  not  dare  to  come  to  me  about  it.    All  these  charges  are  lies. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  this  statement! 

Senator  Vest.  Which  statement? 

Senator  Davis.  The  one  that  Mr.  Gray  read  you  from  the  newspaper. 

Senator  Vest.  I  think  1  heard  of  it  from  someone  else,  but  Senator 
Gray  spoke  to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  had  read  it.  I  never  heard  it  read 
until  now. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  in  town  during  the  last  few  months? 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir,  I  have;  but  I  did  not  see  the  newspaper. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  any  newspaper  man  come  to  you  and  state  what 
the  fact  was  and  ask  you  to  give  him  an  explanation? 

Senator  Vest.  Never.  The  first  intimation  that  I  had  that  any  such 
statement  was  made,  some  Senator — I  don't  know  who  he  was — asked 
me  if  I  knew  that  this  villainous  statement  was  made  in  the  Philadel- 
phia Press.  I  said  I  never  read  the  Press  and  had  no  information 
about  it.  That  was  my  first  intimation  that  any  such  publication 
was  made.  Afterwards  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  Mr.  Gray, 
came  to  my  seat  in  the  Senate  and  said  tome:  ^^You  ought  to  read  that 
statement  in  the  Press  in  which  your  name  is  mentioned."  I  told  him 
I  had  never  seen  it,  that  I  did  not  care  anything  about  such  publica* 
tions,  and  he  said  there  were  two  things  in  the  statement  I  ought  to 
see.  I  never  read  the  article,  and  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  it 
read. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  referred  to  the  demands  of  the  producers  and 
refiners? 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  they  make  the  same  demand,  or  did  one  desire 
one  kind  of  duty  and  another  another? 

Senator  Vest.  ISo;  the  producers  wanted  the  polariscopic  test 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is,  the  specific? 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir,  the  specific;  that  is  a  different  name  for  itn 
They  wanted  the  polarisoopic  test,  or  the  specific,  and  the  refiners 
wanted  the  ad  valorem.  That  was  the  way  they  stood.  I  did  not 
want  either,  to  tell  the  truth.  I  preferred  the  Wilson  or  Hoase  bilL 
What  was  put  in  there  was  put  in  because  I  could  not  help  myself. 
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The  Ohaibxan.  Farther  in  the  same  letter  there  is  this  statementi 
and  this  was  read  to  Mr.  Yoorhees: 

We  had,  npon  the  Sanday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate^ 
a  stiikiDg  illnstration  of  the  absolnte  domination  of  the  suffar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
eratie  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all-day  and  half-the-night 
Mssion  and  npon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Demooratio  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  representa- 
tives of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrell  and  Meyers,  Ben  Le 
Fevre,  and  others.  These  men  sat,  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sitj^n  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  oommnnioation  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  oooupied 
by  the  trust  all  day. 

Now,  what  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that  statement? 

Senator  Vest,  i  do  not  know  anything  in  the  world  abont  it.  I  do 
not  know  what  Sunday  they  refer  to. 

Senator  Lodgb.  The  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  reported  is  the 
Sunday. 

The  GHAIBMA17.  Before  the  bill  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Vest.  We  worked  every  Sunday.  I  could  not  carry  my 
memory  back  to  that  particular  Sunday,  but  I  can  say  that  I  never  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  sagar  trust,  or  any  member  of  it,  and  if  they 
were  in  the  Capitol  I  did  not  know  it,  and  if  there  were  any  communi* 
cations  fh)m  them  I  did  not  know  it.  As  to  Mr.  Cafi'ery  drawing  any 
schedule,  I  do  not  remember  it.  Of  course  he  had  schedules  brought 
there  in  the  interest  of  his  people. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Not  there  in  the  interest  of  sugar  and  Mr.  Have* 
meyerf 

Senator  Vest.  The  only  thing  suggested  by  Mr.  Havemeyer  was 
his  written  communication,  which  I  have,  in  which  he  asked  for  33^ 
ad  valorem  and  one-fourth  of  1  cent  differential.  That  was  in  writ- 
ing; I  have  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  yon  see  him  personally  t 

Senator  Vest.  I  know  that  I  saw  him  once.  He  came  to  my  house. 
There  were  a  number  of  people  there.  He  brought  his  samples  and 
spread  them  out  on  the  table  and  explained  to  me  the  difference  between 
sugars  and  what  he  wanted — an  argument  for  ad  valorem.  I  heard 
what  he  had  to  say,  as  I  heard  everybody  else.  There  was  no  secrecy^ 
no  concealment. 

The  Chaibman.  There  was  no  reason  for  secrecy  f 

Senator  Vest.  I  had  none. 

Senator  Lodob.  That  was  the  only  time  you  saw  Mmt 

Senator  Vest.  He  might  possibly  have  called  at  my  house  once  before^ 
the  evening  before,  but  I  am  not  clear  about  that;  not  more  than  twice, 
however,  and  then  publicly,  in  regard  to  this  matter,  representing  his 
views  in  regard  to  it,  but  just  as  any  manufacturer  would  come.  My 
house  was  Ml  of  them  all  the  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Louisiana  people  came  toof 

Senator  Vest.  Delegations  of  them ;  Mr.  Dymond  and  all  of  his  crowd 
of  Louisiana  people  came  to  my  house,  representing  their  interests  in 
my  parlor  and  sitting  room. 

The  Ohaiemaiy.  Did  other  persons  interested  in  the  schedules  come 
to  your  house  t 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir;  every  night,  and  every  morning  before  I 
was  out  of  bed. 

The  Chaibman.  I  mean  other  interests  than  the  sugar  interests! 

Senator  Vest.  Of  course;  there  were  letters  of  introduction  from 
people  I  did  not  know  personally.    I  got  personal  letters  from  my  col- 
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leagues  in  the  Senate  and  Hoase,  and  friends,  asking  me  to  give  those 
gentlemen  a  hearing;  and  I  would  do  so,  of  course. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  remember  the  presence  of  the  sugar  trust 
as  described  in  that  article  which  has  been  read. 

Senator  Vest.  No  :  if  they  were  in  the  Capitol  at  the  times  we  were 
in  session,  I  did  not  Know  it. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  contest  over  the  sugar  schedule  on 
the  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  reported! 

Senator  Vest.  No,  sir;  not  more  than  any  other  time.  The  contest 
all  the  time  was  between  the  producers  of  sugar  and  the  refiners,  and 
was  not  only  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  duty  but  the  manner  in  which 
it  should  be  levied.  I  understood  aU  the  time  the  refiners  wanted  the 
ad  valorem  and  the  producers  wanted  the  polariscopic  specific 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  the  same  thing. 

Senator  Vest.  The  same  thing.  The  first  bill  we  drew  had  nothing 
but  a  specific  duty  on  raw  sugar. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  this  present  bill  has  the  ad  valorem  dutyf 

Senator  Vest.  The  result  of  the  very  long  discussion  was  this  com* 
promise,  just  as  is  the  case  with  any  other  tariff  bill.  There  was  never 
any  contemplation  of  a  half-cent  duty ;  so  far  as  my  ever  suggesting  it,  I 
was  at  the  other  extreme.  I  wanted  free  sugar.  I  had  no  concealment 
about  it.  I  agreed  to  this  duty  to  make  a  bill.  I  thought  the  worst 
thing  for  my  party  and  for  my  country  would  be  to  keep  the  McKinley 
bill  on  the  statute  books,  and  when  I  could  not  get  as  much  as  I  wanted, 
I  took  all  I  could  get.    I  am  guilty  of  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  a  correspondent  of  the  press  named 
Harry  Walker  t 

Senator  Vest.  Ko,  sir.  There  are  a  great  many  I  meet  that  I  do  not 
know  again.    Possibly  I  know  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  is  a  correspondent  of  the  Post-Dispatch, 

Senator  Vest.  I  would  not  know  him;  they  are  changing  correspond- 
ents so  much. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  will  now  ask  you  in  regard  to  certain  testimony 
given  before  the  committee  by  Mr.  Walker,     He  says: 

I  have  mentioned  abont  go-betweens  in  the  troBt  who  would  go  to  Senaton,  one 
besides  Senator  Brice. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  Senator? 

Mr.  Walkbr.  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Lodgk.  Who  was  the  go-between  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Joe  Rickey. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Rickey  and  other  members  of  the  tmst  with  Sen* 
ator  Vestf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  Joe  Rickey  with  Mr.  Vest,  and  in  a  little  while  go  with 
Mr.  Reed  or  Mr.  Terrill  and  get  in  a  quiet  spot  and  talk.  I  charged  that  in  the 
Post-Dispatch.  It  was  stated  that  it  was  believed  as  an  absolute  fact.  I  gave  mj 
reasons  for  believing  it. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  see  Mr.  Rickey  in  company  with  Senator  Yestf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  say  when,  because  some  time  elasped. 

The  Chairman.  On  how  many  occasions? 

Mr.  Walker.  Only  one  occasion. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  thatf 

Mr.  Walker.  At  Chamberlain's  one  night. 

The. Chairman.  Where  f 

Mr.  Walker.  It  was  in  the  public  room. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vest  and  Mr.  Rickey  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Tes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  were  they  to^therf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  can  not  say.    I  was  passing  throngh  the  halL 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afterwards  did  you  see  Mr.  Rickey— with  irliom  did 
you  savf 

Mz.  Walksb.  TerrilL 


INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETa  11 

The  Chairman.  How  lonpr  afterward? 

Mr.  Wauher.  I  could  not  say;  iDside  an  honr,  and  it  may  be  less;  because  I 
remember  that  night,  I  think,  I  went  to  the  telegraph  office  and  was  there  some 
time,  bot  when  I  came  back  to  the  Arlington  I  saw  Mr.  Rickey. 

The  Chairman.  You  saw  Mr.  Rickey  at  the  Arlington  with  Mr.  Terrill  after  har- 
iog  seen  him  an  hour  before  that  with  Mr.  Vestf 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  have  seen  Mr.  Rickey  around  the  Finance  Committee  room 
door. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  this  that  you  saw  Mr.  Rickey  around  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee room  doorf 

Mr.  Walkbr.  That  I  can  not  remember;  it  was  very  early  in  the  history  of  the 
bill. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  after  the  tariff  bill  came  over  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  think  it  had  come  to  the  Senate.  It  was  out  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Commitee  of  the  House,  and  I  think  during  the  House  debate. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  never  mentioned  but  two  names  of  Senators.  I  may  have  referred 
to  Senators  by  name  saying  that  I  did  not  believe  such  and  such  a  statement  made 
in  another  newspaper,  but  the  only  names  I  have  used  were  Senator  Brice  and 
Senator  Vest.  I  have  used  Senator  Vest's  name  entirely  on  instructions  from  the 
Post-Dispatch.  I  refused  because  I  knew  they  were  inclined  to  be  sensational  on 
the  subject.  I  refused  to  follow  up  the  tariff,  and  on  that  ground  they  took  it  out  of 
my  hands  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the  World's  bureau.  Mr.  Pulitzer  owns  both 
papers.  There  was  a  good  deal  in  regard  to  Vest  that  I  did  not  send  at  all.  It  was 
sent  by  the  World's  bureau. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  had  instructions  from  the  Post-Dispatch  to  connect  Bir« 
Vest  and  Rickey  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  instructions f 

Mr.  Walker.  There  was  somethingprinted  in  the  World,  and  I  got  a  dispatch  to 
follow  up  that  article  in  that  line.    Tne  instructions  were  reiterated. 

Senator  Davis.  I  do  not  understand  you  to  say  that  you  saw  Senator  Vest  at  the 
Arlington  f 

Mr.  Walker.  No  ;  I  saw  him  at  Chamberlin's. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  often  were  you  communicated  with  by  the  Post-Dispatoh 
in  reference  to  Mr.  Vest  and  Joe  Rickey  being  connected  f 

Mr.  Walker.  This  once  particularly  and  in  things  I  have  seen.  I  have  had  one 
or  two  dispatches  saying:  ''  Keep  up  that  line;  send  more  of  it;  it  is  not  enough.'' 
I  remember  once  I  sent  a  short  dispatch  and  they  said  something  like  a  few  hundred 
words  would  be  better. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  in  the  line  of  connecting  Senator  Vest  with  Joe  Rickey  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  Post-Dispatch  manager  seem  to  have  a  desire  to  connect 
Senator  Vest  with  these  transactions? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  the  Post-Dispatch  was  Senator  Vest's  organ 
<mt  in  Missouri  for  a  number  of  years.  It  always  claimed  to  have  the  credit  of  send- 
ing him  to  the  Senate.    Everybody  out  there  knows  Joe  Rickey's  reputation. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  they  manifest  a  desire  to  have  you  connect  Senator  Vest  with 
these  matters  when  there  was  no  evidence  f 

Mi.  Walker.  Yes.  There  was  an  article  which  appeared  written  by  a  member  of 
the  staff  of  the  World  on  Saturday  night.  The  World  matter  always  goes  to  the 
Post-Dispatch.    This  article  was  written  by  Dr.  Bowen.    That  was  sent  out,  and 

that  is  what  interested  them.    Of  course,  they  asked  me  to  follow  it  up.    In  that 

itticle  the  first  allusion  was  made  to  Rickey  and  Senator  Vest. 
Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  after  that  that  you  remember  seeing  Rickey  and  Senator 

Vest  together  at  Chamberlin's  f 
Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  mention  Vest  and  Rickey  first  by  name,  but  in  some  con- 

elusions  I  drew  in  the  Daily  America.    I  started  writing  up  the  trust  along  back 

before  Christmas. 
Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  hear  anything  that  Senator  Vest  said  to  Rickey,  or 

Rickey  to  Senator  Vest,  in  Chamberlin's,  on  the  occasion  of  which  you  speak  f 
Mr.  Walker.  No. 
Senator  Lindsay.  And  an  hour  afterward  you  saw  Rickey  with  Terrill.    Did  yon 

w  a^thing  said  by  Terrill  to  Rickey  or  Rickey  to  Terrill! 
Mr.  Walker.  No. 

^at  is  all  that  relates  to  Senator  Vest  here. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  yon  desire  to  say  anything  in  regard  to  thatf 
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Seuator  Vest.  Only  what  I  have  said.  I  do  not  think  I  wa0  at 
Ghamberlin's  for  two  months  or  more  more  than  twice,  and  if  I  met 
Bickey  I  do  not  remember  it.  I  certainly  never  had  any  conversation 
with  him  about  sugar,  and  never  gave  him  any  information,  and  do 
not  know  where  he  went  from  Chamberlins;  if  I  was  there,  and  at  a 
table  with  him,  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  might  possibly  have  been 
Bitting  there  and  Eickey  joined  me,  or  something  of  that  sort,  as  might 
happen  to  anybody.  But  I  certainly  gave  him  no  information,  or  had 
any  conversation  with  him  in  regard  to  any  sugar  speculations. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  having  sugar 
speculations  t 

Senator  Vest.  Ko;  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Or  any  partner  with  him ;  have  you  been  a  partner 
with  him  in  any  sugar  speculations  1 

Senator  Yest.  No,  sir;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  such  thing. 
As  to  the  statement  of  this  man  Walker  that  he  saw  him  aroand  the 
Finance  Gommitte  room  door  while  the  bill  was  pending  in  the  House, 
we  did  not  take  up  this  bill  for  a  week  or  ten  days  after  it  came  from 
the  House,  and  then  not  in  the  Finance  Gommittee,  but  in  my  Gommit- 
tee  on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds.  There  was  no  meeting  of  the 
Finance  Gommittee  until  sometime  after  the  bill  came  over  from  the 
House.  I  think  it  passed  the  House  February  1.  It  was  reported  to 
the  House  December  20,  and  passed  February  1,  and  if  Bickey  was 
aroand  the  Finance  Committee  room  he  was  there  on  some  other  busi- 
ness, as  the  tariff  bill  was  not  there;  it  was  not  taken  up,  and  when  it 
was  taken  up  it  was  in  my  committee  room,  the  Gommittee  on  Public 
Buildings  and  Grounds,  with  Mills  and  myself.  That  is  all  a  myth. 
As  to  the  Post- Dispatch  being  my  organ  in  Missouri,  it  never  was. 

Senator  Davis.  As  to  any  intimation  or  innuendo  in  that  artide 
respecting  your  relations  to  Mr.  Eickey,  or  the  sugar  trust,  what  have 
you  to  say;  are  they  true  or  false t 

Senator  Vest.  They  are  absolutely  false,  and  without  any  founda- 
tion in  the  world,  and  I  repeat  what  I  have  said  in  the  Senate  that  I 
never  used  my  position  for  private  purposes.  Any  statement  that  I 
have  is  absolutely  false,  or  that  I  ever  gave  any  information  or  had 
any  connection  with  the  sugar  trust  is  also  absolutely  false.  I  have 
been  particular  about  such  matters,  especially  so.  Ever  since  this  bill 
was  taken  up  by  us  I  have  stayed  at  my  house  and  at  the  committee 
room  working  night  and  day.  I  never  went  about  the  hotels,  or  to 
Ghamberlin's,  and  never  had  the  time  nor  inclination  to  do  so.  I  never 
permitted  anybody  to  come  to  me  and  get  information  about  the  work 
of  the  committee. 

I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything  else  that  I  care  to  say.  If  any* 
body  can  make  the  denial  broader,  I  wish  they  would. 


SWOBN^  BTATEHEirr  OF  HON^.  JAMES  K.  JOVE& 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  a  member  of  the  Finance  Gommitteef 

Senator  Jones.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  have  served  as  such  during  this  session? 

Senator  Jones.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  a  Democratic  member  of  that  committee  t 

Senator  Jones.  I  anu 
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Senator  Lodge.  In  the  Pldladelpbia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  there 
is  a  letter,  signed  ^<  Holland,"  in  which  occurs  the  following  statement: 

[Having  read  the  statement  heretofore  read  to  Senators  Yoorheees 
and  Vest.] 

The  committee  would  like  to  hear  any  statement  yon  have  to  make 
in  regard  to  that  article. 

Senator  Jones.  .It  is  absolutely  without  any  shadow  of  truth  so  far 
as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge,  ^o  such  conversation  ever  took  place  so  far  as  you 
knowt 

Senator  Jones.  ISo  such  conversation  ever  took  place  so  far  as  I 
know,  nothing  by  which  any  man  of  common  intelligence  and  ordinary 
honesty  could  pervert  into  anything  like  that  or  approaching  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Secretary  Carlisle  never  made  any  such  statement? 

Senator  Jones,  ^ever,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  never  deferred  to  the  contributions  of  the  mem- 
bers  of  tlie  trust  to  the  campaign  committee,  did  het 

Senator  Jones.  No,  so  fiair  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Bid  he  ever  give  to  the  committee  a  memorandum 
such  as  is  described  here. 

Senator  Jones.  He  never  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  make  a  statement  of  that  kind  in  your 
presencef 

Senator  Jones.  He  never  did,  and  I  believe  that  I  was  present  at 
eveiy  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee.  I  was 
rick  when  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate.  I  was  sick  but  a  few  days,  how- 
ever, not  very  long,  but  when  I  got  well  Mr.  Vest  and  Mr.  Mills  were 
at  work  on  the  bill  and  I  went  into  it  with  them,  and  I  think  I  was 
present  at  every  meeting  of  the  committee  from  then  on. 

Senator  Lodge.  Of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee! 

Senator  Jones.  The  Democratic  members  of  the  committee.  I  do 
not  believe  there  ever  was  a  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
oommittee  at  which  I  was  not  present. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  there  is  a  further  statement  in  this  paper,  as 
follows: 

[Having  read  to  the  witnc^ss  statements  heretofore  read  to  Senators 
Voorhees  and  Vest.] 

Was  there  any  such  meeting  as  that  described  f 

Senator  Jones.  1So»  sir;  none  whatever. 

Benator  Lodge.  Was  there  a  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members 

of  the  Finance  Committee  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  rex)orted? 
Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  remember  the  exact  date.    There  were  two 

or  three  occasions  when  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee met  on  Sunday,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  dates  of  the  meet- 
ings.   Until  recently  there  were  two  or  three  meetings.    I  do  not  think 

there  was  any  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Committee  on 

Bnnday  until  B&er  the  400  amendments  went  in. 
Senator  Lodge.  Were  these  members  of  the  sugar  trust  who  are 

mentioned  here  at  any  time,  to  your  knowledge,  in  the  Capitol  while 

the  Finance  Committee  was  in  session  t 
Senator  Jones.  Fever,  that  I  know.    I  never  heard  of  it  before. 
Senator  Davis.  When,  if  ever,  did  you  first  hear  that    Senator 

Oaffery  had  drafted  that  amendment  in  regard  to  sugar^  and  that  it 

bad  been  approved  by  the  sugar  trust  t 
Senator  Jones.  I  never  heard  it  until  nowt 

S.  Hep.  1< 
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Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  kuow  Mr.  Havemeyert 

Senator  Jones.  I  have  met  one  Havemeyeronce.  When  these  sugar 
negotiations  were  going  on  there  was  in  the  committee  a  number  of 
gentlemen  who  were  interested  in  the  sugar  business  who  were  pres- 
ent, and  in  a  lot  of  conflicting  calculations  that  were  made  in  different 
ways  somebody  present — someone,  I  do  not  know  who — asked  me  if  I 
was  sure  that  the  figures  that  I  made  about  the  sugar  calculations  were 
correct,  and  I  said  I  felt  sure  about  it.  Some  days  after  that  Senator 
Camden,  I  believe  it  was,  told  me  that  he  felt  very  anxious  that  there 
should  be  some  sort  of  agreement  about  the  sugar  schedule,  some 
adjustment  about  it,  and,  while  he  did  not  know  anything  about  what 
the  facts  were,  he  supposed  the  parties  in  interest,  being  more  familiar 
with  it  than  anybody  else,  would  make  some  calculations :  that  he 
.  understood  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  at  the  Arlington  Hotel  and  if  I  had 
no  objection  he  would  send  over  and  get  Mr.  Havemeyer  to  come  to 
his  room,  and  if  I  would  go  down  there  with  some  other  gentleman  we 
would  discuss  these  relative  rates  of  percentages,  etc.,  the  value  to  be 
gotten  from  different  ones.  I  went  there  about  10  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing  

Senator  Lodge.  To  Senator  Camden's  roomf 

Senator  Jones.  Yes,  sir;  opposite  the  Arlington;  I  do  not  know  the 
number.  A  fter  I  got  there  a  man  whom  I  was  introduced  to,  who  was 
introduced  as  a  Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  two  other  gentlemen  whom  I  did 
not  kuow,  came.  One  or  two  other  gentlemen  were  present.  I  did 
not  know  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  sat  at  the  table  with  a  pencil  and  a  piece 
of  paper  and  asked  him  about  the  price  of  refined  sugar  and  raw  sugar, 
and  the  expense  of  refining  the  sugar  abroad  and  here,  and  the  differ- 
ence in  the  labor  cost  of  refining  here  and  in  Europe,  and  he  made  a 
number  of  statements  of  that  sort  to  me  at  the  time.  In  making  the 
csJculations  with  Mr.  Caffery  and  others  I  used  all  the  data  given  me 
by  Havemeyer.  That  was  the  only  time  I  saw  Havemeyer.  We  were 
in  the  room  for  possibly  forty  or  forty-five  minutes. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  mean  by  saying  awhile  ago,  ^^when 
these  sugar  negotiations  were  going  out"  What  were  the  negotia- 
tions? 

Senator  Jones.  Perhaps  that  was  an  unfortunate  word:  I  did  not 
mean  negotiation.  When  we  were  making  up  the  tariff  bill  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  there  should  be  any  tax  on  sugar;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  tax  should  be  specific  or  ad  valorem,  of  course,  was  up  for  consider- 
ation. We  were  informed  that  Messrs.  Caffery  and  White  would  not 
vote  for  a  bill  that  had  some  tax  on  sugar,  and  that  there  were  other 
gentlemen  who  felt  the  same  way  about  that  and  other  things.  These 
gentlemen  were  invited  into  the  committee  room  on  one  occasion  to 
talk  over  their  different  views.  I  remember  Senator  Brioe  was  there, 
I  think  Mr.  Smith  and  Senator  Gorman.  I  do  not  know  whether  Senator 
Hill  was  or  not.  Senator  Caffery  and  Senator  White  were  there,  and 
Senator  Caffery  was  making  up  an  argument  as  to  these  people,  the 
lowest  possible  rat«  they  could  leave  the  incidental  protection  to  go  to 
them  on  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  the  producers  of  Louisiana  f 

Senator  Jones.  Yes;  I  said  to  him  that  I  could  not  understand  why 
he  wanted  ad  valorem  tax  on  sugar;  that,  it  seemed  to  me,  would  oper- 
ate more  beneficially  to  the  sugar  refiners  than  to  the  planters.  That 
brought  him  and  me  to  figuring  on  the  question  of  what  it  would  be. 
Some  gentleman  said  we  could  not  refute  the  figures  I  made  on  it,  that 
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the  planters  would  not  have  as  fair  a  show  under  the  proposed  sched 
ale,  I  do  not  remember  what  it  is — ^yes,  I  do,  40  and  50;  40  on  the  raw, 
and  50  per  cent  on  the  refined,  and  I  said  it  would  be  giving  a  wider 
margin  to  the  refiners  of  sugar,  and  at  the  same  time  I  was  asked  by 
Senator  Camden,  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  he.  but  afterwards  Sen- 
ator Camden  asked  me  when  we  were  talking  in  toe  Senate  as  to  what 
was  the  fair  rate  to  be  put  on  sugar;  if  I  would  make  these  calculations 
with  men  who  were  on  the  other  side  with  the  relJners,  and  I  said  cer- 
tainly; and  it  was  the  result  of  that  that  we  would  get  somebody  rep- 
resenting the  sugar  refiners  to  come  to  his  room,  and  we  would  discuss 
this  question  in  order  to  get  the  light  and  the  fact?. 

Senator  Lobob.  Do  I  understand  you,  at  the  time  Senator  Cafifery 
was  talking  with  you,  that  he  was  advocating  the  ad  valorem  ratet 

Senator  Jones.  I  could  not  say  that  he  advocated  the  ad  valorem 
rate.  I  think  he  advocated  the  si>ecific  rate,  but  we  were  discussing 
the  ad  valorem  rate.  I  said  that  the  ad  valorem  rate  that  had  been 
suggested  by  somebody  would  operate  unfairly  against  the  producers 
and  in  i^vor  of  the  refiners,  and  would  set  them  against  each  other. 
That  is  what  I  meant  when  I  used  the  word  negotiations. 

The  CHAiRHAif.  At  this  meeting  did  Mr.  Havemeyer  say  anything 
about  an  ad  valorem  dutyf 

Senator  Joveb.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did.  I  do  not  remember 
whether  he  said  anything  about  ad  valorem  duty  or  not.  The  thing 
that  made  an  impression  on  me  was  when  he  came  into  the  room  first 
I  asked  him  what  would  be  the  difference  in  labor  cost  between  the 
refining  of  sugar  in  Germany  and  the  United  States,  and  he  made  some 
statement  about  that,  I  do  not  now  recall  what,  though  I  made  a  mem- 
orandum at  the  time  of  what  he  said  to  me  about  the  rates.  My  recol- 
lection is  that  at  that  time  we  adopted  the  sugar  schedule,  the  first 
schedule,  that  was  put  into  the  bill. 
Senator  Lodge.  Specific  dutyf 

Senator  Jones.  Yes;  1  cent  per  pound;  and  he  said  that  no  refiner 
in  the  United  States  could  exist  under  that  schedule. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  meet  Mr.  Terrill,  Mr.  Ben  LeFevre, 
lir.  Meyer,  and  others  on  the  street  t 

Senator  Jokes.  I  met  Ben  Le  Fevre  on  the  street  about  six  months 
ago,  but  I  do  not  know  the  other  men  you  mention. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  no  such  meeting  as  is  described  here  ever 
occarredf 
Senator  Jones.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ever  see  any  paper  prepared  by  Mr.  Gaf- 
tery,  and  indorsed  by  the  sugar  trust,  sent  into  the  Finance  Committee 
roomt 

Senator  Jones.  liTo;  I  never  did,  and  I  wrote  that  fij*8t  sugar  sched- 
ule that  was  in  the  mrst  report  of  the  tariff  bill.  That  is  my  recol- 
lection. There  was  no  suggestion  on  the  part  of  anybody  else;  but 
talking  to  these  men  and  being  satisfied  that  there  was  no  such  thing 
as  getting  a  schedule  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  different  Sena- 
tors who  were  there  present,  I  made  up  my  mind  about  what  I  thought 
would  be  a  tadi  one  and  wrote  it  out  in  that  way. 

The  committee  a^ourned  until  Thursdaj^,  May  31^  18d4|  at  10 
o^docka.  SL 
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Washinoton,  D,  0.,  Ma/y  31j  1894. 

The  committee  met  at  12  o^dock  m. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

The  chairman  announced  that  the  committee  had  agreed  to  incor- 
porate in  the  record  the  entire  article  published  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press  Monday  morning,  March  14, 1894. 

The  article  is  as  follows : 

TOLD  AT  LAST. 

The  full  itory  of  the  dexterous  work  of  the  eugar  trust — Cleveland  et  ah  to  ike  bar — Shame- 
ful pledges  made  before  the  election  now  on  the  verge  of  being  fulfilled — Pure  barter  in 
legislation — Hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  given  in  the  campaign  of  1892  deftly  wove 
thenet  c^wut  the  Administration — Trust  now  holds  the  whip— Schedules  submitted  to  Hats' 
meyer  for  approval  brfore  being  reported — Speculative  Senators  enrich  themselvee—A 
national  disgrace, 

[From  the  regular  coneepondent  of  the  PhiladelphlA  Frees.] 

Nbw  York,  May  IS, 

When  Senator  Brloe  predicted  that  the  Senate  would  take  a  vote  upon  the  tariff 
hill  sometime  in  the  first  week  in  June  he  might  have  also  said  that  npon  that  day 
there  would  he  ended  one  of  the  strangest,  most  scandalous,  and  yet  instructive  chap- 
ters in  American  political  history.  He  would  have  been  accurate  had  he  said  ihat 
this  chapter  was  written-  when  the  amended  sugar  schedule  and,  in  fact,  the  so- 
called  Gorman  amended  bill  was  published  and  laid  before  the  Senate  in  the  first 
week  in  May.  For,  whatever  may  be  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  this  or  any  other 
tariff  measure,  that  strange  chapter  which  reveals  a  great  party  and  the  leaders  of 
that  party  completely  dominated  by  a  handfal  of  men  who  control  one  of  the  chief 
industries  of  the  United  States  was  ended  when  the  so-called  Gorman  bill  was  cau- 
cuse<l.  Nearly  two  years  ago  it  began  to  be  written.  The  first  lines  were  penned 
when  representatives  of  this  colossal  monopoly,  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland — 
probably  Mr.  Cleveland  himself— in  the  summer  or  1892,  soon  after  Mr.  Cleveland's 
nomination,  came  into  agreement  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  administration,  if  Cleve- 
land were  elected,  and  the  part^  toward  the  sugar-refining  industry  of  the  United 
States.  The  chapter  was  continued  during  the  campaign,  and  then  there  was  a 
hiatus  until  Mr.  Wilson  began  with  his  Ways  and  Means  Committee  the  work  of 
framing  a  tariff  bill.  From  that  day  until  the  5th  of  May  those  things  were  done 
in  rapid,  dramatic,  and  sensational  succession,  which  have  made  it  possible  to  com- 
plete the  chapt<^  so  that  it  can  now  be  written  in  detail  and  made  public. 

It  was  not  possible  to  tell  fully  the  relations  of  what  is  called  the  sugar  trust  to 
the  administration,  the  Democratic  politicians,  the  Cabinet,  and  the  Senate  until  after 
this  so-called  Gorman  bill  had  been  made  public.  Bite  of  the  story  have  occasionally 
appeared  in  the  public  prints,  and  the  newspapers  have  been  full  of  sketches  and 
reports  suggesting  first  the  crafty  and  then  the  audacious  approach  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  this  industry  upon  tne  men  whom  the  Democratic  party  had  placed  in 
power.  But  many  of  the  most  important  and  suggestive  incidents  have  not  been 
made  known  to  the  public,  nor  has  it  been  possible  to  arrange  them  in  proper  order 
so  that  the  sequence  of  events^  the  operation  of  cause  and  effect,  could  be  clearly, 
logically,  although,  in  part,  inferentially  set  forth.  It  is  possible  now  to  do  this,  and 
as  many  of  the  events,  most  of  the  inspiring  causes  which  led  to  the  resulte  were 
developed  in  New  York  City,  the  story  that  is  to  be  told  is  indeed  a  tale  of  two 
cities,  one  the  commercial  and  the  other  the  political  capital  of  the  nation. 

THE  TKUST  WAB  PREPARBD. 

The  public  did  not  know  until  after  the  election  of  1892  that  the  corporation 
which  IS  commonly  known  as  the  sugar  trust  had  ever  taken  any  active  interest  in 
politics.  Like  every  great  corporation  which  has  reason  to  apprehend  or  desire 
legislation,  it  had  been  so  made  up  that  men  claiming  to  be  Democrats  and  others 
claiming  to  be  Bepublicans  were  prominent  in  its  management.  It  was  precisely  in 
that  condition  which  Jay  Gould  once  confessed  himself  always  to  be  m.  It  had 
Republican  influence  for  Republican  service,  and  it  had  Democratic  anchors  oast 
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oat  lo  hold  the  Democratic  party.  On  the  whole,  however,  the  sngar  tmst  wob  a 
Democratio  association.  The  two  Hayemeyers  were  always  Democrats.  Cord 
Meyer,  Jr.,  was  not  only  a  Democrat  hy  inclination,  hut  had  heen  a  practical  politi- 
cian. He  was  loTkf;  associated  with  the  Cleveland  faction,  bnt  when  Mr.  Cleveland 
betrayed  that  faction  into  the  hands  of  Tammany  Hall  Mr.  Meyer,  instead  of  resent- 
ing, accepted  a  Tammany  nomination  for  secretary  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

John  £.  Searles,  the  craftiest,  smoothest,  most  diplomatic,  and  men  have  said  the 
oiliest  member  of  this  association,  an  energetic  and  enthusiastic  Sunday  school 
(lapnnntendent,  a  man  with  a  wonderful  capacity  for  concealing  purpose,  not  by 
silence,  bnt  by  sjieeoh,  had  been  of  vagne  Republican  association.  It  was  through 
Mr.  Searles  that  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  campaign  were  able  to  obtain  som^ 
financial  aid  ttom  the  sugar  trust.  Mr.  £.  C.  Benedict  was  not  actively  engaged 
in  the  maii.igement  of  the  trust,  although  his  interests  were  with  it  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  and  it  has  been  the  belief  that  he  has  been  one  of  tho&e  who  profited 
greatly  by  its  opportunities  for  speculation. 

In  the  summer  of  1892,  after  Mr.  Cleveland's  nomination,  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and  one  or  two  others,  had  a  conversation,  either  in  Green- 
wich or  npon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  in  which  the  sugar  interests  were  earnestly 
discoaeed,  and  those  interested  as  affected  by  the  situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
ptrticnlarly  analyzed.  There  is  no  doubt  now  that  at  this  meeting  there  were 
planted  the  seeds  of  the  policy  developed  by  Mr.  Cleveland  after  he  became  Presi- 
dent toward  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  At  that  time  and  subseauently  there  came 
ftbont  understandings  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  ITienas  of  his  which,  if 
they  could  ever  bo  ftiUy  exposed,  would  explain  completely  that  miserable  and 
strangely  unreasonable  Hawaiian  incident. 

It  is  known  that  at  Lakewood  before  Mr.  Cleveland  became  President  and  after  the 
ncceasful  revolution  in  Hawaii  had  been  made  known  to  President  Harrison's  admin- 
iiteation,  a  meeting  took  place  at  which  the  determination  was  reached  to  overthrow 
the  revolntionists  and  restore  the  Queen.  Mr.  Cleveland  may  or  may  not  have  been 
faiowinglv  a  party  to  the  influences  of  the  sugar  trust  then  brought  to  bear  upon  him. 
Whether  he  did  it  or  not  he  responded  to  them,  and  he  went  to  Washington  deter- 
mined to  appoint  Mr.  Blonut  his  special  commissioner;  he  went  to  Washington  with 
a  purpose  which  compelled  his  Secretaiv  of  State  to  act  merely  as  a  clerk  engaged  in 
the  recording  of  that  purpose.  It  was  he  who  announced  to  Gresham  the  determina- 
tion to  appoint  Blount,  he  who  instructed  his  Secretary  of  State  to  draft  the  letter, 
and  Gresnain  has  patiently,  uncomplainingly,  but  with  a  sense  of  humiliation,  borne 
mch  reproaches  as  have  been  heaped  upon  him  as  the  supposed  instigator  of  this 
policy.  It  was  instigated  by  the  sugar  people,  accepted  by  Mr.  Cleveland  at  Lake- 
wood,  and  it  was  this  acceptance  which  caused  him  to  cling  with  such  desperate 
obstinacy  to  the  policy  after  it  had  been  made  apparent  that  the  American  people 
repudiated  it. 

We  do  not  know  what  purposes  the  sugar  people  had  with  reference  to  Hawaii. 
We  do  know  that  these  sweetened  magnates  were  desperately  opposed  to  the  estab- 
Ushment  of  the  Provisional  Government  and  the  annexation  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
to  the  United  States,  and  we  do  know  that  they  held  the  administration  with  a  stub- 
bornness and  relentlessnesB  that  was  humiliating  even  to  Cleveland  himself  to  that 
Doliey  which  would  make  for  their  interests.    This  incident  of  itself  would  seem  to 
uve  no  bearinsr  upon  the  relations  of  the  sugar  people  to  Congress  with  respect  to  the 
angftr  tariff.    But  when  other  things  are  set  forth  later  in  this  story,  then  the 
importance  of  this  incident  can  not  fail  to  be  most  impressively  understood. 

It  ought  to  be  said  just  here  that  so  greatly  had  Mr.  Cleveland  changed  in  the  esti- 
mttion  of  men  who  once  looked  upon  him  as  the  ideal  representative  of  whatever 
was  lofty,  noble,  and  of  high  integrity  in  public  life,  that  it  is  now  impossible  to 
pennade  any  of  those  who  are  familiar  with  the  operations  of  the  sugar  trust  to 
believe  that  Mr.  Cleveland,  through  his  friends  and  oefore  he  became  President,  was 
fiot  able  to  make  profitable  investments  in  the  securities  of  that  corporation.  But 
CTen  if  lie  did  so,  there  is  no  accusation  or  belief  that  any  personal  interests  he 
might  have  had  in  that  corporation  were  the  influencing  motives  toward  those  things 
that  have  happened  of  late.  These  motives,  so  far  as  he  and  his  administration  were 
^oDMmedy  were  purely  political,  really  partisan,  and  not  pecuniary. 

THB  TBUST  AND  THB  ■LEOTIOK. 

We  eome  now  to  the  relation  of  the  sugar  trust  to  the  national  campaign  of  1892. 
It  made  subscriptions  to  both  parties,  and  the  Republican  national  committee  was 
Kjoioed  when,  upon  a  day  when  money  was  needed,  it  received  a  subscription  from 
"MB  idsntifiad  with  the  trust,  really  from  the  troat  itself  of  $40|000.    It  was  pre* 
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eiimed  that  this  corporation,  as  so  many  others  had  heen  in  the  hahit  of  doing,  had 
divided  its  contribution  eqnally  between  the  representatives  of  the  two  parties. 

There  came  a  time  in  the  management  of  the  Democratic  campaign  when  money 
was  imperatively  needed.  The  sugar  tmst  had  already  subscribed  something,  but 
as  we  look  back  upon  the  events  of  that  campaign  it  is  impossible  not  to  be  con- 
vinced that  the  greater  subscription  of  the  trust  was  held  back  until  there  coold  be 
a  satisfactory  understanding  with  the  influential  Democrats  who  were  managing  the 
campaign.  In  the  stress  which  the  need  for  money  had  occasioned  these  managers 
wore  willing  to  pledge  almost  anything  for  cash.  Some  of  the  pledges  were  infer- 
ential, as  in  the  Van  Alen  case;  some  of  them  explicit.  Whether  Mr.  Whitney,  Mr. 
Gorman,  or  Mr.  Brice  met  the  representatives  of  the  su^ar  trust,  or  whether  it  was 
Boir.e  other  agent,  must  not  now  be  said.  Whitney  was  intimate  with  thorn  through 
close  business  relations;  Brice  was  associated  with  them  throueh  friendly  alliances 
and  particularly  throueh  his  friend,  H.  L.  Terrell,  of  Cleveland,  "  Brice's  Terrell," 
as  they  called  him;  and  Mr.  Gorman  was  brought  into  close  association  with  them 
and  by  another  agency  which  it  may  be  well  at  present  not  to  reveal. 

At  r.ll  events  the  appeal  was  made  to  these  men  for  money,  and  upon  the  distinct 
pledge,  as  will  be  shown  later  on,  that  there  would  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of 
the  Democracy  which  should  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the  sugar  people, 
and  if  there  were  any  legislation  at  all  it  should  be  friendly,  the  sugar  trust  went 
deep  into  its  capacious  treasury.  Tho  subscriptions  may  have  been  given  as  indi- 
vidual contributions,  but  such  gift  was  a  pure  fiction  if  it  was  made  in  that  way. 
It  was  a  sugar-trust  subscription  to  the  national  campaign  committee  in  return  foz 
pledges  which  were  afterwards  insistently  demanded  to  be  redeemed. 

The  subscription  was  the  magnificent  sum  of  $500,000.  And  at  another  place  in 
this  article  there  will  be  reported  a  distinct  and  emphatic  admission  of  this  sub- 
scription and  pledge  from  one  of  the  highest  officers  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

A  part  of  this  money  bought  Colorado  for  the  Populists,  a  part  of  it  brought 
about  Populist  alliances  elsewhere,  a  part  of  it  was  used  in  Illinois,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  this  great  fortune  was  mainly  instrumental  in  securing  those  alliances 
and  influencing  those  purchasable  or  discontented  elements  whose  action  upon  elec- 
tion day  caused  such  astounding  results  in  the  West.  Of  course  the  party  leaders 
felt  under  the  highest  obligations  to  these  men  of  the  sugar  trust.  Mr.  Cleveland 
could  not  avoid  acknowledging  the  mighty  debt  which  the  party  owed  and  which 
he  himself  owed  to  these  meu.  He  acknowledged  it  in  private  conversation  before 
he  went  to  Washington,  to  the  amazement  of  some  of  his  reform  club  friends,  declar- 
ing that  he  believed  that  there  ought  to  be  a  duty  upon  sugar,  and  that  the  great 
refining  interests  of  this  country  ought  not  to  be  imperiled  by  any  tariff  legislation. 

The  sugar  trust  believed  that  the  pledges  would  be  kept,  and  although  many 
other  manufacturing  interests  in  the  United  States  were  alarmed  by  the  reportii  of 
the  purpose  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  to  bring  in  a  tariff 
bill  revolutionizing  the  policy  of  the  Government  yet  the  managers  of  the  sugar 
tmst  seemed  to  be  strangelv  indifferent  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and 
to  what  it  might  propose  to  do.  Wlien  one  of  these  gentlemen  was  asked  if  he  was 
not  afraid  the  committee  might  admit  all  sugar  free,  raw  and  refined,  he  replied: 
''  We  don't  care  what  the  House  does.  We  own  the  Senate  and  we  control  the  people 
at  the  other  end  of  the  avenue.  No  bill  will  become  a  law  which  will  threaten  oor 
business.'' 

A  PIBCE  OF  8TRATKOT. 

The  appearance  of  representatives  of  the  sugar  people  in  Washing^n  at  the  time 
the  bill  was  under  consideration  both  in  committee  and  in  the  House  was  a  mere 
piece  ef  bnsiness  strategy.  Thef  s  was  no  expectation  that  the  House  could  be  con- 
trolled. The  consultations  held  In  this  city  resulted  in  the  adoption  of  a  policy  of 
gentle  persuasion.  The  sugar  people  were  to  be  represented  in  Washington  just  as 
other  manufacturing  interests  were  to  be  represented,  and  there  would,  of  course, 
have  been  no  outbreaks  of  indignation  had  not  the  House  gone  even  further  than 
was  expected  it  would  do  and  decided  upon  a  policy  which  Mr.  Havemeyer  said 
wonld  put  an  end  to  sugar-making  and  sugar-growing  in  the  United  States.  He 
meant,  of  course,  sugar-making  by  the  trust. 

It  was  his  indi<rnation  which  followed  this  revelation  of  the  temper  of  the  House 
which  caused  Mr.  Havemeyer,  for  the  first  time  in  his  life,  to  put  an  end  to  the 
silence  which  has  always  been  characteristic  of  him  and  to  speak  with  an  angry 
wail  and  for  publication.  It  was  then  that  he  said:  "  1  have  always  been  a  Demo- 
crat, but  if  this  is  Democracy  I  am  done  with  it.''  It  was  then  that  he  intimated 
that  there  had  been  gross  breaches  of  good  faith,  and  those  who  know  how  almost 
uncontrollable  Mr.  Havemeyer  is  when  he  permits  passion  to  get  the  better  of  him, 
have  since  wondered  that  he  did  iLot,  being  forgetful  of  himself,  declare  that  the 
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Denic»CTatic  leaders  had  made  pledges  that  the  sugar  industry  was  not  to  be  larmed 
and  were  now  permitting  those  pl^^ee  to  be  violated. 

After  this  bnrst  of  passion  the  actiye,  aggressive,  defiant  campaign  of  the  sugar 
trost  began,  ^d  it  began  not,  as  many  have  supposed,  at  the  Capitol  end  of  Penn- 

Slvania  avenue,  but  at  the  White  House  end.  When  the  bill  reached  the  Senate, 
e  representatives  of  the  trust — in  fact,  the  trust  itself— set  up  its  citadel  in  Wash- 
ington,  with  a  base  of  supplies  well  established  in  New  York.  One  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  corporation  began  to  visit  Secretary  Lament.  He  took  to  that  young 
politician  the  story  of  the  suMcription  of  the  sugar  trust,  its  service  in  the  cam- 
paign to  the  party,  reminded  him  that  but  for  its  aid  there  might  not  have  been  a  Dem- 
ocratic administration  in  Washington,  and  insisted  that  the  pledges  made  then 
should  be  redeemed  so  far  as  the  aa ministration  itself  could  briu|jf  it  ubout. 

That  member  of  the  trust  must  have  received  early  information  of  the  purposes 
of  the  White  House  end  of  the  avenue,  for  he  came  back  to  New  York  while  the  bill 
was  still  pending  in  the  mysterious  chamber  of  which  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and 
Hills  alone  had  the  key,  and  he  reported  that  there  was  no  longer  occasion  for 
alarm,  that  the  administration  would  see  to  it  that  Democratic  campaign  pledges  to 
the  sngar  trust  were  not  repudiated,  and  that  there  would  be  either  no  tarilf  bUl 
at  all,  or  else  one  with  which  the  trust  could  find  no  serious  fault.  From  the  time 
of  that  announcement  here  until  this  day  there  has  never  been  any  doubt  among  well- 
informed  men  that  the  Wilson  bill  was  dead  and  that  whatever  might  happen  the 
pledges  of  the  Democratic  leaders  to  the  sugar  trust  were  to  be  redeemed. 

The  pressure  upon  the  west  end  of  Pennsylvania  avenue  was  not  confijied  to  a  single 
member  of  the  administration,  Mr.  Lament ;  it  touched  every  member  of  the  Cabinet 
with  one  exception,  and  it,  of  course,  reached  Mr.  Cleveland,  finding  him  not  reluc* 
tant.  The  trust  sent  Senator  Brice  himself  to  the  President.  He  found  that  Mr. 
Cleveland  was  not  irresponsive^  but  cordial  and  earnest  in  his  response  to  a  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  Cleveland  took,  in  that  interview,  nothing  but  the  political  and  partisan 
view.  He  did  not  particularize,  of  course,  the  su^ar  trust,  but  he  expressed  annoy 
ance  over  the  tendency  in  the  Senate,  dissatisfaction  with  the  Wilson  bill,  admitted 
that  mistakes  were  being  made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  sup- 
port to  the  Democratic  party  which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  such  a 
bill  as  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering.  There  were 
other  evidences  that  this  purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought 
to  bear.  Senator  McPherson  revealed  it.  It  has  not  been  told  hitherto  how  he,  upon 
one  occasion  in  the  presence  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
stormed  and  raved,  going  almost  into  a  frenzy  of  passion,  intimating  that  the  party 
was  prepared  to  stab  the  men  who  saved  it,  and  at  last,  in  the  fury  of  his  indigna- 
tion, tamed  and  left  the  room. 

AN  BXTRAORDmiRT  INCIDENT. 

But  the  highest,  the  most  emphatic  and  sufficient  indication  that  the  administra* 
tion  was  bound  to  maintain  these  campaign  pledges  and  to  protect  the  men  who  had 

fiven  half  a  million  dollars,  was  furnished  by  an  extraordinary  and  unexpected  ind- 
ent that  happened  not  long  after  the  Wilson  bill  went  to  the  Senate.  Senator  Brice 
had  represented  to  the  President  that  these  3  trans-Mississippi  Senators,  who  had 
cbarge  of  the  bill,  were  determined  to  make  sugar  of  all  sorts  absolutely  tree.  Mejrer 
and  Croker  had  represented  the  same  thing  to  Dan  Lament.  Whituey  and  Benedict 
indirectly  approacned  the  administration  protesting,  and  at  last  the  administration 
determined  to  act. 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratio  members  of  it,  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present,  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  unposed 
npon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  Thejr  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration.  He  aid  not  saj  that  he  came  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement,  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
title  President's  wishes,  and  ^ving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him, 
excited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
accurate,  as  it  was  reported  b v  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

''Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.  No 
party  or  the  representatives  of  no  party  can  afford  to  Ignore  honorable  obliga- 
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eiimed  that  this  corporation,  as  so  many  others  had  been  in  the  habit  of  doing,  had 
divided  its  contribution  equally  between  the  representatives  of  the  two  parties. 

There  came  a  time  in  the  management  of  the  Democratic  campaign  when  money 
was  imperatively  needed.  The  sugar  trust  had  already  subscribed  something,  bni 
as  we  look  back  upon  the  events  of  that  campaign  it  is  impossible  not  to  be  con- 
vinced that  the  greater  subscription  of  the  trust  was  held  back  until  there  could  be 
a  satisfactory  understanding  with  the  influential  Democrats  who  were  managing  the 
campaign.  In  the  stress  which  the  need  for  money  had  occasioned  these  managers 
were  willing  to  pledge  almost  anything  for  cash.  Some  of  the  pledges  were  infer- 
ential, as  in  the  Van  Alen  case;  some  of  them  explicit.  Whether  Mr.  Whitney,  Mr. 
Gorman,  or  Mr.  Brice  met  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust,  or  whether  it  was 
80I21C  Giber  agent,  must  not  now  be  said.  Whitney  was  intimate  with  them  through 
close  business  relations;  Brice  was  associated  with  them  through  friendly  alliances 
and  particularly  through  his  friend,  H.  L.  Terrell,  of  Cleveland,  ''Brice's  Terrell," 
as  they  called  him ;  and  Mr.  Gorman  was  brought  into  close  association  with  them 
and  by  another  agency  which  it  may  be  well  at  present  not  to  reveal. 

At  rJl  events  the  appeal  was  made  to  these  men  for  money,  and  upon  the  distinct 
pledge,  as  will  be  shown  later  on,  that  there  would  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of 
the  Democracy  which  should  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the  sugar  people, 
and  if  there  were  any  legislation  at  all  it  should  be  friendly,  the  sugar  trust  went 
deep  into  its  capacious  treasury.  The  subscriptions  may  have  been  given  as  indi- 
vidual contributions,  but  such  gift  was  a  pure  fiction  if  it  was  made  in  that  way. 
It  was  a  su^ar-trust  subscription  to  the  national  campaign  committee  in  return  fox 
pledges  which  were  afterwards  insistently  demanded  to  be  redeemed. 

The  subscription  was  the  magniticent  sum  of  $500,000.  And  at  another  place  in 
this  article  there  will  be  reported  a  distinct  and  emphatio  admission  of  this  sub- 
scription and  pledge  from  one  of  the  highest  officers  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

A  part  of  this  money  bought  Colorado  for  the  Populists,  a  part  of  it  bronght 
about  Populist  alliances  elsewhere,  a  part  of  it  was  used  in  Illinois,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  this  great  fortune  was  mainly  instrumental  in  securing  those  alliances 
and  influencing  those  purchasable  or  discontented  elements  whose  action  upon  elec- 
tion day  caused  such  astounding  results  in  the  West.  Of  course  the  party  leaders 
felt  under  the  highest  obligations  to  these  men  of  the  sugar  trust.  Mr.  Cleveland 
could  not  avoid  acknowledging  the  mighty  debt  which  the  party  owed  and  which 
he  himself  owed  to  these  men.  He  acknowledged  it  in  private  conversation  before 
he  went  to  Washingtou,  to  the  amazement  of  some  of  his  reform  club  friends,  declar- 
ing that  he  believed  that  there  ought  to  be  a  duly  upon  sugar,  and  that  the  great 
refining  interests  of  this  country  ought  not  to  be  imperiled  by  any  tariff  legislation. 

The  sugar  trust  believed  that  the  pledges  would  be  kept,  and  although  many 
other  manufacturing  interests  in  the  United  States  were  alarmed  by  the  reports  of 
the  purpose  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  to  bring  in  a  tariff 
bill  revolutionizing  the  policy  of  the  Government  yet  the  managers  of  the  sugar 
trust  seemed  to  be  strangelv  indifferent  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and 
to  what  it  might  propose  to  do.  Wlien  one  of  these  gentlemen  was  asked  if  he  was 
not  afraid  the  conunittee  might  admit  all  sugar  free,  raw  and  refiued,  he  replied: 
"  We  don't  care  what  the  House  does.  We  own  the  Senate  and  we  control  the  people 
at  the  other  end  of  the  avenue.  No  bill  will  become  a  law  which  will  threaten  oar 
business.'' 

A  PIECE  OF  STRATEGY. 

The  appearance  of  representatives  of  the  sugar  people  in  Washing^n  at  the  time 
the  bill  was  under  consideration  both  in  committee  and  in  the  House  was  a  mere 
piece  ef  business  strategy.  Thef  s  was  no  expectation  that  the  House  could  be  con- 
trolled. The  consultations  held  in  this  city  resulted  in  the  adoption  of  a  policy  of 
gentle  persuasion.  The  sugar  people  were  to  be  represented  in  Washington  just  as 
other  manufacturing  interests  were  to  be  represented,  and  there  would,  of  course, 
have  been  no  outbreaks  of  indignation  had  not  the  House  gone  even  further  than 
was  expected  it  would  do  and  decided  upon  a  policy  which  Mr.  Havemeyer  said 
would  put  an  end  to  sugar-making  and  sugar-growing  in  the  United  States.  He 
meant,  of  course,  sugar-making  bv  the  trust. 

It  was  his  indignation  which  followed  this  revelation  of  the  temper  of  the  House 
which  caused  Mr.  Havemeyer,  for  the  first  time  in  his  life,  to  put  an  end  to  the 
silence  which  has  always  been  characteristic  of  him  and  to  speak  with  an  angry 
wail  and  for  publication.  It  was  then  that  he  said:  **  1  have  always  been  a  Demo- 
crat, but  if  this  is  Democracy  I  am  done  with  it."  It  was  then  that  he  intimated 
that  there  had  been  gross  breaches  of  good  faith,  and  those  who  know  how  almost 
uncontrollable  Mr.  Havemeyer  is  when  he  permits  passion  to  get  the  better  of  him, 
have  sinoe  wondered  that  he  did  iLot,  being  forgetful  of  himself,  dedare  thjkt  tha 
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Democratic  leaders  had  made  pledges  that  the  sugar  industry  was  not  to  be  larmed 
and  were  now  i>ermitting  those  pledgee  to  be  violated. 

After  this  bnrst  of  passion  the  actiye,  aggressive,  defiant  campaign  of  the  sugar 
trust  began,  ^d  it  began  not,  as  many  haye  supposed,  at  the  Capitol  end  of  Penn- 

Slyania  avenue,  but  at  the  White  House  end.  When  the  bill  reached  the  Senate, 
e  representatives  of  the  trust — in  fact,  the  trust  itself— set  up  its  citadel  in  Wash- 
ington, with  a  base  of  supplies  well  established  in  New  York.  One  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  corporation  began  to  visit  Secretary  Lament.  He  took  to  that  young 
politician  the  story  of  the  subscription  of  the  sugar  trust,  its  service  in  the  cam- 
paign to  the  party,  reminded  him  that  but  for  its  aid  there  might  not  have  been  a  Dem- 
ocratic administration  in  Washington,  and  insisted  that  the  pledges  made  then 
•liould  be  redeemed  so  far  as  the  aa ministration  itself  could  briu^  it  about. 

That  member  of  the  trust  must  have  received  early  information  of  the  purxN)ses 
of  the  White  House  end  of  the  avenue,  for  he  came  back  to  New  York  while  the  bill 
was  still  pending  in  the  mysterious  chamber  of  which  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and 
Mills  alone  had  the  key,  and  he  reported  that  there  was  no  longer  occasion  for 
alarm,  that  the  administration  would  see  to  it  that  Democratic  campaign  pledges  to 
the  sogar  trust  were  not  repudiated,  and  that  there  would  be  either  no  tarilf  bill 
at  all,  or  else  one  with  which  the  tanst  could  find  no  serious  fault.  From  the  time 
of  that  announcement  here  until  this  day  there  has  never  been  any  doubt  among  well- 
informed  men  that  the  Wilson  bill  was  dead  and  that  whatever  might  happen  the 
pledges  of  the  Democratic  leaders  to  the  sugar  trust  were  to  be  redeemed. 

The  pressure  upon  the  west  end  of  Pennsylvania  avenue  was  not  confined  to  a  single 
member  of  the  administration,  Mr.  Lament ;  it  touched  every  member  of  the  Cabinet 
▼itb  one  exception,  and  it,  of  course,  reached  Mr.  Cleveland,  finding  him  not  reluc« 
taut.  Hie  trust  sent  Senator  Brice  himself  to  the  President.  He  found  that  Mr. 
Cleveland  was  not  inesponsive^  but  cordial  and  earnest  in  his  response  to  a  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  Cleveland  took,  in  that  interview,  nothing  but  the  political  and  partisan 
riew.  He  did  not  particularize,  of  course,  the  sugar  trust,  but  he  expressed  annoy 
anee  over  the  tendency  in  the  Senate,  dissatisfaction  with  the  Wilson  bill,  admitted 
that  mistakes  were  being  made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  sup- 
port to  the  Democratic  party  which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  such  a 
bill  as  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering.  There  were 
other  evidences  that  this  purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought 
to  bear.  Senator  McPherson  revealed  it.  It  has  not  been  told  hitherto  how  lie,  upon 
one  occasion  in  the  presence  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
itonned  and  raved,  going  almost  into  a  frenzy  of  passion,  intimating  that  the  party 
was  prepared  to  stab  the  men  who  saved  it,  and  at  last,  in  the  fury  of  his  indigna- 
tion,  tamed  and  left  the  room. 

AN  BXTRAORDINIRT  INCIDVSfT, 

Bat  the  highest,  the  most  emphatic  and  sufficient  indication  that  the  admlnistra* 
tion  was  bound  to  maintain  these  campaign  pledges  and  to  protect  the  men  who  had 

STsn  half  a  million  dollars,  was  furnished  by  an  extraordinary  and  unexpected  inci- 
Bit  that  happened  not  long  after  the  Wilson  bill  went  to  the  Senate.  Senator  Brice 
had  represented  to  the  President  that  these  3  trans-Mississippi  Senators,  who  had 
diarse  of  the  bill,  were  determined  to  make  sugar  of  all  sorts  absolutely  tree,  Meyer 
i&d  Croker  had  represented  the  same  thing  to  Dan  Lament.  Whitney  and  Benedict 
indirectly  approached  the  administration  protesting,  and  at  last  the  administration 
determined  to  act. 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
Toom,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present,  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Becrstary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
heen  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  Tisit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  unposed 
vpon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
Import  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  The^r  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration.  He  aid  not  say  that  he  came  from  the 
Indent,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement,  not  one  of 
tiioM  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
^  Prosident's  wishes,  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him, 
neited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
^coorate,  as  it  was  reiK>rted  bv  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

''Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
^pressiyely  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.  No 
P^  or  the  representatives  of  no  party  can  afford  to  Ignore  honorable  oblige- 
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nions.  I  want  to  say  to  yon  that  there  seemB  to  be  danger  that  this  u  going 
Co  be  done.  Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sngar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you 
what  perhaps  you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic 
party  m  1892  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundre<l  thousand 
dollars  and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
given  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
turn  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust 
that  you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in 
some  measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests." 

That,  in  substance,  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  that  they  respect  the  obligations  ent>ered  into  by  the  national  campaign 
committee  and  the  personal  representotivos  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  plea 
powerfully  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more ;  he  had  said  enough.  He  turned 
and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before 
he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he 
thought  would  DC  fair  to  the  Government,  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  iu  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
Yoorhees's  possession  to  this  day.  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by 
interlineation  had  inserted  the  following  wo^s :  **  On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16, 
Dutch  standard,  and  on  all."  After  the  word  "all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  -'Instead  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent  45  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

There  is  also  upon  the  blank  space  at  the  bottom  of  the  printed  sheet,  in  Mr.  Car- 
lisle's handwriting,  a  clause  providing  that  nothing  contained  in  the  bill  shall  be 
construed  as  affecting  the  Hawaiian  reciprocity  treaty.  So  the  administration 
is  on  record  as  favoring  even  a  higher  rate  of  protection  than  was  afforded  by  the 
so-called  Gorman  bill.  This  speech  of  Secretary  Carlisle's  is  sufficient  proof  of  state- 
ments made  earlier  in  this  article  that  the  sugar  trust  contributed  $500,CK)0  to  the  Dem- 
ocratic campaign  fund,  receiving  in  return  a  pledge  that  no  measure  should  be 
allowed  to  pass  Congress  which  endangered  the  sugar  interests. 

Just  here  the  other  political  influences  which  have  accomplished  considerable  in 
the  way  of  securing  favor  for  the  sugar  trust  schedule  ought  to  be  spoken  of.  The 
Democratic  party  is  not  hopeful  of  carrying  the  next  House  of  Representatiree.  Its 
purpose  is  to  concentrate  its  efforts  upou  legislatures  in  the  poorer  States  of  the  West 
BO  tnat  its  control  of  the  Senate  may  be  maintained,  or  at  least  the  control  of  the 
Republicans  prevented.  It  has  been  represented  to  Senators  tliat  if  there  be  kindly 
consideration  shown  to  the  sugar  trust,  gentlemen  connected  with  that  corporation 
will  see  to  it  that  sufficient  money  is  subscribed  to  carry  the  legislatures  in  certain 
States  so  that  the  Democracy  may  maintain  or  secure  representation  from  them. 
This  pledge  has  been  given  and  accepted,  subject  to  the  action  of  the  Democratic 
Senators  on  the  sugar  tariff,  and  while  it  has  not  been  a  conspicuous  influence  in  the 
Senate  it  has  been  a  considerable  one,  and  may  account  hereafter  for  some  of  the 
votes  which  Senators  from  close  States  in  the  far  West  which  are  now  either  wholly 
or  in  part  represented  by  Democrats  may  give. 

We  now  turn  from  the  purely  political  and  partisan  influenees  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  Senate  to  others  which  have  been  peculiar,  in  part  pecuniary,  and  ont  of 
the  use  of  which  have  arisen  so  many  scandalous  and  disreputable  stories  affecting 
the  honor  of  individual  Senators.  It  is  not  bribery  known  to  the  statutes  or  com- 
mon law  for  a  member  of  a  parliamentary  body  to  speculate  upon  the  probable  course 
of  legislation.  It  is  not  even  disreputable  according  to  the  peculiar  moral  code 
which  has  enabled  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  and  some  others  to  aoonmulate 
wealth. 

When  the  bill  was  before  the  subcommittee  o^  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate some  of  the  officers  and  managers  of  the  sugar  trust  established  themselves  in 
Washington,  being  in  New  York  a  part  of  the  time  and  in  Washington  at  freouent 
intervals.  Upon  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  liotel 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  "Brice's  Terrell,"  and 
one  other  man  whose  name  it  may  be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present.  At 
that  interview  Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  great  deal  of  indignation.  He  rebuked 
Senator  Brice  for  failing  to  secure  such  influence  in  the  Senate  as  the  sugar  people 
expected  him  to  secure.  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  bluntly,  almost 
brusquely,  what  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  to 
the  sugar  men  and  to  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule.  Senator  Smith  replied  tlintlie 
did  not  see  what  he  could  then  do,  but  ho  said  there  was  alwnvs  tliis  consolation, 
that  if  they  could  not  secure  the  schedule  they  wanted  they  could  surely  defeat  the 
bill,  leaving  the  present  law  operative. 
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HAYEBISYISB  SHOWS  HIS  TEXTH. 

Mr.  Havemeyer  did  not  seem  to  feel  bo  sure  itbout  that.  At  all  eyents  he  was  per- 
aistent  in  pleading  for  a  complete  abandonment  of  the  subcommittee's  policy  respect> 
log  sugar,  and  an  open  avowal  of  favor  towards  protection  for  this  American  indus 
try.  In  the  course  of  that  conversation  it  was  said  that  if  such  a  schedule  as  would 
be  satisfactory  was  adopted,  or  even  reported,  the  price  of  suear  on  the  market  would 
sdvauce  thirty  j^oiut-s  in  thirty  days.  To  men  with  the  speculative  instinct  as  keenly 
developed  as  it  is  in  Senator  Brice  and  Senator  Smith,  it  is  easy  to  see  what  such  a 
statement  as  that  meant  for  them.  However,  the  meeting  that  night  which  lasted 
until  a  late  hour  did  not  end  satisfactorily  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  returned  to  New 
York  the  next  morning,  and  that  was  the  day  upon  which  the  slump  in  sugar  occurred, 
t  transaction  which  has  since  then  been  regarded  as  an  object  lesson  most  impressive 
to  some  of  the  Senators. 

After  that  and  beginning  with  the  first  hint  of  favorable  inclination  in  the  Senate, 
the  price  of  sugar  on  the  market  has  gradually  appreciated  until  the  prediction 
made  in  that  room  that  night  has  been  verified,  excepting  that  it  has  taken  longer 
than  thirty  days  for  sugar  to  go  thirty  points.    Mr.  Brice  has  never  denied  tlie 
ftccosatiou  pubUcly  made  that  he  has  speculated  in  sugar,  nor  has  Senator  Smith 
(»red  to  say  that  the  reports  that  he  has  made  half  a  million  dollars  by  reason  of 
hiB  eood  fortune  in  procuring  inside  knowledge  as  to  the  movement  of  the  sugar 
msrkei  are  without  any  foundation.     Here  we  know  that  the  brokers  with  whom 
Senator  Brice  has  been  accustomed  to  commit  his  speculative  interests  have  been 
very  lar^  purchasers  of  sugar,  and  we  know  also  that  these  brokers  had  inside 
information  as  to  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  the  sugar  schedule.    It  may  be  as  good 
i  place  here  as  anywhere  to  relate  an  incident  showing  the  truth  of  that  statement. 
On  the  very  clay  that  Mr.  Voorhces,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee^  denied 
In  the  Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as  originally 
reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as  prepared  by 
Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of  Moore 
k  Schley.    He  had  not  arisen  when  it  was  placed  in  his  hands.    He  was  in  bed,  for 
it  wan  early  morning.     He  sat  up  in  bed  and  read  these  amendments,  conspicu- 
OQB  among  them  being  the  final  determination  regarding  the  sugar  schedule.     So 
that  while  the  Senate,  the  House,  the  country  not  only  knew  nothing  of  these 
uucndmeuts,  but  were  assured  by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  that  there 
were  none,  Senator  Brice's  brokers  had  a  copy  of  the  amended  bill  and  the  privilege 
which  was  denied  even  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  reading  them. 
To  go  back  a  little.    After  Mr.  Carlisle's  address  to  the  Finance  Committee,  after 
the  meeting  between  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  Senators  Brice  and  Smith,  there  occurred 
tn  extraordinnry  thing  in  the  Finance  Committee.     Senator  Vest  made  a  statement 
which  caused  Mills  to  look  upon  him  with  amazement,  to  regard  him  with  suspicion, 
uid  8ome  of  the  other  members  of  the  committee  to  eye  one  another  furtively.    The 
Senator  said  that  he  did  not  see  why  a  duty  of  one-half  of  a  cent  upon  raw  sugar 
did  not  afford  sufficient  protection  to  all  the  sugar  interests  of  this  country.    If 
Mr.  Vest  were  a  new  Senator,  such  an  astonishing  assertion  as  that  might  have  been 
ascribed  to  ignorance,  but  ne  has  been  through  tariff  bill  after  tariff  bill.    He 
looks  npou  himself  as  something  of  an  expert,   and  he  must  have  known  that  his 
statement  was  ridiculous.    In  view  of  his  earlier  position,  it  seemed  not  only  ridicu- 
lous, bat  strange.     It  even  caused  one  Senator  to  say  to  another,  **  Vest  has  flopped.'' 
But  he  followed  it  with  another,   even  more  extraordinary,  statement.    He  said 
that,  in  view  of  the  excitement  over  the  sugar  schedule,  he  had  been  compelled  to 
ttk  his  personal  friend,  Mr.  Joe  Rickey^  to  deprive  himself  for  the  time  being  of 
the  delights  of  personal  intercourse  with  him,  because  if  he  was  seen  so  much  in 
Bickey^a  company  just  then  it  might  cause  suspicion  to  be  aroused. 

Sospicion  of  what  f  Mr.  Rickey  is  a  speculator  upon  the  market  of  more  than  local 
'epute.  He  knows  how  to  buy  and  how  to  sell.  He  is  reputed  to  have  made  several 
fortunes  because  he  has  let  his  speculative  instinct  have  his  way  with  him.  Did 
Senator  Vest  mean  to  intimate  that  it  might  be  said  if  he  changed  his  action  in 
f^rd  to  Bu^ar  that  his  relations  with  Mr.  Rickey  would  cause  it  to  be  suspected 
^at  Mr.  Rickey  might  have  gone  upon  the  market  having  the  advantage  of  prior 
Knowledge  that  would  boom  so^or  stocks!  Senator  Vest  afterwards  took  occasion 
^n  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  deny  an  accusation  publicly  made  that  he  had  ever 
boaght  a  dollar's  worth  of  sugar  certificates,  and  when  he  made  that  denial  there 
^ve  Senators  who,  remembering  that  queer  comment  about  Joe  Rickey  before  the 
j^inance  Committee,  wondered  if  Mr.  Rickey  himself  could  with  equal  tmthfulnesB 
ha?e  made  sich  denial  as  that. 

8U6AB-TRUST  DOMINATIOir. 

We  had,  upon  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
*"tHkin^il1nstratioo  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Dera- 
oeratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.    That  was  an  all-day  and  half  theni|;[ki^ 
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■emioTi  and  upon  the  8abbatb  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
tbe  Finance  Committee  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  repreeenta- 
tiyes  of  the  sngar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer,  and  Terrill,  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Fevre,  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  tbe  mlers  of  a  political  convention  sit,  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  commnnication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
we  are  mnnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied 
by  the  trust  all  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  sntinfying  the 
Louisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  had  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Dem- 
ocratic party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two 
votes  against  the  bill.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  little 
and  taking  a  little. 

At  onetime  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never 
was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee 
rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening.  Senator  Caffery  draffced  a  sched- 
ule, Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar 
trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw 
that  spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator 
Caffery  had  flnished,  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it,  it  was 
taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory  won 
and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery's  hand- 
writing and  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

It  was  after  this  was  done  that  word  was  brought  to  New  York  and  confidential 
information  given  to  a  company  of  conspicuous  Democrats  that  the  sngar  trust  had 
clinched  the  Senate,  and  that  their  interests  were  now  protected  whatever  was  done 
by  the  Senate.  There  was  also  given  such  narration  of  these  events  as  has  made 
it  possible  to  tell  much  of  this  story.  It  is  a  story  not  picked  up  upon  the  streets, 
not  the  gossip  of  idle  chatterers,  but  comes  directly  from  the  mouths  of  men  who 
had  part  in  it. 

KNTSR  THE  8TANDABD  OIL, 

There  remains  one  more  thing  to  be  told  of  the  direct  influence  of  the  trusts  upon 
the  Senate,  and  that  thing  explains  the  sudden,  amazing  Democratic  caucus  called 
by  Gorman  on  Friday  of  the  week  before  last.  The  Stainlard  Oil  people  had  appa- 
rently taken  little  interest  in  the  proposed  tariff  legislation.  But  this  indifference 
was  apparent,  rather  than  real.  Some  time  earlv  in  the  first  week  in  May  the 
exceedingly  subtle  representatives  of  that  colossal  trust  appeared  in  Washington. 
The  fine  nand  of  William  C.  Whitney,  a  greater  Jesuit  and  diplomatist  even  than 
Brice,  Gorman,  or  Hill,  caused  this  final  play. 

The  Standard  Oil  people  came,  bearing  a  plea  for  union  of  interests.  They  suc- 
ceeded in  overcoming  Bnce's  opposition  to  the  whisky  trust,  an  opposition  believed 
to  have  been  caused  oy  the  manner  in  which  that  trust  once  clipped  the  Senator's 
financial  wool.  The  other  trusts  were  taken  into  consultation,  and  within  a  few 
hours  there  came  agreements  which  caused  the  relation  of  the  bill  to  the  Senate  to 
be  entirely  changed.  The  Standard  Oil,  the  sngar,  and  the  other  trusts  being  now 
satisfied,  the  Senators  whom  they  control  content,  it  was  suggested  that  immediate 
advantage  be  taken  of  that  condition  to  cause  a  caucus  to  be  held;  so  that  within 
forty-eight  hours  after  the  Standard  Oil  went  to  Washington,  Gorman  had  delivered 
his  party^  being  aided  preliminarily  by  Brice  and  Smith,  into  the  hands  of  the  trusts. 

One  thing  was  decided  upon  at  the  meeting  of  the  trusts  which  has  not,  until  this 
tnrritiug,  been  made  public.  The  suggestion  came  from  the  Standard  oil  men.  It 
was  this:  ''Let  it  be  said  for  us  that  we  do  not  oppose  the  income  tax;  that  we  feel 
that  we  ought  not  to  oppose  it,  since  we  can  better  afford  to  pay  2  per  cent  on  a 
million  than  not  to  have  a  niilliou  at  all.  As  the  Government  now  proposes  to  pro- 
tect us,  so  that  we  can  make  money,  we  are  willing  to  pay  back  to  the  Government 
2  per  cent  upon  the  money  which  we  make,  thanks  to  its  favor."  That  is  the  plau- 
sible statement  which  they  expect  to  send  forth ;  but  the  real  reason  for  this  sudden 
advocacy  of  the  income  tax  is  that  as  the  bill  now  is  it  will  be  repugnant  to  the 
House  unless  it  carries  back  to  that  body  a  sop,  and  that  sop  is  to  be  the  income  tax. 
That  argument  was  definitely,  positively  set  forth  and  agreed  to  at  the  meeting 
between  the  representatives  of  these  trusts  and  Mr.  Gorman,  Mr.  Brice,  and  the  two 
or  three  others  who  arranged  these  things. 

Of  course  it  has  been  made  plain  that  after  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  although  denying  it,  had  yieldeci  to  the  sugar  trust  and  the  other  trusts, 
it  became  essential  to  make  other  concessions  in  order  to  secure  the  support  of  cer- 
tain Senators  who  had  not  been  particularly  involved  in  these  trust  negotiations, 
and  that,  as  the  Washington  dispatches  have  clearly  set  forth,  was  accomplished  in 
a  hurry.  Senator  Gorman  going  even  so  far  as  to  plead  with  certain  interests  to 
alter  their  schedules  before  the  caucus  had  taken  action.  Most  of  these  interests 
were  able  to  take  advantage  of  the  proposition,  but  the  woolen  one  was,  oither 
through  negligence,  incompetence,  or  downright  treachery  of  some  of  those  who 
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had  Its  mattoTB  in  oliarge,  passed  by  without  obtaining  the  oonoessions  which 
Qoiman  had  promised  to  give  if  they  would  ask  for.  As  it  is,  then,  the  bill  now  is 
a  tmat  creation  pure  and  simple,  and  whatever  may  be  said  of  its  relation  to  the 
Democratic  platfonA  or  Democratic  policies  it  fulfills  those  great  obligations  entered 
into  with  members  of  the  conspicuous  trusts  at  the  time  of  the  national  campaign, 
and  for  which  subscriptions  aggregating  nearly  three-quarters  of  a  million  of  dol- 
lars were  received. 

There  is  one  other  feature  of  this  matter  which  we  hear  much  discussed  in  New 
York,  and  that  is  the  real  disposition  of  the  sugar-trust  people  toward  this  bill 
and  their  opinion  regarding  the  likelihood  of  its  passage.  The  disposition  may  be 
enilained  in  a  few  words.  If  the  bill  can  be  passed  with  the  proviso  that  the  sugar 
schedule  is  not  to  go  into  effect  tiU  next  January  then  the  sugar  people  are  intensely 
interested  in  its  passa^.  If  that  proviso  should  be  omitted  the  trust  does  not  care 
greatlv  whether  the  bill  be  defeated  or  not.  With  the  January  proviso  in  a  very 
careful  estimate  has  been  made  of  the  profits  which  will  accrue  to  the  trust,  every 
penny  of  which  will  come  out  of  the  people,  and  will  represent  a  diversion  of  reve- 
nue from  the  U.  8.  Treasury  to  that  of  the  trust. 

THX  TSU8T  GOT  A  BABQAIN. 

Careful  computations  have  been  made  here  as  to  the  value  of  the  colossal  prize 
which  lies  in  tnis  January  proviso.  Making  an  estimate  upon  importations  of  sugar 
for  the  last  year  from  foreign  countries  and  upon  that  figuring  [the  revenue  that 
would  be  received  by  the  Government  at  the  proposed  rate  upon  raw  suear,  and 
adding  to  it  the  profits  which  the  sugar  refiners  would  make  upon  the  mauuiactured 
article,  the  estimate  is  that  this  January  proviso  would  mean  the  enormous  sum  of 
$56,000,000  to  the  sugar  trust.  Of  that  amount  at  least  75  per  cent  ought  to  go  to 
the  Government,  because  the  sugar  people  controlling  this  importation  and  getting 
it  free  of  duty  would  nevertheless  place  upon  the  refined  sugar  made  from  that  held 
in  bond  the  duty  imposed  by  the  Government. 

The[sugar  people  here  feel  that  the  great  danger  which  this  provision  will  be  exposed 
to  when  it  is  discussed  will  be  the  argument  uiat  will  show  that  it  will  completely 
neutralize  the  purpose  of  the  bill  itself.  For  it  will,  instead  of  getting  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  next  year  the  duty  from  sugar,  deprive  it  of  it,  so  that  for  a  year  at  least 
the  calculations  of  the  makers  of  the  bill  of  the  amount  of  revenue  the  Government 
would  receive  under  it  would  aU  go  for  naught. 

We  get  what  seems  to  be  conclusive  proof  that  already  the  sugar  trust  has  con- 
tracted for  practically  the  entire  product  of  Cuba,  the  British  West  Indies,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  nearly  all  the  raw  sugar  produced  elsewhere  that  will  be  grown  this  year. 
That  sngar^  if  the  January  proviso  goes  into  effect,  will  be  hurried  to  this  country 
and  placed  in  warehouses.  Before  January  every  pound  of  sugar,  excepting  that  of 
Louisiana,  which  the  refiners  expect  to  use,  will  be  in  this  country  and  j&ee  of  dutv. 
The  trust  has  already  in  stock  300,000  tons  of  sugar,  or  all  the  raw  sugar  there  is  in 
this  country,  excepting  about  30,000  tons. 

There  are  evidences  furmshed  to  the  bankers  not  only  of  these  contracts,  but  of 
the  forwarding  of  the  money  to  pay  for  some  of  them.  The  sugar  trust,  which  has 
been  a  large  leaner  of  money  upon  the  street,  has  called  in  its  loans,  and  its  finan- 
ciers have  been  negotiating  for  gold  for  export  to  pay  for  this  season's  crop  of  sugar. 
While  it  is  not  easy  or  even  possible  to  trace  the  gold  that  has  been  exported 
recently  to  the  purpose  that  led  to  its  export,  nevertheless  the  Wall  street  bankers 
are  convinced  that  very  much  of  it  represents  payments  by  the  sugar  trust  on 
account  of  purchasing  of  sugar  in  the  West  Indies  and  elsewhere.  If  this  January 
proviso  be  added  the  drain  of  gold  must  greatly  continue,  for  an  enormous  sum  will 
be  necessary  in  order  to  make  payment  upon  this  crop. 

Thus  it  is  possible  to  show  the  relations  of  this  great  corporate  monopoly  to  the 
Democratic  party  and  its  tariff  measure.  Of  the  vast  fund  of  incidents  and  facts 
that  have  been  accumulated  throa^h  a  careful  investigation  a  sufficient  number 
have  been  selected  to  show  the  political  pressure  which  the  trust  has  been  able  to 
bring  upon  the  administration  and  Congress,  and  also  to  indicate  what  the  other 
influences  were  which  were  exerted,  and  how  the  splendid  opportunities  the  mar* 
ket  afforded  for  gaining  enormous  wealth  must  have  tempted  so  many  Senators  to 
take  advantage  of  them  as  to  have  infiuenced  the  action  of  the  committee  and  com- 
pletely change  the  principle  of  the  bill  from  that  which  was  in  it  when  it  was 
teported  from  the  Hoom  to  the  Senaleb 

Holland. 
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SWORlf  STATEMENT  01  SENATOR  JOHN  R.  McFHERSOH. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  and  a  citizen 
of  the  State  of  New  Jersey! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sncht 

Senator  MoPherson.  Since  1877, 

The  Chairman.  And  you  are  now! 

Senator  McjPhebson.  And  T  am  now. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate! 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Democratic  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee! 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  In  a  letter  purporting  to  be  written  from  New  York, 
in  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  signed  ^^  Holland,''  there  is, 
among  other  things,  this  statement: 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in,  perhaps,  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room,  unexpectedly  to  aU  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  nerer 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  coniidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make  report 
of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much  for  Mr. 
Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the  President^ 
but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of  those  who 
heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing  the  Presi- 
dent's wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest  and,  for  him,  excited  man- 
ner. What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially  accurate,  as 
it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

''Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  yon  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.    No 

farty,  or  the  representatives  of  no  party,  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations, 
want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  he  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you  what  ps^ 
haps  you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  in 
1892  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars, aud  at  a  tune  when  money  was  ur^ntly  needed.  I  tell  yon  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
given  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
turn  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust 
that  you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in 
some  measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests. " 

That,  in  substance,  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
oommittee,  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  bvthe  national  campaign 
Committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  plea 
powerfully  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more;  he  had  said  enough.  He  turned 
and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before 
he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he 
tnonght  would  Be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

What  have  you  to  say  as  to  your  knowledge  of  any  incident  like  that 
having  occurred  t 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  will  state,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  was  very 
seldom  in  the  Finance  Committee  until  after  the  1st  of  March,  but 
nobody  ever  made  any  such  statement  as  that  in  my  presence. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Secretary  Carlisle  ever  come,  as  stated  in  fhia 
article,  and  make  a  plea  such  as  that,  or  anything  of  that  kindt 

Senator  MoPhebson.  iN'ever,  in  my  hearing. 
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The  Chairman.  Did  yoa  ever  hear  tLom  any  other  member  or  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  that  he  had  done  sof 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  never  did. 

The  Chairman.  Do  yoa  know  anything  of  his  coming  secretly  to 
the  committee  room  to  interview  anyone  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Secretly,  or  in  any  other  manner? 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not.  I-  was  not  a  member  of  the  sub- 
committee, and  therefore  had  very  little  to  do  with  the  bill,  and  was 
very  seldom  in  the  committee  room.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Carlisle  in  the 
Finance  Committee  room,  however,  on  one  or  two  occasions,  but  I  can 
Dot  give  the  dates. 

The  Chairman.  Nothing  of  the  kind  ever  occuiTed  in  yonr  presence 
or  to  your  knowledge  f 

Senator  McPherson.  Nothing  of  that  kind  ever  occnrrel  in  my  pres- 
ence or  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  first  hear  that  any  such  thing  was 
charged  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  never  heard  of  it  until  I  read  it,  I  think^  in 
this  paper. 

The  Chairican.  It  goes  on  to  state  in  the  latter  part  of  it: 

That  Tery  thing  he  did  noft  long  after. 

That  is,  to  draw  up  a  provision  for  the  sugar  schedule: 

The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Commitee  received  and  showed  to  certain  favored 
friends  the  draft  of  a^  amendment  in  Secretary  Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the 
•agar  Bchednle,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.  Voorhees's  possession  to  this  day,  nnless  he 
has  destroyed  it.  Socrotary  Carlisle  had  scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedale 
the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by  interlineation  had  inserted  th^  following 
▼orus:  "On  aU  sngars  not  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard  and  on  all/'  after  the 
word  "all"  the  printed  form  remained,  in  which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars, 
and  then  this  interlineation  "  instead  of  one-eight  of  1  per  cent,  45  i>er  cent  ad 
▼ilorem  " 

Did  you  see  such  a  draft  in  his  handwriting  f 

Senator  McPherson.  No,  sir;  and  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Dayis.  Did  you  ever  hear  that  any  such  paper  in  Secretary 
Carlisle's  handwriting  was  in  existence! 

Senator  McPherson.  Ifo,  sir ;  I  never  heard  of  it  until  within  the 
past  two  or  three  days^  and  then  only  from  rumor. 

Senator  Allen.  This  rumor  growing  out  of  this  investigation  t 

Senator  McPherson.  I  think  rumor  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  LoDaE.  It  is  also  stated  in  this  article  as  follows: 

Ur.  Cleveland  took,  in  that  interview,  nothing  hut  the  political  and  partisan  view. 
He  did  not  particularize,  of  course,  the  sugar  trust,  but  he  expressed  annoyance  over 
^tendency  in  the  Senate,  dissatisfaction  with  the  Wilson  bill,  admitted  that  mis- 
takes were  being  made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  support  to  the 
I>eDiocratic  party  wbioh  would  be  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  snob  a  bill  ns  the 
•Qbcommittee  of  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering.  There  were  other  evi- 
dences that  this  purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought  to  bcnr. 
Seottor  McPherson  revealed  it.  It  has  not  been  told  hitherto  how  he,  upon  one  occi- 
tien,  m  the  presence  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Coounittee,  stormed 
and  raved,  going  ahnost  into  a  frenzy  of  passion,  intimating  that  the  party  was  pro- 
psred  to  stab  the  men  who  saved  it,  and  at  last,  in  the  fury  of  his  indign;;tiou,  turned 
and  left  the  room. 

Senator  McPherson.  There  is  no  tmth  in  that  statement  whatever. 
I  will  state,  however,  that  the  committee  and  myself  disagreed  as  to 
the  sugar  schedule.  I  did  not  favor  the  sugar  schedale  presented,  and 
I  did  rave  some  over  Uiat. 

Seoator  LoDa£.  Did  you  ever  state  to  them  that  they  ought  to  put 
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duties  on  sugar  of  certain  character,  and  that  they  were  under  obli- 
gations to  members  of  the  trust! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Ko,  sir;  I  knew  nothing  of  any  obligations  to 
members  of  the  trust,  and  I  never  stated  to  them  anything  more  than, 
on  one  occasion,  I  stated  the  contention  of  a  sugar-reiiner  in  my  State. 
There  was  a  x>ersonal  Mend  who  asked  me  to  present  it.  I  simply  stated 
it  to  the  committee,  and  I,  myself,  voted  against  it. 

Senator  LoraE.  What  was  that  contention  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  was  told  he  wanted  a  duty  of  one-quarter  of 
a  cent  on  refined  sugars. 

Senator  Lodge.  A  differential  duty  t 

Senator  MgPhebson.  A  differential  duly.  This  was  Mr.  Matthieson, 
of  Jersey  City. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Is  that  refinery  a  part  of  the  trust! 

Senator  MoPherson.  That  refinery  is  a  part  of  the  trust.  I  did  not 
see  Mr.  Matthieson  himself,  but  a  Mend  of  his. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  urge  the  committee  to  give  duties  on 
sugar  upon  any  ground  of  obligations  to  any  member  or  memb^s  of 
the  sugar  trust! 

Senator  MgPhbrson.  I  did  not.  On  the  other  hand  I  did  this:  I 
prepared  a  sugar  schedule  which  provided  that  there  should  be  a  duty 
levied  on  sugar  at  80<=^  of  1  cent  per  pound.    Above  that  up  to 

Senator  Allen.  Polariscope  testt 

Senator  MoPherson.  Polariscope  test,  up  to  90.  This  was  one- 
hundredth  of  a  cent  additional  up  to  90;  two-hundredths  of  a  cent 
additional  up  to  96,  which  was  a  dividing  line  between  raw  and  refined 
sugars;  three-hundred ths  of  a  cent  above  96 — all  by  polariscope  test, 
wluch,  as  I  understood,  would  give  the  sugar  people  less  than  1  mill 
per  pound  for  refining. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  specific  or  ad  valorem! 

Senator  MoPherson.  The  duty  was  a  specific  duly.  It  is  by  polari- 
scope test.  That  was  the  amendment  that  I  offered  in  commiUc^,  and 
it  was  not  agreed  to  by  the  committee.  You  will  remember,  farther, 
IJiat  when  the  bill  was  reported  I  gave  notice  of  my  intention  to  move 
an  amendment  upon  the  floor  to  the  sugar  schedale,  and  also  to  the 
income-tax  featuras  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  amendment  was  printed  at  one  timet 

Senator  MoPherson.  The  amendment  was  printed,  not  exactly  as 
I  offered  it^  but  with  a  little  addition,  which  I  accepted,  which  would 
give  them,  at  the  very  outside^  sixteen  one-hundredths  of  a  cent,  and 
nothing  to  the  bounty  countries,  nothing  whatever  that  might  com- 
pensate for  the  bounties  that  might  be  paid.  That  was  a  bill  printed,  I 
think,  that  contained  this  schedule,  but  it  was  not  reported  in  that 
form  to  the  Senate. 

That  is  the  only  proposition  I  eyer  offered,  and  that  was  the  one  I 
should  have  offered  in  the  Senate. ' 

Senator  Lodoe.  Did  the  refiners  advocate  ad  valorem  duties  t 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  think  the  refiners  were  desirous  of  having 
ad  valorem  duties,  although  I  never  came  in  contact  with  any  of  the 
rdiners  whatever,  save  one,  and  he  asked  me  for  the  privilege— or  a 
Mend  did — of  calling  upon  me  to  show  the  unfairness  of  my  proposed 
sugar  schedule. 

Senator  Davis.  That  is  the  gentleman  before  referred  to  t 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir.  The  gentleman  who  called  upon  me 
simply  communicated  to  me,  as  a  Mend,  what  Mr.  Matthieson  desired. 
I  told  him  I  could  not  agree  to  Mr.  Matthiesan's  wishes.    Afterward  a 
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friend  came  and  said  he  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  see  Mr.  Searle«.  I 
told  him  yes.  Mr.  Searles  came  to  my  house  one  eveniDg  and  he  under- 
took to  show  by  figures  that  the  proposition  that  I  made  would  give 
the  trust  nothing — at  least  would  give  the  sugar-refiners  nothing — and 
they  could  not  live  under  it.    That  was  all.    He  is  the  only  man  I  evei 

saw  on  the  subject  who  was  in  any  way  identified 

Senator  AL.LEN.  Is  this  John  E.  Searles,  who  is  said  to  be  the  agent 
of  the  trust? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  do  not  know  what  he  is.    He  is  Mr.  Searles 
who,  I  think,  is  the  secretary  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company. 
Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  hold  that  interview  with  him  at  your  house t 
Senator  MoPherson.  I  held  that  interview  with  him  at  my  house. 
Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  him  at  any  other  time? 
Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir.    I  saw  him  at  no  other  time  and 
nowhere  else. 
Senator  Lodge.  That  is  the  only  interview  you  ever  had  with  himf 
Senator  MgPherson.  I  am  not  certain  about  that — ^whether  he  came 
back  the  second  time.    I  can  not  speak  from  positive  knowledge,  but  I 
taw  him  nowhere  else,  and  I  never  saw  anybody  except  in  my  house. 
This  winter  I  have  gone  nowhere. 
Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Havemeyer? 
Senator  MgPherson.  I  never  saw  him  in  my  life;  I  do  not  know  hinu 
Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Searles  was  the  only  person  you  saw? 
Senator  MgPherson.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Searles  was  the  only  person  I 
Baw.    He  asked  the  privilege  of  coming  to  see  me,  and  when  making 
legislation  I  never  refuse  to  see  anybody  who  desires  to  instruct  me 
in  those  matters;  especially  is  this  true  in  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Lodge.  This  ntatement  in  the  press  which  I  have  read  to 
you  relates  apparently  to  when  the  Wilson  bill  came  over  to  the  Senate, 
putting  all  sugars  on  the  free  list,  and  represents  that  you  remonstr^^ted 
against  that. 

Senator  MgPherson.  Well,  I  never  remonstrated.    If  my  counsel 
bad  been  taken  the  Wilson  bill  would  have  been  presented  to  the  Sen- 
ate without  amendment.    I  would  be  in  favor  of  putting  sugar  on  the 
free  list,  provided  it  could  be  done  and  secure  the  ne^ed  amount  of 
revenue.    I  was  not  certain  that  the  income  tax  would  yield  the  needed 
amount  of  revenue.    In  short,  I  was  quite  certain  it  would  not,  because 
from  the  best  figuring  I  could  make  about  it — and  I  studied  the  subject 
a  great  deal,  and  had  otlier  gentlemen  more  competent  than  myself  to 
assist  me — I  determined  that  the  income  tax  as  it  came  from  the  House 
would  not  yield  more  than  $15,000,000  per  annum.    Therefore,  it  was 
^tirely  insufficient  for  the  puiposes  of  revenue,  and  there  were  other 
difficulties  in  the  way  here,  and  I  never  committed  myself  to  free  sugar, 
although  I  was  in  favor  of  the  lowest  possible  duty,  and  not  to  give  the 
wigar  refiner  anything  more  than  lys  labor  cost  (as  we  were  giving  to 
other  manufacturers,  as  I  supposed,  in  the  bill)  on  the  process  of 
refining. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Then,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  report  that 
you  stated  that  the  Democrats  were  under  obligations  to  the  members 
of  the  sugar  trust,  which  obligations  had  to  be  kept,  was  entirely  uu- 
foimdedl 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  never  knew  of  any  obligation  to  the  sugar 
trust 
Senator  Dayis.  The  question  is,  whether  you  ever  stated  it. 
Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  have  made  such  a  state- 
neat  seriously  for  any  serious  purpose,  and  thereibre  could  not  have 
Mdeit  atalL 
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Senator  Lodge.  You  say  you  never  knew  of  any! 

Senatoif  IiIgPhebson.  !N'o,  sir;  I  never  even  knew  of  any. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  from  which  a  deduction 
of  that  kind  may  be  madet 

Senator  MoPhebson.  You  never  know  what  a  man  may  say  in  a  jok- 
ing way,  but  I  never  had  any  serious  conversation  at  that  time,  or  any 
other  time,  from  which  anybody  could  draw  such  an  inference  as  that. 
I  have  heard  the  statement  made,  however,  that  the  sugar  refiners  were 
in  the  habit  of  giving  the  Democratic  side  a  small  contribution  and  the 
Bepublioans  a  large  one. 

Senator  Allen,  l^othing  of  the  kind  took  place  t 

Senator  MoPhebson.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  this  further  statement  in  the  newspaper 
article. 

We  had  ap  on  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  strikuig  iUastration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  uie  sngar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
oratic  members  of  the  Finance  Coiumittoe.  That  was  an  all-day  and  half-the-uight 
session,  and  upon  tiie  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  representa- 
tives  of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  TerriU  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Feyre  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit  In  a 
place  apart  and  yet  with  instant  commani cation  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Fiuance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occu- 
pied by  the  trust  all  day.  Everything  bad  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  sat- 
ufying  Louisiana  Senators.  £yen  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Democratic  party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  thei«  would  surely  be  two 
votes  against  the  blU.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  Uttla 
and  takm^  a  little. 

At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never 
was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee 
rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening.  Senator  Caffery  dntfted  a  schedule, 
Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  nis  shoulder,  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar  trust 
watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw  that 
spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator  Caffery 
had  finished^  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it,  it  was  taken  to 
the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory  was  won,  and 
the  original  draft  is  stiU  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  CafFery's  handwrit- 
ing ana  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

Do  you  know  anything  about  any  such  meeting! 

Senator  McPhebson.  Nothing  in  the  world.  I  really  know  nothing 
about  it,  and  had  no  suspicion  of  any  such  convention  of  big  men.  I 
had  no  reason  for  suspecting  any  such  thing. 

Senator  Lodqe.  You  were  not  present  at  a  Sunday  meeting  of  that 
kindt 

Senator  McPhebsoit.  I  was  present  at  one  Sunday  meeting.  Was 
this  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  reported! 

Senator  Lodge.  This  was  before  the  bill  was  reported. 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  do  not  remember  being  present  at  a  Sunday 
meeting  just  prior  to  the  day  the  bill  was  reported.  I  know  I  was 
present  at  a  Sunday  meeting  just  before  our  Democratic  conference  or 
caucus  was  held. 

Senator  LoDaB.  You  never  knew  of  any  such  meeting  as  is  described 
therbt 

Senator  McPhebson.  Oh,  no;  I  never  saw  anything  to  indicate  or 
lead  me  to  suspect  that  there  was  any  such  a  thing  happening  around 
the  Capitol. 

The  Ohaibman.  On  Sunday,  or  on  any  other  day! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  On  Sunday,  or  on  any  other  day.  I  want  the 
oommittee,  however,  to  understand  that  my  meetings  with  ttie  oom- 
mittee  were  very  inn:equent. 
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• 

The  Chairman.  You  were  in  very  bad  health  thent 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  was  inTvery  bad  health,  and  could  not  attend 
the  meetings,  and  I  thought  it'  better  for  me  to  wait  until  they  had 
practically  agreed  themselves  upon  the  bill,  and  if  I  had  any  objections 
to  offer  I  would  offer  them. 

Senator  All.en.  You  were  absent  a  portion  of  the  winter? 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  had  to  go  South,  and  I  was  absent  about  a 
month  in  the  South. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  committee  were  at  work  on  the  bill  at  this 
iamef 

Senator  McPhebson.  The  committee  were  at  work  on  the  bill  at 
this  time. 

The  Ghaibman.  Senator  Mills  was  asked  during  your  absence  and 
Usability  xo  take  your  place  on  the  Finance  Committee;  is  that  sot 

Senator  McPhebson.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Senator  Davis,  have  you  anything  to  say  about 
diatt 

I  will  state  that  Senator  McPherson  wrote  a  letter  to  the  commit- 
tee,  whicli  I  think  has  been  read  to  it  some  days  ago,  shortly  after  we 
organized,  asking  to  come  before  it  in  order  that  he  might  testii'y  in 
/egard  to  one  point  touching  the  subject-matter  of  the  resolution  which 
iras  committed  to  us  for  inquiry. 

Senator  Davis.  This  committee  has  been  instructed  to  inquire, 
Among  other  things,  whether  any  Senator  has  been  or  is  speculating 
m  what  are  known  as  pugar  stocks  during  the  consideration  of  the 
tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate.  You  are  asked  whether  you  have 
been  so  speculating  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration  of  this 
bill. 

Senator  McPhebson.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  simply  to  state  that  I 
can  not  answer  that  question,  as  I  think,  any  more  plainly  than  I  did 
m  a  few  remarks  I  made  in  open  Senate  on  the  Sth  day  of  March,  last, 
irhen  somebody,  as  I  took  my  seat,  handed  me  a  copy  of  the  !N'ew  York 
World  newspaper,  charging  that  myself  and  other  Senators  had  been 
speculating  in  Wall  street  in  stocks.  I  stated  the  simple  fact  there 
that  prior  to  coming  here — ^prior  to  the  recess — I  had  bought  some 
sugar  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  Prior  to  the  first  Monday  in  December  t 

Senator  McPhebson.  Prior  to  the  week  of  the  holiday  recess.  I  had 
bought  some  sugar  stock  and  it  was  sold  after  the  recess.  I  further 
stated  that  inadvertently  there  were  a  thousand  shares  of  stock  which 
liad  been  bought  for  me  or  for  my  account,  and  that  I  had  ordered  it 

sold  immediately. 
I  simply  wanted  to  make  a  statement  to  the  committee  because  I 

bad  been  charged  by  the  newspapers  with  speculating  in  sugar  stocks, 

and  I  was  fearful  that  I  would  be  objliged  to  ask  the  Senate  for  a  leave 

of  absence  on  account  of  illness.    I  was  unwilling  to  go,  during  the 

progress  of  this  investigation,  until  such  time  as  I  could  put  on  record 

a  denial  of  the  charge  of  speculating  in  sugar  stocks. 
Now,  I  will  be  just  as  brief  as  possible  about  the  whole  matter.    On 

Sovember  28  I  had  purchased 

Senator  Davis.  You  mean  iN'ovember,  1893  f 

Senator  McPhebson.  On  the  28th  of  November,  1893,  I  had  pur- 

chased  300  shares  of  sugar  stock. 
Senator  Allen.  How  much  per  share  f 
Senator  McPhebson.  I  can  not  tell  you  what  the  shares  cost  at  the 

time.    I  had  purchased  more,  but  there  were  300  shares  of  sugar  stock 
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that  were  in  my  name  on  the  books  of  my  broker  in  I^ew  York  to  my 
credit^  or  charged  to  me,  in  Jannary,  1894,  when  I  was  in  th^  Sonth.  I 
supposed  these  stocks  were  sold  with  others  early  in  December.  But 
in  January,  when  I  was  at  Aiken,  S.  0.,  my  son  was  there  with  me, 
owing  to  my  ill  health,  and  I  got  word  that  they  had  the  300  shares  of 
stock  yet  unsold.  My  son  immediately  sent  word  by  telegram  to  sell 
the  stock,  which  was  in  January,  1894,  and  on  the  25th  of  January  the 
stocks  were  sold.  About  that  time,  or  rather  during  the  holiday 
recess,  I  had  made  a  transfer  of  certain  properties  and  stocks  and  bonds 
to  my  son,  covering  all  the  active  business  enterprises  that  I  had.  He 
had  got  to  be  25  or  26  years  of  age  and  wanted  to  go  into  business,  and 
I  transferred  over  to  him  certain  properties.  Among  them  I  tramsferrred 
over  to  him  a  certain  amount  of  railroad  stocks  and  Northwestern  Kail- 
road  stocks  which  had  been  on  deposit  at  my  broker's  at  Kew  York, 
and  which  had  been  used  by  me  as  a  margin  on  some  stocks  prior  to 
that  time. 

However,  on  December  31  a  statement  from  the  broker's  showed  that 
I  had  on  hand  300  shares  of  Manhattan  Railroad  stock  in  New  York 
Oity,  300  shares  of  Jersey  Central  stock,  300  shares  of  sugar  stock,  and 
500  shares  of  this  Northwestern  common,  which  I  transferred  to  my 
son,  All  that  went  over  to  him,  and  on  our  return  here  on  the  8th  day 
of  February,  after  the  House  had  sent  a  bill  over  here  without  any  tax 
on  sugar  whatever,  and,  as  we  supposed  there  could  be  by  no  xK>s8ibility 
any  tax  upon  sugar,  my  son  purchased,  as  he  had  a  right  to  do,  owning 
these  stocks,  although  they  were  still  In  my  name  on  the  books,  500 
shares  of  sugar  stock.  He  purchased  it  for  an  investment,  intending 
to  sell  his  railroad  stocks  and  put  the  proceeds  into  sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  your  son  make  this  purchase  upon  consultation 
with  you,  or  on  his  own  motion! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  know  I  consented  to  the  purchase  of  this 
stock,  but  whether  before  or  after  the  purchase  I  can  not  say,  because 
of  the  fact  that  it  did  not  seem  to  me  there  could  be  any  such  tMng  as 
legislation  any  more  with  regard  to  sugar.  However,  I  said  to  Mm, 
"  If  there  shall  be  any,  then  I  want  you  to  sell  your  stock  at  once." 

He  purchased  the  stock  and  got  sick  of  it,  and  on  the  16th  day  of 
February  he  sold  that  and  all  the  other  stocks  that  he  had  with  the 
brokers  in  New  York,  including  the  500  shares  of  Northwestern  stock, 
which  left  him  without  any  stock,  except,  I  think,  perhaps,  the  New 
Jersey  Central,  which  was  not  sold  until  the  26th,  as  there  was  no 
market  for  them. 

The  Ohaibman.  The  26th  of  what? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  The  26th  of  February. 

Now  on  the  22d  of  February,  after  selling  everything,  he  wanted  to 
buy  the  sugar  stock  back  again.  He  had  the  money  then  to  pay  for  it. 
He  wanted  an  investment,  and  I  said  to  him  that  I  had  some  doubt 
about  the  propriety  of  his  doing  it.  However,  as  he  promised  to  get 
out  of  the  street  and  have  nothing  more  to  do  with  it,  and  take  his 
money  out  entirely,  I  Anally  assented  to  it,  and  an  order  was  issued  to 
purchase  it.  However,  upon  reflection  we  again  took  up  the  matter 
and  discussed  it,  and  while  I  knew  nothing  about  the  purpose  of  the 
committee  in  regard  to  this  matter,  as  I  had  no  consultation  with  them 
upon  the  question  of  sugar,  1  said  to  my  son  that  there  were  rumors 
afloat  that  the  Senate  committee  would  do  something  with  respeot  to 
le^slation  in  sugar. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  still  in  South  Carolina  1 

Senator  MoPhebson.  No^  sir;  it  was  here  in  my  hCfUBb^ 
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Senator  Allen.  Here  in  Washiugton  f 

Senator  MgPherson.  Here  in  Washington — and  that  I  did  not  think 
he  ought  to  buy  the  sugar  stock,  and  he  fully  concurred  with  me  in 
that  conclusiou,  and  we  resolved  then  and  there  that  there  should  be 
no  sugar  stock  purchased  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form  thereafter;  that  it 
would  be  quite  as  improper,  as  he  and  I  both  thought,  for  him  to  bay 
any  sugar  stock  as  it  would  be  for  me,  and  inasmuch  as  I  had  not 
transferred  the  account  to  him  at  the  broker's  in  New  York,  because  I 
I  had  not  been  able  to  go  to  New  York  to  do  it,  if  any  stock  was  pur- 
chased it  was  simply  a  purchase  for  me,  because  it  would  be  charged 
to  my  account.  Although  he  had  his  own  property  and  was  his  own 
master,  yet  at  the  same  time  I  per^auded  him  not  to  do  anything  in 
sugar. 

Now,  as  I  say,  the  order  had  been  prepared,  and  among  other  orders, 
he  leaving  that  evening  for  New  York,  or  among  other  telegrams  that 
were  sent  out  inadvertently  in  some  way  or  other,  either  through  my 
carelessness  or  the  carelessness  of  a  servant,  I  ascertained  after  several 
days  that  the  telegram  had  gone. 
Senator  Allen.  The  telegram  to  purchase  sugar  t 
Senator  MgPherson.  The  telegram  to  purchase  sugar.  But  it  was 
entirely  an  inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  servant  taking  it  out, 
because  I  am  in  the  habit  of  writing  letters  and  telegrams  and  leaving 
them  on  the  table,  and  under  a  general  order  they  go  out.  Myself  and 
my  son  both  supposed  the  telegram  was  destroyed. 

My  son  went  to  New  York  on  that  evening,  and  if  there  was  any 
blame  to  be  attached  to  it  the  blame  was  my  own  or  the  servant's. 

This  was  on  the  22d  of  February.    On  the  24th  I  received  a  notice 
that  there  had  been  1,000  shares  of  sugar  stock  bought  on  my  account 
on  the  23d.    I  could  not  understand  how  that  could  be,  and  imme- 
diately, the  same  moment  that  I  received  the  notice,  I  telegraphed  to 
Kew  York  to  sell  the  stock  at  once.    Well,  the  24th  was  on  Saturday. 
Of  course  it  is  a  half  holiday  and  the  notice,  or  rather  my  order,  got 
ttiere  too  late  to  do  anything.    The  next  day  was  Sunday,  and  early 
OD  Monday  morning  it  was  sold. 
Senator  Davis.  Did  that  operation  result  in  profit  or  losst 
Senator  McPherson.  I  have  never  looked  into  that.    There  might 
have  been  a  little  loss  or  a  little  gain.    The  order  to  sell  was  imperative, 
whatever  the  gain  or  loss.    I  did  not  want  the  stock — did  not  inten- 
tionally buy  it — and  wanted  it  sold. 

1  have  a  statement  here  which  you  can  see  for  yourselves.  That 
ended  all  kinds  of  sugar  purchases.  It  was  an  inadvertence  which 
oaght  not  to  have  been  made.  There  was  no  intention  on  his  part  or 
mine  to  make  any  sugar  purchases.  That  ended  all  sugar  purchases. 
There  were  simply  two  purchases,  one  made  by  my  son  at  a  time  when 
nobody  supx>osed,  at  least  neither  he  nor  I  supposed,  there  could  be 
any  possibility  of  legislation  in  sugar,  and  if  so  he  would  have  sold 
the  Btock  at  once. 

The  other  was  inadvertently  at  the  time  there  was  a  rumor  afloat 
that  there  would  be  legislation  affecting  the  sugar  interests. 

Senator  Davis.  Had  you  ever  before  made  purchases  and  sales  of 
near  stock! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Yes,  sir.    I  made  both  in  October  and  Novem- 
ber.  I  had  owned  sugar  stock. 
S^ator  Davis.  At  any  other  times  before ! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Yes.  Now,  I  have  not  intentionally  made  a 
porchase  of  su^'ar  stock  since.    I  think  I  made  a  purchase  of  sugar 
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stock  on  the  4th  of  December,  1893,  and  sold  it  on  the  11th  of  December, 
1883.  That  is  the  last  purchase  of  sugar  stock  I  made,  as  appears  by 
the  statement,  and  I  am  guided  entirely  by  it. 

Senator  Allen.  These  other  instances  you  have  spoken  of,  the  sales 
were  in  your  namef 

Senator  MoPherson.  The  sales  were  in  my  name  prior  to  January, 
1894.  They  were  then  transferred  to  my  son.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  them.    He  was  the  owner  of  the  whole  affair. 

The  Ohaibman.  This  was  in  December! 

Senator  MoPherson.  This  was  in  January,  1894.  Prior  to  that  he 
was  not  the  owner.  I  transferred  it  to  him.  I  could  not  reach  New 
York.  I  could  not  go  there  on  account  of  illness  and  take  him  to  the 
broker's  and  introduce  him  and  have  the  thing  transferred,  and  I  had 
no  disposition,  at  any  rate,  to  try  to  do  it,  because  I  thought,  perhaps, 
it  would  be  better  for  him,  a  new  hand,  for  me  to  keep  the  matter  in 
such  shape  that  I  could  check  his  ardor. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  for  some  years  past,  as  a  part  of 
your  regular  business,  an  operator  in  stocks  and  securities  in  Wall 
street! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Not  as  an  operator  in  the  sense  that  term  is 
used — principally  as  an  investor. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  constantly,  as  such,  buying  and 
selling  securities  on  the  market! 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  have  done  this — I  have  bought  securities 
and  sold  them.  Sometimes  they  were  sold  on  the  market  and  some- 
times they  were  not. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  has  been  for  some  years  past! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir;  for  the  past  seven  or  eight  years. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  an  office  in  New  York  ! 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  have  a  business  office  in  New  York.  I 
determined  not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  purchase  of  sugar,  and 
did  not  really  want  my  son  to  do  it^  although  I  did  not  see  on  the  first 
purchase  of  sugar  that  there  was  any  harm  in  it,  as  he  wanted  to 
make  an  investment. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  you  did  not  see  any  impropriety  in  itt 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  did  not  see  any  impropriety  in  it.  The 
statement  now  made  ended  all  sugar  transactions,  I  think,  both  on  my 
account  and  my  son's  account. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  told  us  of  all  the  sugar  transactions  that 
occurred  through  yourself  or  your  son  since  October! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Have  I  all  the  transactions! 

The  Chairman.  No.  I  say,  have  you  told  us  of  all  the  sugar  trans- 
actions that  occurred  through  yourself  or  your  son  since  October! 

Senator  MoPherson.  My  son  had  no  transactions  in  sugar  prior  to 
January,  1894,  and  I  had  none  later  than  that  date. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  substantially  told  us  already  all  that  has 
occurred! 

Senator  McPhbrson.  Yes;  since  Congress  convened. 

I  will  say  that  I  had  purchased  sugar  and  other  stocks  in  October 
and  November,  but  none  except  stocks  that  were  sold  very  early  in 
December  following. 

Here  is  a  statement  I  leave  with  the  committee,  a  statement  made 
by  the  broker  in  New  York  of  all  transactions  since  December  31.  If 
the  committee  wants  them  lean  give  transactions  dating  back  fiirther. 
This  statement  embraces  every  transaction  since  this  property  was 
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tamed  over  to  my  son,  and  I  have  made  no  purchase  of  anything  since 
that  is  not  included,  or  he  has  made  none  that  is  not  included  in  this 
statement. 

The  Chairman.  Were  all  your  transactions  through  that  broker f 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir.  There  have  been  none  through  any 
other  broker.  This  statement  shows  the  three  transactions;  the  sale 
of  sngar  stock  at  Aiken,  bought  in  November  and  sold  on  the  25th  of 
January;  my  son's  transaction  on  the  8th  of  February  of  the  purchase 
of  500  shares  of  sugar  stock  and  the  sale  on  the  16th  of  February.  It 
shows  the  inadvertent  purchase  and  sale  on  the  23d.  That  is  all  there 
has  been  of  it  since  that  time. 

Now,  I  do  not  think  that  this  can  be  called  gambling  in  sugar  stock. 
I  tried  to  correct  the  fault  or  mistake  of  the  purchase  of  February  23  as 
quickly  as  possible,  and  without  regard  to  loss  or  gain. 

I  want  to  show,  as  far  as  I  can,  to  the  committee  that  there  has  been 
no  intention  on  my  part  to  be  engaged  in  sugar  purchases,  and  I  am 
very  sorry  that  my  son  purchased  any  also. 

Senator  Davis.  During  the  consideration  of  this  tariff  bill,  have  you 
directly  or  indirectly  given  out  any  statements  as  to  probable  action 
resx>ecting  sugar  to  any  person  f 

^nator  MgPhersgn.  I  do  not  remember  having  stated  that  to  any 
person  in  the  world. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  Senator  speculating 
in  sugar  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  tUs  billf 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  no  knowledge  whatever  as  to  what  any 
Senator  has  been  doing  except  myself. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  that  some  time  in  December,  1893,  you 
transferred  as  between  yourself  and  son  all  your  interest  in  the  stocks 
named  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  But  that  it  not  being  convenient  or  possible  on 
account  of  your  health  to  go  to  New  York  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
transfer  on  the  books  of  the  brokers  they  so  remained  in  your  namef 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  At  the  time  you  made  this  transfer  to  your  son, 
did  you  deliver  to  him  the  stocks,  or  were  they  om  deposit  at  your 
brokers  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  For  instance,  the  500  shares! 

Senator  Davis.  Were  they  with  your  brokers! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Had  you  an^  of  them  in  your  possession! 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  they  were  all  at  the  brokers. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  transfer  in  writing  or  verbal! 

Senator  MoPherson.  It  was  a  written  transfer. 

Senator  Davis.  You  made  this  transfer  in  writing  between  you  and 
\  our  son! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  This  was  in  December! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Y  es,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  So  that,  substantially,  your  son  owned  the  stock ! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir;  substantially,  my  son  owned  the 
stock,  and  everything  that  was  done  afterwards  was  done  for  him. 
There  was  nothing  done  afterwards  except  he  purchased  500  shares  of 
sugar  stock  on  the  8th  of  February,  as  I  said,  because  I  thought  it 
was  perfectly  safe  for  him  to  do  it,  as  I  did  not  anticipate  any  legisla- 
tion and  did  not  see  how  it  could  happen  after  the  emphatic  ^butioii  ot 

A  ^ep.  457,  pt.  2^ 3 


34  INVESTIGATION  OF  ATTEMPTS  AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

tbe  House.    Bat  he  sold  it  again  on  the  16th.    Then  there  was  this 
unfortunate  occurrence  of  the  23d. 

Senator  Dayis.  In  regard  to  the  1,000  shares  f 

Senator  MgPherson.  It  simply  amounts  to  this:  It  was  ordered  and 
annulled,  or  countermanded  right  off,  and  that  ended  it. 

Kow,  with  the  exception  of  some  Atchison  stock,  which  I  stated  also 
in  my  remarks  on'  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  has  been  all  the  stocks 
he  has  purchased.  Everything  was  sold  out.  Some  time  in  April 
the  transfer  of  all  the  money  in  bank  was  made  over  by  my  secretary 
in  New  York  to  my  son,  and  has  gone  to  his  account,  and  since  last 
December  I  have  not  owned  or  purchased,  wittingly  or  knowingly  for 
my  own  benefit,  a  share  of  any  stock  in  the  world,  sugar  or  any- 
thing else. 

Senator  Dayis.  You  would  have  known  it  if  you  had  purchased  itf 

Senator  MoPherson.  Of  course  I  would  have  known  it  if  I  had  pur- 
chased it.  I  will  say,  however,  that  I  sometimes  have  ordered  my 
broker  to  buy  a  certain  bond  or  stx>ck  when  it  falls  to  a  certain  limit, 
and  I  may  not  always  know  it  at  the  exact  time  of  purchase,  but  soon 
afterwards. 

Senator  Davis.  Who  were  your  brokers! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Messrs.  Samuel  S.  Sands  &  Oo, 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  the  present  style  of  the  flrmt 

Senator  MoPhbrson.  S.  S.  Sands  &  Go. 

Senator  Davis.  What  number! 

Senator  MgPherson.  No.  10  Wall  street.  Mr,  Joseph  H,  Bond,  a 
member  of  the  firm^has  always  attended  personally  to  my  affairs. 

Senator  Allen,  xou  began  your  career  as  a  speculator  in  stocks 
during  the  time  you  were  a  member  of  the  TJ.  S.  Senate! 

Senator  MgPherson.  During  the  time  I  was  a  Senator! 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  never  purchased  any  stocks  that  were  the 
subject  of  legislation  by  the  Senate. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  a  stock  speculator  before  that  time! 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  have  never  been  a  stock  speculator  at  alL 
I  have  simply  purchased  investments  in  stocks. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  purchased  investments  in  stocks  and  yon 
sell  them! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Sometimes,  and  sometimes  I  do  not  sell  them 
for  three  or  four  years. 

,  Senator  Allen.  Stocks  bought  and  sold  in  the  open  market;  that 
is  correct  is  it  not! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Yes,  sir.  If  you  will  permit  me  I  will  state 
how  I  do  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Certainly, 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  never  buy  any  stocks  that  are  not  dividend- 
paying  stocks,  as  I  understand.  For  instance,  if  I  buy  certain  stocks 
to-day,  such  as  bonds,  I  might  hold  them  three  or  four  years,  perhaps, 
but  if  owing  to  some  rise  in  the  market,  or  if  something  preferable 
might  show  itself,  I  might  sell  them  and  buy  some  other  stodos.  In 
other  words,  I  have  never  been  a  speculator  in  any  sense. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  buy  and  sell  for  profit,  of  courset 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  buy  and  sell  for  profit. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  buy  in  the  open  stock  market! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Yes,  sir;  sometimes,  not  always. 

Senator  Allen.  And  sell  that  way! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Allen.  Have  you  beeu  engaged  in  tliat  line  of  bosiiiesa 
constantly  for  the  last  seven  years  f 

Senator  McPherson.  If  you  mean  by  constantly  whether 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  mean  every  day. 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not  suppose  my  purchases  would  average 
one  in  six  months. 

Senator  Allen.  You,  however,  have  an  office,  you  say,  in  W  all  street  f 

Senator  McPherson.  No,  sir;  I  have  no  office,  I  have  a  busluesa 
office  in  New  York. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  is  that  office  f 

Senator  McPherson.  At  the  comer  of  West  Broadway  and  Cham- 
bers  street. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  number  f 

Senator  McPherson.  ^o.  64. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  maintained  that  office  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  had  it  there  ever  since  I  have  been  in 
the  Senate;  long  before  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  character  of  the  business  you  conduct 
there. 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  several  characters  of  business.  There 
is  no  banking  business  done  there;  no  brokerage  business  done.  It  is 
real  estate,  coal  business,  live-stock  shipments,  manufacturing,  and 
several  other  kinds  of  business. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  handle^  buy, 
and  sell  real  estate  itself f 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  buy  and  sell  coal  itself  t 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir;  both. 

Senator  Allen.  And  realizing  profits  f 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir,  and  often  losses. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  firmf 

Senator  McPherson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Just  "John  E.  McPherson ''f 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  stocks  conducted  in  your  office  t 

Senator  McPherson.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  That  has  been  a  kind  of  a  side  transaction  of  your 
own! 

Senator  McPherson.  The  only  thing  I  will  say  to  you  is  I  never 
buy  stoclis  except  I  have  the  money  to  buy  them,  which  I  prefer  to 
invest  in  that  way  perhaps  to  an  investment  in  some  other  way.  It  might 
not  happen  once  in  six  months;  but  whenever  I  have  money  I  invest  it. 

Senator  Allen.  The  sugar  trust,  as  I  understand  it,  is  known  as  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not  know.  I  only  know  it  as  the  sugar 
trust. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  what  it  embraces  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  it  embrace  all  the  sugar-refining  factories  of 
the  United  States  f 

Senator  McPherson.  No;  but  I  think  it  embraces  two-thirds  of 
them. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  that  it  is  incorporated. 

Senator  McPherson,  I  think  it  is  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
Kew  Jersey. 
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Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  speculated  in  these  stocks  right  along 
the  same  as  in  other  stocks  of  which  you  speak  f 

Senator  McPherson.  No;  I  have  not.  I  know  I  have  not  owned 
industrial  stocks  of  any  kind,  except  some  of  the  sugar  stocks,  and 
they  were  purchases  made  some  time 

Senator  Davis.  Beibre  you  made  those  purchases  last  summer  of 
sugar  stocks,  had  you  ever  made  any  purchases  before  that  datef 

Senator  McPherson.  I  had  purchased  sugar  stocks. 

Senator  Davis.  Before  that  datef 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  this  had  occurred  several  times  during 
your  career  on  Wall  street! 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  bought  stocks  on  Wall  street  several 
times  in  my  life. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  been  engaged  in  purchasing  stocks  whose 
value  was  affected  by  Congressional  legislation  f 

Senator  McPherson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  suppose  you  know  sugar  stock  is  affected  by  Con- 
gressional legislation  or  other  legislation* 

Senator  McPherson.  I  did  not  own  any  of  them  when  legislation 
was  to  be  effected. 

Senator  Allen.  The  telegram  that  you  say  was  sent  inadvertently 
on  the  22d  of  February — you  had  consulted  with  your  son  about  the 
advisability  of  sending  that  telegram  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  had  consulted  with  my  son.  My  son  pro- 
posed to  purchase  some  sugar  stock,  in  which  I  assented  at  first,  and 
I  think  the  order  was  prepared — the  telegraphic  order.  It  was  laid 
upon  my  table,  and  then  we  took  up  the  question  and  discussed  it,  and 
decided  that  the  order  should  not  be  sent. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  prepared  the  telegram! 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  prepared  it  or  not 
It  makes  no  difference  which  one  prepared  it,  because  a  telegram  in  my 
name  would  have  been  considered  sufficient  for  the  order.  I  know  I 
assented  to  it  at  first,  but  afterwards  I  said  to  him,  <<  There  are  rumors 
that  perhaps  there  may  be  legislation  about  this  matter,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  have  this  stock  bought,  and  while  I  do  not  know  anything  my- 
self—I have  had  no  communication  with  the  committee  and  do  not  know 
what  their  plan  or  purpose  is  about  it^stilL  as  long  as  these  rumors 
are  afloat  this  stock  must  not  be  purchased,''  and  to  that  he  assented. 
He  went  away,  and  having  a  large  amount  of  letters  and  some  tele- 
grams that  were  goiug  away,  in  some  way  or  other  by  my  carelessness 
or  otherwise,  which  I  did  not  know  until  several  days  afterwards  how 
it  came  around,  that  telegram  must  have  been  sent  or  taken  by  the 
servant  to  the  telegraph  office. 

The  administration  at  my  house  is  a  very  imperfect  one,  because  I 
have  a  butler  who  sometimes  does  that  work,  and  on  holidays  he  is  gen- 
erally away.  Then  I  have  a  colored  girL  and  finally  a  cook.  Sometimes 
one  takes  telegrams  to  the  telegraph  office  and  sometimes  another,  but 
they  have  a  general  order  to  taSce  telegrams  to  the  office  or  letters  that 
are  left  there  and  mail  them. 

Senator  Allen.  You  had,  however,  talked  over  with  your  son  the 
advisability  of  his  purchasing  sugar  stock,  and  had  gone  to  the  extent 
that  one  of  you  should  prepare  a  telegram  to  purchase  T 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  after  further  conversation  you  oonaented  not 
to  do  itl 
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Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  advised  with  your  son,  did  yon  not,  as  to  the 
probable  outcome  of  the  investment  f 

Senator  MgPherson.  No;  I  do  not  know  that  we  had  any.  He  got 
his  iropressioti  from  the  market  reports  that  it  would  be  a  better  invest- 
ment than  the  rail  stocks  he  had  just  sold. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  allow  me  right  there,  Senator  Allen  t 

Senator  Allen.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  I  see  from  this  statement  that  this  stock  of  1,000 
Bhare«  was  bought  as  follows:  100  shares  at  79|,  400  shares  at  79|, 
and  500  shares  at  80,  which  were  sold  at  81^. 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes;  [examining]  on  Monday, 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  bought  on  the  2othf 

Senator  MoPherson.  Fo;  on  the  23d. 

Senator  Davis.  The  account  here  states  on  the  26th« 

Senator  MoPherson.  That  is  the  date  of  delivery.  Look  at  the 
bracket  on  the  other  side. 

Senator  Davis.  Oh,  yes;  it  was  bought  on  the  23d  and  sold  on  the 
26th. 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes;  I  got  the  notice  on  the  24th.  The  24th 
I  ordered  it  sold.    The  25th  was  Sunday  and  it  was  sold  on  the  26th. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  at  the  time  the  stocks  were  purchased  and 
the  time  you  advised  with  your  son  on  the  22d  know  that  the  subject 
of  taxing  sugar  was  under  consideration  by  the  Senate  Finance  Oom- 
mitteef 

Senator  MoPherso|7.  Well,  I  knew  the  matter  had  been  talked 
about,  but  as  every  member  of  the  committee  seemed  opposed  to  it, 
and  I  was  opposed  to  it  myself,  I  did  not  suppose  that  there  would  be 
anything  done  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  your  son  know  from  you  or  otherwise  of  the 
agitation  of  the  question  of  taxing  sugar  by  the  Finance  Oommitteet 

Senator  MoPherson.  We  talked  about  that,  because  I  said  to  him 
there  was  a  rumor  that  the  Finance  Committee 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  give  him  at  that  time  or  at  any  other  time 
the  most  accurate  information  you  could  gain  upon  the  subject f 

Senator  MoPheiison.  I  do  not  know  that  I  gave  him  any  informa- 
tion.   I  found  he  had  enough  information  of  his  own. 

Senator  Allen.  You  thought  it  natural  to  give  him  the  best  advice 
that  you  oould  and  the  best  information  that  you  could f 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  tried  to  restrain  him  at  all  times  from  bujring 
any  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  These  stocks  that  were  bought  on  the  23d  of  Febru- 
ajy,  1894,  and  were  sold  on  the  26th,  which  was  the  result  of  this 
inadvertent  telegram  of  which  you  speak,  did  that  investment  result 
in  a  profit  to  you  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  That  I  do  not  know,  because  I  have  not  exam- 
ined the  statement.    It  appears  altogether  in  bulk. 

Senator  Allen.  I  wish  you  would  examine  it  and  see. 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  suppose  if  sold  it  would  result  in  a  little 
profit. 

Senator  Allen.  If  it  resulted  in  profit,  you  may  state  the  amount  of 
profit. 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  could  not  tell  here,  except  by  figuring.  1 
see  here  it  was  bought  at  79f ,  79J,  and  80,  and  it  was  sold  at  SI }.  Now> 
there  was  a  commission  to  come  out  of  that  and  an  interest. 

The  Ohairman.  Is  there  a  commission  both  waysl 
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Senatoi  McPherson.  There  is  a  commission  both  ways.  There  is  a 
commission  to  purchase  and  a  commission  to  selL 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  commission f 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is.  I  think  it  is  one- 
eighth  of  1  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  Give,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  the  profit  that  resulted 
from  that  transaction  9 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  would  suppose  there  would  be  a  profit  on  the 
transaction,  less  the  commission,  of  perhaps  91,000. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  son  had  never  had  any  business  exi>erlence 
of  this  kind  before! 

Senator  MoPherson.  My  son  had  no  business  experience  in  Wall 
street,  particularly,  until  the  purchase  of  his  first  stocks. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  a  mere  youth,  so  to  speak,  from  school,  and 
just  entering  into  business  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  Ko;  he  was  not  that.  He  had  been  out  of 
school  for  several  years  and  was  very  anxious  to  enter  Wall  street,  and 
had  several  business  friends  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Whatever  he  was  doing  he  was  doing  under  your 
advice  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  he  was  not  doing  it  under  my  advice, 
because  I  said  to  him,  as  he  wanted  to  enter  Wall  street  and  give  up 
aU  other  business,  I  am  perfectly  willing,  if  you  want  to  buy  some 
stocks,  and  very  few,  only  a  few  at  a  time — I  am  perfectly  willing  you 
should  exercise  your  own  judgment  about  it.  That  was  a  case  of  exer- 
cising his  judgment  in  the  first  place. 

Senator  Allen.  You  could  have  restrained  him,  could  you  notl 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir;  I  could  have  stopped  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Because  the  stock  still  stood  in  your  namef 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  very  anxious  to  have  him 
attend  to  the  business  I  bad  turned  over  to  him  and  leave  stock  pur- 
chases alone,  and  so  advised  him.  He  said,  <<  I  am  going  to  do  it;  I  am 
going  to  buy  some  of  this  sugar  stock  and  then  quit  purchasing  stocks.'' 
I  presume  that  might  have  iufluenced  my  action  so  far  as  an  order  was 
concerned.  I  tried  to  correct  it  and  ordered  it  sold  peremptorily  with- 
out regard  to  profit  or  loss. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  not  passing  judgment  on  that,  of  course.  I  do 
not  pretend  to  do  that.    Now,  is  your  son  still  on  the  market  t 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  When  did  he  retire  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  He  drew  the  money  out  after  the  sale  of  these 
stocks,  the  Atchison  stock,  I  think,  on  the  20th  of  March,  and  when  I 
went  over  to  New  York  I  had  this  money  drawn  out  of  the  bank  and 
deposited  at  another  place  entirely. 

Senator  Allen.  In  your  name  or  in  his  namef 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  think  the  money  was  deposited  in  his  name. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  a  married  manf 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  he  is  not  a  married  man. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  still  a  member  of  your  family! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Had  you  at  any  time  before  this  had  any  informa- 
tion that  sugar  stock  was  liable  to  grow  in  value  9 

Senator  McPherson.  I  had  no  information  about  it  except  the 
course  of  the  market  and  the  general  impression  people  have 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  you  this  question  for  information:  It  is 
within  the  xK)wer  of  what  you  call  the  sugar  trust  to  either  force  ap  or 
force  down  the  price  of  their  stock! 
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Senator  McPherson.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  knew  that  fact,  of  coarse,  before  this  cer- 
tain investment  f 

Senator  MoPhesson,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  yonr  impression  at  that  time  that  the  sngar 
trust  or  some  other  organization  wonld  force  up  the  price  of  the  stock  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  think  the  sugar  trust,  with  or  without  legis- 
lation  by  Gongress,  can  fix  the  price  of  their  stock  on  the  market, 
because,  having  the  absolute  control  of  the  market  for  raw  sugar  and 
the  market  for  refined  sugar,  would  be  able  to  charge  about  any  price 
they  pleased. 

Senator  Allen.  They  had  a  monopoly  of  the  business  t 

Senator  MoPhebson.  They  had  a  monopoly  of  the  business,  and 
therefore  1  did  not  have  any  doubt  about  it  It  did  not  seem  to  me  as 
it  made  much  difference  to  their  pockets  whether  sugar  was  taxed  or 
not. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  know,  of  course,  any  legislation  looking  to 
putting  a  tax  on  sugar  would  have  the  natural  tendency  to  increase  thie 
value  of  sugar  stock! 

Senator  MgPhebson.  Yes,  sir,*  it  would  have  made  it  sell  at  a  higher 
price  to  outside  parties. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  you  knew,  of  course,  when  you  talked 
with  your  son  upon  this  subject  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir ;  I  knew  that. 

Senator  Allen.  How  frequently  had  you  met  with  the  Finance  Oom- 
mittee,  or  the  Subcommittee  of  Finance,  and  talked  over  this  proposed 
legislation  on  sugar  before  this  investment  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Eeally  we  had  no  serious  talk  in  the  Finance 
Gommittee  on  the  sugar  question  until  the  day  before  our  caucus,  which 
was  on  Sunday.    I  think  the  caucus  met  on  the  26th.    At  all  events 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  the  25th,  was  it  notf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  It  was  on  Sunday,  which  would  be  the  25th. 
Until  that  time  we  had  no  serious  thought 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  know,  however,  that  there  was  a  strong 
disposition  developed  on  the  part  of  the  Finance  Gommittee,  especially 
in  the  Senate,  to  tax  sugar;  that  before  that  time  the  taxation  on  sugar 
would  become  a  necessity? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  It  looked  as  if  we  had  to  do  it  to  get  the  votes. 

Senator  Allen.  The  thing  had  gone  so  far  as  for  one  or  two  mem- 
bers to  offer  suggestions  as  to  the  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  remember  no  talk  that  I  had  with  the  com- 
mittee  except  on  Sunday  before 

Senator  Allen.  You  had  already  prepared  a  partial  schedule  your- 
self. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  No,  sir;  my  schedule  was  offered  on  Sunday. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  the  day  probably  after  this  inad- 
vertent telegram  had  gone  to  New  Yorkf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  offered  on  that  Sunday. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  would  be  a  day  or  two,  at  the  outside. 
after  the  telegram  went  to  New  York  for  the  purchase  of  these  stocks  t 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  suppose,  although  it  did  not 
influence  me  at  that  time,  because  the  thing  haa  already  taken  place^ 
yet  it  would  have  influenced  me,  absolutely  so,  to  sell  at  once  any  sugar 
stock  I  might  have  held  (if  any)  at  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  you  if  ^ou  think  it  is  advisable  for  a 
United  States  Senator  to  speculate^  either  directly  or  indirectlyi  in 
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stocks  whose  yalaes  may  be  affected  by  legislation  or  proposed  legis 
lation  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  !N^o,  sir;  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  to  speculate 
in  those  stocks,  and  hence  have  never  done  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  Invest  in  themf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  As  to  that  I  wonld  say  to  the  Senator  that  I 
do  not  see  how  investments  can  be  made  in  onr  days,  as  there  are  no 
secnrities  in  the  world  in  which  investments  can  be  made  except  where 
they  are  bought  and  sold  on  the  market.  I  do  not  know  how  a  man, 
either  temporarily  or  permanently,  can  find  investments,  except  he  gets 
them  through  the  market  where  the  stocks  and  bonds  are  sold. 

Senator  Allen.  You  believe  a  man  who  speculates  in  stocks  whose 
value  would  be  affected  by  proposed  legislation,  would  be  influenced 
in  his  conduct  as  Senator  by  that  fact,  either  consciously  or  uncon- 
sciously f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  do  not  think  ownership  in  any  kind  of  prop- 
erty  would  influence  my  vote  in  the  least. 

Senator  Allen.  You  would  not  think  it  proper  for  the  judge  of  a 
court  to  be  x)ecuniarily  interested  in  a  case  that  was  on  trial  before  Mmf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Ko,  sir;  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  a  proper 
thing. 

Senator  Allen.  It  would  be  considered  highly  improper,  would  it 
notf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  any  more  improper  for  a 
Senator,  who  is  legislating  for  the  welfare  of  the  entire  country,  and 
whose  mind  should  be  entu-ely  uninfluenced  or  unbiased  by  any  private 
interest,  to  have,  at  that  precise  time,  his  money  invested  in  stocks 
whose  value  may  be  affected  by  the  vote  he  may  cast! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  think  a  man  whose  mind  would  be  influenced 
if  he  bad  bank  stocks  or  any  other  Mud  of  stocks — a  man  who  would 
be  influenced  as  a  legislator  by  such  consideration  has  no  business  at 
all  here. 

Senator  Allen.  What  I  am  asking  you  is  this :  Kot  whether  it  is  pos- 
sible for  a  man  to  own  stocks,  and  at  the  same  time  to  vote  against  his 
own  interests,  which  I  think  in  rare  cases  might  be  true,  but  do  you 
regard  it  at  all  proper  for  a  Senator  whose  official  duties  require  him 
to  look  at  the  general  welfare  of  the  country,  entirely  impartially,  to  be 
at  that  precise  time  the  owner  of  stocks  and  bonds  whose  pecuniary 
value  may  be  affected  by  his  votef 

(Senator  MoPhebson.  I  will  answer  your  question  by  asking  you 
this:  A  man  who  is  perhaps  the  owner  of  a  factory  is  a  member  of 
Congress.  He  can  not  sell  his  stock ;  he  can  not  dispose  of  his  factory, 
and  it  makes  no  difference  what  his  views  may  be  upon  the  tariff,  one 
way  or  the  other.  I  want  to  know  if  there  is  any  impropriety  in  a 
manufacturer  or  a  farmer,  who  is  also  seeking  legislation  upon  the 
tarift',  being  a  member  of  Congress  or  a  member  of  the  Senatet  If  so, 
the  rule  holds  good  as  to  all  other  things. 

Senator  Allen.  You  can  reduce  that  to  an  absurdity  by  deductions^ 
of  course.    But  I  prefer  that  you  would  answer  me. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  will  say  this  broadly:  I  do  not  think  it  ia 
a  good  thing  to  do,  and  while  I  do  not  see  there  has  been  any  great 
wrong  or  harm  done  in  this  special  transaction  I  would  not  allow  it  to 
be  done  over  again,  and  I  would  not  encourage  anybody  in  doing  it| 
because  I  do  not  think  it  is  strictly  within  the  bounds  of  propriety. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  no  personal 
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Knowledge  of  any  other  Senator  investing  in  stocks  during  thib  pena- 
ing  tariff  bill,  the  Wilson  bill,  before  the  Senate.  Have  you  any  infor- 
mation derived  firom  any  Senator  himself  or  by  hearsay  as  to  any 
Senator  speculating  in  stocks  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  never  questioned  a  Senator,  and  I  have 
never  been  the  custodian  of  any  information  fi*om  anybody  about  any 
Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  heard  any  of  the  Senators  talk  in  your 
presence  or  hearing  about  any  transactions f 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  have  never  heard  any  Senator  talk  in  my 
presence  or  hearing  of  any  transaction  of  the  kind — ^never. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  any  Senator  or  Senators  of  whom  it 
is  currently  believed  that  they  do  speculate  in  stocks  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  ask  you  for  personal  knowledge. 

Senator  McPherson.  And  I  have  no  hearsay  evidence  of  greater 
force  than  idle  rumor. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  at  any  time  in  your  stock  speculations 
met  any  U.  S.  Senator  in  the  stock  market,  or  the  broker  of  any  1 

Senator  McPherson.  I  never  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  certain  Senators  who  have  brokers 
in  Wall  street  1 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not 

Senator  Allen.  Either  by  hearsay  or  otherwise  f 

Senator  McPherson.  Either  by  hearsay  or  otherwise,  except  as  the 
newspapers  have  stated  in  connection  with  the  same  article,  the  only 
one  which  I  have  referred  to. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  members  of  the  sugar  trust  corresponded  with 
you  in  writing  as  to 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  never  received  a  word  in  writing  from 
any  of  them.  I  have  never  met  any  of  them,  with  the  exception  of  Mr. 
Searles  coming  to  my  house  one  evening  and  talking  with  me,  against 
tiie  proposition  I  was  making  in  the  Senate  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Searles  lives  in  Brooklyn,  does  he  notT 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not  know.  He  was  in  Washington  and 
came  to  my  house  to  see  me. 

Senator  Ali£N.  Mr.  Searles,  as  I  understand,  is  the  secretary  of  the 
Bagar  trust,  or  the  sugar  refinery  9 

Senator  McPherson.  I  think  he  holds  some  office,  but  a  personal 
biend  of  mind  in  New  Jersey  came  to  me  first  and  asked  me  if  I  would 
permit  Mr.  Searles  to  come  and  see  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Had  you  known  Mr.  Searles  before  thatf 

Senator  McPherson.  I  had  seen  him  once  or  twice  before  that,  per- 
haps, and  I  think  in  1890  Mr.  Searles  was  here.  I  met  him  once  or 
twice  during  that  x)eriod,  but  never  that  I  remember  since. 

Senator  Allen.  You  knew  at  that  time,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
Kr.  Searles's  chief  object  was  to  be  in  attendance  on  Congressmen  when 

the  question  of  sugar  legislation  was  in  progress  f 
Senator  McPherson.  I  only  know  he  was  here. 
Senator  Allen.  That  was  his  chief  office 9 
Senator  McPherson.  His  business  with  me  was  to  protest  against 

what  he  called  the  injustice  of  my  sugar  schedule. 
Senator  Allen.  And  his  business  was  to  see  Senators  and  Bepre- 

sentatives  and  procure  the  most  favorable  legislation  from  them  possi 

ble  upon  the  sugar  question  t 
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Senator  MgPhesson.  I  don't  know  that,  but  that  is  no  reason  why 
anybody  should  grant  it,  because  he  wanted  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  knew  when  he  came  to  see  you,  or  believed,  at 
least,  that  that  was  his  mission  f 

Senator  MgPherson.  He  came  to  see  me  when  he  knew  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  amendment  I  had  offered  in  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  What  date  was  that  when  he  came  to  see  youf 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  can  not  recollect  the  date,  but  it  was  after 
he  knew  of  the  proposition  I  had  made,  and  which  I  afterwards  stated 
in  the  caucus — perhaps  you  do  not  know  it,  but  others  do — when  1 
openly  condemned  the  sugar  schedule  of  the  bill  in  caucus  or  conference 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  the  Senate  caucus  you  speak  off 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  I  speak  of  the  general  conference  oi 
the  Democratic  Senators. 

Senator  Allen.  You  condemned  the  sugar  schedule  in  caucus. 
What  time  before  the  Senate  caucus  of  the  24th  or  the  25th  9 

Senator  MoPherson.  It  was  afterwards.  -  On  the  28th  I  think  as  we 
were  several  days  in  conference. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  had  this  talk  with  Mr.  Searles  in  the  month 
of  February  t 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  can  not  remember  when  he  came  to  my  house. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  before  or  after  that? 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  can  not  recollect  when  it  was,  but  I  know  he 
came  to  see  me  about  the  proposition  I  had  made,  and  he  said  it  was 
entirely  unjust  to  the  sugar  people. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  impression  as  to  the  date,  or  near 
the  datef 

Senator. MoPherson.  I  can  not  remember  that  any  more  than  I  can 
remember  what  time,  perhaps,  the  500  or  1,000  other  people  came  to 
my  house. 

Senator  Allen.  Can  you  not  recall  it  by  some  other  transaction  9 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir.  I  know  after  I  returned  from  the 
South  I  laid  in  my  bed  in  my  house  and  saw  from  100  to  200  people  a 
day  who  forced  themselves  into  my  bedrooms. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  this  shortly  after  your  return  firom  the  South  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  I  think  it  was  some  time  later.  Itf 
must  have  been  some  time  afterwards,  because  it  was  sometime  after* 
ward  before  I  made  my  sugar  proposition. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  it  being  in  the 
month  of  February  or  March  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  think  it  was  shortly  before  the  bill  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Allen.  The  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  about  the  14th 
of  March,  was  it  notf 

Senator  MoPherson.  The  20th  of  March. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  the  20th  of  March  t 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Whereupon,  at  1:16  p.  m^  the  committee  took  a  recess  until  2s30 
o^dock  p.  nu 
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AFTEB  BEOESS.— 2 :30  O'CLOCK  P.  M. 

8W0BV  8TATEMEHT  07  8EVAT0B  B.  0.  MILL& 

Senator  Lodoe.  Yon  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Texas! 

Senator  Mills.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodoe.  And  haye  been  serving  as  snch  during  this  session) 

.Senator  Mills.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodoe.  And  during  a  portion  of  that  time  yon  have  served 
as  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  f 

Senator  Mills.  Yes,  sir.  I  represented  Senator  McPherson  while 
he  was  sick  and  absent.  I  was  never  myself  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee, bat  merely  a  supernumerary  for  some  months,  perhaps. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  took  part  with  them  for  a  time  in  making  the 
tariff  biUf 

Senator  Mills.  I  took  part  with  Mr.  Test  and  Mr.  Jones,  of  Arkan- 
sas. A  few  days  before  the  Wilson  bill  came  from  the  House  to  the 
Senate,  Senator  Vest  came  to  me  and  said:  ^< Senator  Yance,  who  is  a 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  is  off  sick.  Senator  Jones  is  in  bed 
sick,  Senator  Yoorhees  is  in  bad  health,  that  Dill  has  come  here,  and  I 
want  you  to  come  and  help  us  to  work  on  it."  I  told  him  I  would  go 
as  a  mere  voluntary  aid,  but  I  would  not  accept  a  i>08ition  on  the 
Finance  Committee.  Then  he  and  I  went  to  work  on  the  bill,  and 
worked  alone  on  it,  I  suppose  ten  days  or  two  weeks,  until  Senator 
Jones  got  well,  and  he  came  and  joined  us.  Then  Senator  Yest  and 
Senator  Jones  and  myself  continued  to  work  on  the  bill  until  we 
finished  our  revision  of  the  Wilson  bUl  and  reported  it  to  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee^  when  Senator  McPherson 
came  and  relieved  me,  I  having  acted  as  his  representative  during  his 
sickness,  and  I  know  nothing  more  about  the  bUl  since  then. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  Monday,  May  14, 
appeared  a  letter  in  which  the  following  statement  occurs: 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  Febmarj,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Donooratio  memben  of  it,  weie  in,  perhaps,  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room,  unexpectedly  to  aU  those  present  ezceptinp^  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never  been 
repMOrted  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly.  His 
Tisit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidmtial  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed  upon  one 
member  of  tnat  conmiittee.  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make  report  of 
what  ICr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much  for  Mr, 
Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the  President, 
but  when  he  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of  those  who  heard  him 
doubted  that  he  had  come  fiomthe  President  and  was  echoing  the  President's  wishes 
and  ^ying  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him,  excited  manner.  What  he 
said  18  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantlaUy  accurate,  as  it  was  reported 
by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

"Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.    No 

farty  or  the  representatives  of  no  pmy  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations, 
want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  tiiat  this  is  goins;  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar-refinine  interests  (I  may  tell  you  what,  perhaps, 
you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  paiW  in  1892 
ft  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and 
At  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  teU  you  that  it  would  be  wrong,  it 
would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution,  given  at  a 
time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to  turn  around 
and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust  that  you  will 
prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  whidi  will  to  XMaonable  and  in  some  meaaars 
Mtfiifibotoiy  to  these  interesta. 
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That  in  sabstance  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Oarliele  to  the  membt  rs  of  the  FinaTice 
Committee  that  they  respect  tho  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national  campaign 
committee  and  tlie  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  plea 
powerfully  put.  Bir.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more  ;  he  had  said  enough.  He  turned 
and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but 
before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which 
he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Goyemment,  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendmeut  in  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
Yoorhees's  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made,  and  bt 
interlineations  had  inserted  the  following  words:  ''On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16, 
Dutch  standard,  and  on  all.''  After  the  word  ''all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  "inateftd  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  a^  valorem." 

What  statement  have  yon  to  make  on  that  i)0]ntf 

Senator  Mills.  I  know  nothing  on  earth  about  it.  Secretary  tiar^ 
lisle  was  never  before  the  committee  while  I  was  working  with  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  never,  to  your  knowledge,  made  any  such  state- 
ment f 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  yon  ever  see  such  a  memorandum  as  is  there 
described  f 

Senator  Mills.  "So,  sir;  never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  did  you  ever  hear  of  itf 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  never. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  was  no  such  memorandum  to  your  knowledgel 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Who  did  prepare  the  sugar  schedule  as  reported  f 

Senator  Mills.  Senator  Yes]^  Senator  Jones,  and  mysdfl 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is,  as  it  was  first  reported  f 

Senator  Mills.  As  it  was  first  reported.  I  know  nothing  of  it  any 
further.  Senator  Vest  wanted  me  to  make  some  statement.  I  will  wait, 
however,  and  let  you  ask  about  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  this  further  statement  in  the  article  firom 
which  I  have  just  quoted  a  portion: 

We  had,  upon  the  Sundav  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate^ 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  oi  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Dem- 
ocratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all  day  and  half  the  nigbt 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Demooratio  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  representa- 
tives oi  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Uavemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Ben  Jm 
Fevre  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied 
by  the  trust  all  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  2M>int  of  satisfying 
Louisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Demo- 
cratic  party  to  x)lacate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes 
against  the  bill.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  li1;t]e  and 
taking  a  little.  At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiations  must  go 
to  pieces.  Never  was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the 
committee  rooms  of  tho  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caffery  drafted 
a  schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  the 
sugar  trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator 
who  saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  omoial  moment.  When 
Senator  Caffery  iiad  finished  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it, 
it  was  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory 
won  and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  tho  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffei^ 
handwriting,  ana  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  npon  i^ 

Do  you  know  of  any  such  meeting  t 
Senator  Mills.  Nothing  at  all. 
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Senator  LoDaB,  On  Sunday,  or  any  other  day  f 
Senator  Mills.  Ko,  sir;  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  LoDas.  And  there  was  no  such  meeting  of  that  character? 
Senator  Mills.  No,  sir. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  these  members  of  the  sugar 
trust  being  at  the  Oapitolf 

Senator  Mills.  Not  while  I  was  a  member  of  the  committee.    I  know 
nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  meet  any  member  or  members  of  the 
sugar  trust  there? 
Senator  Mills.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  Mr.  Havemeyer  happen  to  be  there? 
Senator  Mills.  No.    Mr.  Havemeyer  came  to  my  house  one  night 
and  I  refused  to  see  him :  I  have  never  met  him. 
Senator  Lodge.  Was  ne  introduced  to  you  by  anybody? 
Senator  Mills.  He  had  a  letter  firom  Mr.  Carlisle  to  me,  and  I  think, 
if  my  recollection  serves  me,  he  sent  the  letter  in  advance.    I  do  not 
know  but  he  might  have  brought  it  with  him,  but  he  had  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Carlisle,  simply  a  letter  of  introduction,  and  he  .called  on  me  at  my 
house,  and,  I  refused  to  see  him. 
Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  see  him,  then? 
Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  I  refused  to  see  him. 
Senator  Lodge.  Or  at  any  subsequent  time? 
Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  neither  before  nor  after. 
Senator  Lodge.  Or  any  of  these  other  persons  mentioned  here  as 
connected  with  the  sugar  trust? 
Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  none  of  them. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  say  Mr.  Carlisle  gave  him  merely  a  formal 
letter  of  introduction? 
Senator  Mills.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  remember  the  wording  of  the  letter,  do 
you? 
Senator  Mills.  Oh,  no;  it  was  simply  two  or  three  lines. 
Senator  Allen.  One  of  the  matters  submitted  to  this  committee  to 
be  investigated  is  an  inquiry  in  relation  to  money  having  been  con- 
tributed to  the  Democratic  campaign  fund  by  the  sugar  trust.    Can 
yon  give  the  names  of  the  Democratic  campaign  committee? 
Senator  Mills.  I  can  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Of  course  you  know  nothing  about  that? 
Senator  Mills.  Nothing  about  the  committee  or  the  funds  contrib- 
uted to  it.    I  never  bothered  myself  about  it.    I  had  enough  to  attend 
to  my  own  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  any  Senators  have  been  spec- 
ulating in  stocks  or  bonds  during  the  x>endency  of  this  tariff  legislation? 
Senator  Mills., I  do  not. 
Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  by  reputation? 
^  Senator  Mills.  I  know  absolutely  nothing  at  all.    I  do  not  speculate 
i&  stocks  myself,  and  know  only  what  we  see  in  the  newsi^pers. 

Senator  LoDaE.  I  will  call  your  attention  to  another  part  of  this 
nowspaper  article: 

To  f(o  back  a  little.  After  Mr.  Carlisle's  addresB  to  the  Finance  Committee,  after 
ue  meeting  between  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  Senators  Brice  and  Smith,  there  occurred 
*B  eztraordinarr  thiuff  in  the  Finance  Committee.  Senator  Vest  made  a  statement 
vhieb  caused  Mills  to  look  upon  him  with  amazement,  to  regard  him  with  saspicion, 
jnd  some  of  the  other  members  of  the  committee  to  eye  one  another  fhrtively.  The 
Stnator  said  that  he  did  not  see  why  a  duty  of  one-half  of  a  cent  upon  raw  sugar  did 
M  afford  snfficient  protection  to  all  the  sugar  interests  of  this  country.    If  Mr.  Vest 

8.  Rep.  10 18 
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were  a  new  Senator,  snch  an  astonisliing  assertion  as  that  miglit  Iiare  boen  ascribed 
to  ignorance,  but  he  has  been  through  tariff  bill  after  tariff  bill.  He  looks  ujiou 
himself  as  something  of  an  expert,  and  he  must  have  known  that  bis  statement  was 
ridiculous.  In  view  of  his  earlier  position,  it  seemed  not  only  ridiculow,  but  strange. 
It  eyen  caused  one  Senator  to  say  to  another,  ''Vest  has  flopped." 

Have  yon  any  statement  to  make  in  regard  to  tLatf  * 

Senator  Mills.  That  is  false. 

Now  I  want  to  state  just  as  to  Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Jones  both. 

I  was  the  first  one  of  the  three  to  propose  a  duty  on  sugar.  It  was 
an  unwelcome  thing  to  me  to  do  it,  but  I  regarded  the  bill  as  not  pro- 
ducing sufficient  revenues,  and  something  had  to  be  done.  That  was 
one  reaBon. 

Another  reason  was,  as  you  gentlemen  know,  I  have  always  advo- 
cated putting  sugar  on  the  dutiable  list  as  a  revenue  article,  and  I  told 
them:  "We  have  got  to  have  more  money  than  the  Wilson  bill  makes, 
and  we  have  to  have  a  duty  on  sugar.  I  do  not  want  it.  I  do  not  like 
to  go  backward.  I  would  not  have  taken  sugar  off  the  dutiable  list 
and  put  it  on  the  free  list.  It  has  been  done,  and  I  do  not  like  to  put 
anything  back  on  the  dutiable  list — I  do  not  care  whether  it  is  a  reve- 
nue article — ^to  take  it  firom  the  free  list  and  put  it  back  on  the  dutiable 
list."  I  said :  "  We  have  got  it  to  do,  and  you  may  as  well  make  up  your 
minds  about  it.    We  have  to  have  more  money." 

Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Jones  held  out  for  several  days,  and 
insisted  that  there  should  be  no  duty  on  sugar,  and  they  tried  to  figure 
it  out  that  we  could  get  along  without  it,  and  wait  until  we  could  get 
through  and  look  and  see  what  our  estimates  would  be,  and  so  on,  and 
we  kept  it  on  a  good  long  while. 

Finally  they  reluctantly  agreed  for  a  duty  on  raw  sugar,  and  it  is 
due  to  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee — a  duty  not  on  refined 
sugar,  but  on  raw  sugar.  I  think  they  said  nothing  about  Senator 
Jones  at  all.  It  is  all  stuff.  There  is  no  truth  in  it.  I  was  the  man 
who  proposed  the  duty  on  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  propose  a  differential  rate  on  refined 
sugar? 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  I  proi)osed  none  but  the  compensatory  duty. 
I  think  that  is  all  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  say  about  him« 


SEVATOB  JAHES  K  JOHES— Beoalled. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  heretofore  testified  in  relation  to  this 
matter  f 

Senator  Jones.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  one  statement  with  reference  to  which  I 
would  like  to  ask  you.  That  is,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Carlisle's  memoran- 
dum furnished  to  the  Finance  Committee.  Perhaps  I  had  better  reread 
the  statement  to  you: 

He  turned  and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he 
oame;  but  before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amend- 
ment  which  he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  te  the  sugar 
interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sngar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.  Yoor- 
hees'  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secret-ary  Carlisle  had 
Bcratuned  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made,  and  by 
interlineation  has  inserted  the  following  words :  ''On  all  sngar  not  above  No.  16 
Dutch  standard  and  on  all."  After  the  word  "all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  '' Instead  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem." 
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The  CnAiTiMAN,  Were  ycra  asked  about  that  before! 

Senator  Jones.  I  think-so.  I  think  I  answered  as  to  all  those  things, 
£  said  there  was  no  sort  of  truth  in  any  part  of  the  story.  It  was  abso- 
lutely all  false. 

Senator  LoDas.  There  was  never  any  such  memorandum^  to  your 
knowledge,  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Garlislef 

Senator  Jones.  Kone  whatever.  The  last  schedule  proposed,  the 
one  that  I  proposed  to  the  bill,  the  one  which  is  pending  now — ^this 
thing,  I  understand,  is  said  to  have  occurred  some  time  in  February, 
tlie  latter  part  of  February  or  the  early  part  of  March.  After  we  had 
reported  this  bill  back,  and  before  these  amendments  were  finally 
reported,  before  the  last  amendment  to  the  sugar  schedule  was  reported, 
not  more  than  two  or  three  weeks  ago,  there  was  some  proposition  by 
some  members  of  the  Senate  to  make  a  schedule  of  40  and  45  per  cent, 
and  it  was  submitted  to  Senator  7est  and  me,  and  Mr.  Carlisle  hap- 

rmed  to  be  in  the  room.  I  do  not  think  he  came  there  by  appointment, 
think  he  happened  to  be  in  Gen.  Oockrell's  committee  room. 

There  was  some  talk  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Carlisle,  Senator  Vest, 
and  me  of  making  a  schedule  of  40  or  45  per  cent,  and  I  asked  Mr. 
Carlisle  to  prepare  a  schedule.  We  had  made  up  our  minds  that  we 
were  going  to  nrepare  a  40  per  cent  schedule,  and  when  this  proposi- 
tion was  made  I  proposed  to  Mr.  Carlisle  to  draw  up  the  amendment, 
or  have  it  drawn,  proposing  I  do  not  remember  whether  I  suggested 
to  him  that  he  should  draw  it  40  and  45  or  40  and  one-eighth;  my 
impression  is  40  and  one-eighth,  and  the  question  was  whether  we  would 
agree  to  45  or  whether  we  would  stick  to  the  one-eighth. 

I  asked  Mr.  Carlisle  if  he  would  have  that  drawn,  giving  him  the 
points,  and  he  said  he  would.  I  asked  him  merely  to  save  myself  the 
labor  of  it,  because,  the  data  being  in  the  Treasury  Department,  I 
thought  he  would  be  sure  to  have  all  the  points  covered. 

I  think  the  next  day  I  got  in  the  mail  a  type- written  schedule,  which 
was  just  such  as  I  asked  him  to  have  made,  and  Senator  Vest  and  I 
met  that  morning  and  talked  the  matter  over,  and  determined  that  the 
45  per  cent  would  give  the  refiners  a  larger  margin  than  the  proposed 
schedule  of  40  per  cent  and  one-eightib,  as  we  did  not  intend  to  make 
a  larger  margin  for  the  refiner  than  we  had  already  made. 

We  did  not  report  that  schedule.  I  may  have  taken  the  schedule 
firom  the  Treasury  Department  and  changed  that,  but  that  is  the  only 
instance  in  which  Mr.  Carlisle  has  been  connected  with  the  drawing  up 
of  the  schedule  at  all,  and  he  drew  that  at  my  request,  when  we  had 
under  consideration  the  40  and  45  per  cent  or  the  40  and  one-eighth.  I 
do  not  know  which  way  he  drew  it. 

The  Chaibhan.  This  was  after  the  r^[K)rt  of  the  first  bill  for  specific 
duties! 

Senator  Jones.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was  the  very  day  before  this  last 
proposed  sugar  schedule  was  put  in. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  memorandum  in  existence  f 

Senator  Jones.  I  presume  Mr.  Durfee  hai^  it.  I  sent  for  Mr.  Durfee. 
He  made  these  amendments  and  put  them  in  shape  for  me;  in  fact,  he 
drew  most  of  these  amendments.  I  told  him  to  do  what  I  wanted  done, 
and  I  asked  Mr.  Carlisle  to  draw  the  amendment  just  as  1  would  ask 
Mr.  Durfee. 

The  Chaieman.  Has  Mr.  Carlisle  the  draft! 

Senator  Jones.  I  think  he  has  it,  as  it  was  sent  from  the  Treasury 
Departments  My  impression  is  it  was  made  in  typewriting,  although 
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I  am  not  sure  of  it  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Carlisle  drew  it  or 
wliether  it  was  drawn  by  some  clerk  in  the  Department. 

Senator  Lodge.  This  statement  is  that  the  draft  had  interlineations 
in  Mr.  Carlisle's  handwriting. 

Senator  Jones.  There  is  no  truth  in  it.  There  was  nothing  of  that 
kind  done  at  that  time.  Mr.  Carlisle  never  made  a  proposition  to  ns 
about  the  sugar  schedule.  He  discussed  the  sugar  schedule  by  request 
with  us.  He  was  never  before  the  committee  when  he  was  not  sent 
for.  I  telephoned  for  him  many  a  time,  and  he  came  down,  and  he 
expressed  his  opinion  only  when  his  opinion  was  asked.  He  never 
suggested  to  the  committee  any  particular  schedule  that  should  be 
adopted.  He  never  expressed  or  suggested  a  line  to  the  committee  in 
connection  with  the  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  Lindsay.  This  conversation  in  regard  to  this  particular 
schedule  came  up  in  a  casual  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations with  Mr.  Carlisle! 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  my  impression. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  did  not  come  to  yon  nor  did  you  go  to  him  ? 

Senator  Jones.  !N'o,  sir;  that  is  my  recollection  of  it.  We  simply 
met  in  the  room  while  Senator  Vest  was  there,  and  it  was  simply  a  sug- 
gestion to  put  this  schedule  in,  and  there  were  some  Senators  who 
insisted  that  there  should  be  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar.  I  heard 
Mr.  Carlisle  say  a  number  of  times,  with  reference  to  collections,  that 
the  law  could  be  enforced  on  ad  valorem  and  a  duty  collected  on  sugar 
without  any  diflQculty.  As  to  his  insisting  on  any  particular  conduct 
about  the  collection  of  the  taxes,  there  was  never  any  sort  of  conversa- 
tion at  all.  When  we  were  down  here,  I  asked  him  simply,  as  I  would 
have  asked  Mr.  Durfee  if  he  had  been  present,  to  prepare  that  schedule 
in  the  line  as  indicated,  it  being  understood  then,  and  the  next  morning 
I  would  make  a  recommendation.  I  made  up  the  figures  that  night, 
and  made  up  my  mind  that  40  and  45  per  cent  would  give  the  refiners 
more  margin  than  40  J  would.  When  Senator  Vest  and  I  came  together, 
we  agreed  not  to  recommend  40  and  46  per  cent,  but  we  would  recom- 
mend a  40  and  one-eighth  additional  for  refining. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  an  active  member  of  the  committee  in 
framing  the  bill  presented  to  the  Senate  t 

Senator  Jones,  f  was;  all  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  there  as  often  as  anybody  elset 

Senator  Jones.  I  think  I  was  there  all  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  by  that  after  you  got  well  enough  t 

Senator  Jones.  Yes.  Of  course,  when  I  was  sick  in  bed  1  was  not 
there;  but  Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Mills  were  working  on  the  bill 
when  I  went  up  there.  After  that  I  do  not  think  there  was  anything 
done  on  the  bill  when  I  was  not  present. 

Senator  Allen.  Senator  Vance  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  bill, 
had  he? 

Senator  Jones.  No,  sir. , 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  sick  during  its  preparation,  and  subsequently 
died! 

Senator  Jones.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  statement  is  that  it  was  in  typewriting  with 
interlineations  of  Mr.  Carlisle.  That  is  why  I  asked  you  if  you  remem- 
bered it. 

Senator  Jones.  In  this  last  paper  that  came  here  it  may  be  possible 
that  there  may  have  been  interlineations,  but  if  there  were — well,  yes; 
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I  think  there  were  interlineationB,  and  I  think,  perhaps,  Mr.  Oarlisle 
made  those  interlineations.    I  did  not  recollect  that  at  first. 

My  recollection  is,  that  I  first  asked  Mr.  Oarlisle  to  write  that  sched- 
ule one  way,  either  for  40  and  45  or  for  40^.  I  afterwards  asked  him  to 
write  it  the  other  way.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  when  1  asked  him, 
bat  my  recollection  is  he  made  that  change  from  one  to  the  other.  That 
is  the  schedule  I  talked  about  here.  I  think  that  was  done.  The 
change  was  made  at  my  request,  if  there  was  one  made.  I  think  there 
was  a  change  made  at  my  request. 

Senator  Lodge.  So  you  looked  at  Mr.  Carlisle's  agency  as  simply 
the  manual  agency  Y 

Senator  Jones.  It  was  simply  that,  because  what  Mr.  Carlisle  did 
in  the  matter  I  was  responsible  for;  and  I  think,  if  I  remember  cor- 
rectly, that  there  was  a  change  made  at  my  request,  and  I  tbink  Mr. 
Carlisle  came  with  a  paper  in  his  pocket— a  paper  in  typewriting — as  I 
had  requested,  and  I  asked  him  to  make  the  change  as  it  was  made. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  Mr.  Carlisle  furnish  any  other  statemeat  than 
the  one  you  speak  off 

Senator  Jones.  !No,  sir;  none  whatever. 

SWOEH  TESTHEOHT  07  JOEV  0.  CAEUSLE. 

{May  SI,  1894,) 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  Cablisle.  1  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  have  been  serving  as  such  during  the  present 
session  since  the  4th  of  March  lastf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Since  the  7th  of  March,  1893. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  Monday,  May  14, 1894, 
appeared  the  following  statement: 

Upon  one  occasioD,  some  time  m  Febmary,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room  nnexpectedly  to  all  those  present,  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle,  ms  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  reported  nntil  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
Uis  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  ia  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  oame  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  President's  wisHes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him, 
excited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
accurate  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

"  Gentlemen,  there  is  one  tiling  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.    No 

farty,  or  the  representatives  of  no  parby,  can  afford  to  ienore  honorable  obligations, 
want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar  refining  interests  (I  may  tell  yon  what,  per- 
haps, you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party, 
in  VSdQ,  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
^ven  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
turn  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust 
that  yon  will  pre))are  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in 
some  measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests.'^ 

That  in  substance  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  CarUsle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  that  they  rehpoct  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national  campaign 
committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.    It  vraa  «k'^\^«b 
powerfuUy  pvt.    Mr.  Carliale  aaid  but  little  morel  he  hftd  laid  eiiougk*    Hft  tnxii%dk 
8.  Hep.  457,  pt  2 ^ ! 
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Jttd  Mt  HiA  committee,  ffoing  atray  with  that  aeoreoy  with  which  he  oame,  hat  hefon 
he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which 
he  thought  woum  be  fair  to  the  Government,  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 
Thut  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after,  llie  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secra- 
tary  Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to' the  sugar  sohednloy  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.  Yoor- 
hees's  jkossession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by 
interlineations  had  inserted  the  following  words:  "On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16, 
Dutch  staudaul  and  «n  all.''  After  the  word  *'tAV*ihe  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  ''instead  of 
ou9-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  oent  ad  valorem.'' 

What  statement  have  you  to  make  in  regard  to  thatf 

Mr.  0ASLI8LE.  I  was  absMit  from  the  city  from  the  13th  day  oi  May 
until  last  Tharsday,  a  week  ago  to-day,  and  therefore  saw  none  of  the 
publications,  which  I  understand  have  been  made  by  the  newspapers, 
and  this  is  ^e  Urst  time  I  have  ever  heard  any  of  them  read. 

I  want  to  say  that  so  tar  as  my  having  made  a  secret  visit  to  the 
Committee  <m  Finance  of  the  Senate,  or  tbe  Ways  and  Means  (Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  or  to  any  subcommittee  of  either  of  them,  or  any 
member  of  either  of  them,  it  is  absolutely  false.  I  have  no  recollection 
of  seeing  the  committee  at  all  in  February,  as  I  observe  that  paper 
statt>s.  But  it  is  possible  I  did,  because  I  was  upon  two  or  three  occa- 
sions requested  by  the  subcommittee  having  the  tariff  bill  under  con> 
sidei  ation,  or  some  member  of  it,  sometimes  one  and  sometimes  another, 
to  come  over  to  the  Capitol  and  talk  with  him  upon  the  subject.  But 
I  nearer  upon  a  single  occasion,  with  one  exception  which  I  will  mention 
presently,  api>eared  before  the  subcommittee  or  the  committee  without 
such  a  request. 

As  to  the  statements  sttaibuted  to  me  there  not  one  of  them  was 
ever  made  by  me  to  the  subcommittee,  to  the  committee,  or  to  any 
other  human  being. 

The  Chairman.  Or  anything  like  that  statement? 

Mr.  Cablible.  l^othing  from  which  an  inference  of  that  kind  could 
be  drawn. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  to  them  about  any  con- 
tribution having  been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  to  the  campaign  fund 
of  the  Democratic  parly  t 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  dr. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  never  knew  of  any  such  thing? 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Ko,  sir.  If  you  want  me  to  give  my  information, 
dmved  from  a  member  of  the  committee,  I  will  say  that  the  sugar 
trust  gave  nothing  whatever  to  the  Democratic  campaign  committee. 
That  is  merely  from  hearsay.  I  know  nothing  about  it  personally.  As 
I  remember  the  statement  just  read  by  the  Senator,  it  is  that  this 
occurred  in  February. 

Senator  Lodge.  IJpon  one  occasion  some  time  in  February. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  paid  attention  to  that  as  you  read  it.  Without 
going  into  details  about  it,  I  desire  to  state  in  the  most  emphatic  way 
that  not  a  word  of  it  was  spoken  by  me  tc  anybody  on  any  occasion. 
On  the  morning  of  the  5th  of  May— the  present  month — Senator  Jones, 
of  Arkansas,  who  appeared  to  be  acting  in  the  matter,  and  perhaps  had 
charge  largely  of  the  preparation  of  some  amendments  which  it  was 
supposed  would  be  proposed  to  the  x^Miding  bill,  came  to  my  residence. 
I  found  him  in  my  parlor  when  I  came  down  to  my  breakfast  in  the 
morning,  and  he  told  me  that  the  committee  or  the  subcommittee,  had 
agreed  upon  a  certain  rate  of  duties  for  sugar  to  be  incorporated  in  the 
bill,  in  lieu  of  the  pai*agraph  upon  that  subject  which  was  already  in 
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tbe  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate  by  Senator  Yoorhees,  aud  he  either 
gave  me  ou  a  piece  of  paper  a  brief  memorandam  of  the  new  schedule 
or  paragraph,  or  he  stated  it  to  me,  I  .will  not  be  positive  which. 

At  any  rate,  he  informed  me  what  it  was,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  would 
be  kind  enough  to  p^at  that  in  proper  form  or  have  it  done  at  the  Treas- 
ury Department  I  said  certainly  I  would.  It  was  a  service  that  we 
had  been  doing  very  frequently  during  the  consideration  of  this  bill, 
and  a  service  which,  according  to  my  own  knowledge,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  has  always  done  heretofore  when  tarifi;'  biUs  were  pend- 
ing. 

I  went  down  to  the  Department  and  dictated  to  my  stenographer  the 
paragraph  containing  exactly  the  provisions  which  Senator  Jones  had 
asked  me  to  put  in  it,  and  I  will  reiftd  it  to  the  committee: 

On  or  after  Janaary  first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety -five,  there  shaU  be  levied 
and  collected  on  aU  sngars,  tank  bottoms,  simps  of  oane  joioe  or  of  beet  juice, 
melada,  concentrated  meiada,  or  concrete  and  concentrated  molasses,  a  dnty  of  forty 
per  centani  ad  valorem,  and  upon  all  sugars  above  number  sixteen  Dutch  standard  in 
color  there  shall  be  levied  and  collected  a  duty  of  one-eighth  of  one  cent  per  pound 
m  addition  to  the  said  duty  of  forty  per  centum  ad  valorem:  Provided,  That  aU 
•ngarSy  tank  bottoms,  sirups  of  cane  juice  or  of  beet  juice,  melada,  concentrated 
melada,  concrete  or  concentrated  molasses  which  is  imported  from  or  is  the  product 
of  any  country  which  at  the  time  the  same  is  exported  therefrom  pays,  directly  or 
indirectly,  a  bounty  on  the  export  thereof,  shall  pay  a  duty  of  one-tenth  of  one  cent 
per  ponnd  in  addition  to  the  foregoing  rates. 

After  I  prepared  that  I  looked  at  the  bill  as  it  stood  and  discovered 
what  i>erhaps  I  knew  before,  bat  I  noticed,  at  any  rate,  that  the  duty 
on  molasses  followed  immediately  afterwards,  and  as  Senator  Jones 
had  said  nothing  to  me  about  changing  the  rate  on  molasses,  I  was  at 
a  loss  to  know  what  rate  to  put  iu  on  that  article;  so  I  sent  him  this 
message  by  telephone : 

Treasury  Dkfartmemt, 

WoBkingUm,  May  S,  1894. 
Hon.  J.  K.  Jokes, 

SeiuiU  Chamber: 

Mt  Dkar  Sir  :  Do  yon  propose  to  make  any  change  in  molasses  f  I  will  he  at  th« 
Cipitol  at  half  past  2  o'clock. 

I  dictated  this  note  to  my  stenographer  and  what  I  read  here  is  taken 
from  his  notes.  I  had  my  stenographer  copy  it  to-day.  Senator  Jones 
telephoned  back  that  molasses  was  to  remain  jnst  as  it  was  in  the  bill, 
ADd  therefore  nothing  was  said  in  the  new  amendment  abont  molasses, 
beeaose  this  wonld  go  into  the  sugar  part  of  the  paragraph,  and  the 
molasses  would  stand  as  it  was  before. 

This  statement,  <<I  will  be  at  the  Capitol  at  half  past  2  o'clock,"  was 
in  response  to  a  telephone  message  which  I  had  received  at  the  Depart- 
ment  asking  me  if  I  could  not  come  to  the  comntiittee  and  bring  with 
me  tbe  amendment  which  he  had  asked  me  to  prepare  in  the  morning. 

At  2  o'clock,  or  about  that  time,  I  came  over  here.  I  found  the  com- 
mittee, or  some  members  of  it,  in  the  small  room  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  having  gone  myself  first  to  t^e  Committee  on  Finance,  and 
not  finding  anyone  there  except  a  messenger. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  Senator  Cockrell's  committee  f 

Mr.  Cablisle.  Yes,  sir. 

There  were  in  the  small  room  mentioned  Senator  Vest,  Senator 
Jones,  and  Senator  McPherson,  and  Hon.  C.  B.  Breckinridge,  of 
Arkansas,  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
House;  Mr.  Sharretts,  a  member  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers, 
was  wo  present,  and  I  think  Mr.  Talbott,  who  is  clerk  of  the  Com- 
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mittee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House.  They  seemed  to  be  very 
macli  engaged  in  the  little  room  around  a  table  with  a  number  of  papers 
before  them,  and  after  stopping  a  moment  there  I  stepped  into  the 
larger  room  and  sat  down. 

After  a  few  minutes  Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Jones  came  into  that 
room,  and  I  showed  Senator  Jones  what  I  had  written,  which  was 
exactly  in  accordance  with  my  instructions  from  him  in  the  morning. 
Then  Mr.  Gorman  came  in;  he  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

A  conversation  was  had  about  the  tariff,  and  as  to  how  we  were 
getting  along  with  it,  and  what  would  probably  be  the  result  in  a 
general  way. 

After  talking  some  time  it  was  suggested  by  someone — and  I  am  not 
able  now  to  state  by  whom,  but  certainly  not  by  me,  for  I  made  no 
original  suggestion  about  it — that  instead  of  having  40  per  cent  ad 
valorem  upon  all  sugars,  and  one-eighth  of  a  cent  additional  upon 
sugars  testing  above  16  Dutch  standard  in  color  there  should  be  a 
duty  of  40  per  cent  upon  all  sugars  below  No.  16  Dutch  standard  in 
color  and  45  per  cent  on  all  sugars  above  16  Dutch  standard  in  color, 
the  additional  5  per  cent  being,  as  you  will  observe,  equal  to  one-eighth 
of  the  40  per  cent  on  the  other  grades. 

That  was  talked  about,  and  while  it  was  not  agreed  to — ^because,  as 
I  say,  there  were  only  two  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  present, 
Senator  Jones  and  Senator  Vest — ^it  seenied  to  be  the  impression  that 
they  would  submit  that  kind  of  a  proposition  to  the  committee.  Where- 
upon some  one  of  them  asked  me  if  I  would  not  write  it.  I  said:  '^I 
will  just  take  this  amendment  which  I  have  in  my  hand  and  interline 
it."  In  addition  to  that  they  said  they  wanted  to  put  into  the  amend- 
ment a  clause  in  relation  to  the  Hawaiian  treaty.  They  wanted  to 
insert  a  clause  that  this  schedule  should  not  abrogate  or  in  any  manner 
impair  the  provisions  of  the  Hawaiian  treaty,  and  asked  me  if  I  could 
not  write  that  also. 

I  said:  ^'I  will  just  take  this  paper  and  interline  it."  I  had  to  get 
the  treaty,  and  consequently  I  stepped  into  the  room  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance.  I  fotfnd  there  Mr.  Taylor,  one  of  the  messengers,  and  I 
asked  him  if  they  had  in  that  committee  room  a  book  containing  the 
treaties  between  the  Unjtted  States  and  foreign  governments,  and  he 
said  he  thought  not.  I  asked  him  to  step  down  to  the  room  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  procure  a  copy  of  it  and  bring  it  to 
me,  which  he  did.  He  brought  it  into  the  room  and  handed  it  to  me  as 
I  sat  at  the  table  by  myself.  There  was  nobody  in  there,  unless  Mr. 
Taylor  was  passing  in  and  out,  and  I  made  these  changes,  which  I  will 
now  give  you. 

After  the  words  "all  sugars"  in  line  2, 1  inserted  "not  above  No.  16 
Dutch  standard  in  color  and  on  all,''  so  that  it  would  read: 

On  and  after  January  first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-five,  there  shaU  be  levied 
and  coUected  on  all  sngars,  not  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard  in  color  and  on  aU,  etc. 

And  then  after  the  word  "  duty''  in  line  6,  just  preceding  the  words 
"  of  one-eighth,"  I  erased  down  to  and  including  the  word  "  ad  valo- 
rem," just  before  the  word  "  provided,"  and  inserted  this,  "45  per  cent 
ad  valorem." 

That  is  to  say,  I  took  out  the  part  which  provided  for  one-eighth  of 
a  cent  per  pound  additional,  and  put  in  the  provision  for  46  per  cent 
ad  valorem.    Then  I  added  to  it  in  my  own  handwriting — these  inter 
lineatious  being  also  in  my  own  handwriting — all  the  provisions  now 
contained  in  it  with  regard  to  the  Hawaiian  treaty,  just  as  it  is  to-day. 
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Senator  Dayis.  Just  exactly  as  they  now  stand  Y 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Just  exactly  as  they  now  stand.  The  amendment  as 
it  now  stands  in  the  bill  is  not  exactly  as  I  prepared  it,  for  if  you  had 
the  bill  here  yon  woald  see  that  it  contains  in  line  4,  page  40,  of  the 
amendments  which  were  printed  on  the  7th  of  May,  1894,  these  words: 
"And  upon  all  sugars  which  have  been  discolored.''    It  reads: 

Upon  all  BQgars  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard  in  color,  and  upon  all  sugars  which 
baye  been  discolored,  there  shaU  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  a  duty  of  one-eighth. 

Those  words  were  not  in  any  bill  before  the  6th  of  May,  and  were 
not  in  this  amendment  which  I  prepared. 

The  CHAmMAN.  That  is  on  all  sugars  that  have  been  discolored? 

Mr.  Carlisle.  On  all  sugars  which  have  been  discolored.  How  they 
got  there  I  do  not  know. 

This  was  on  Saturday  evening.  The  gentlemen  of  the  committee 
with  whom  I  had  this  conversation  informed  me  that  they  desired  to 
have  all  these  amendments,  printed  on  Monday,  and  therefore  it  was 
important  that  whatever  they  had  prepared  should  be  in  proper  form 
and  consistent,  and  you  will  observe  that  this  amendment  provides 
"  that  on  and  after  January  1,  1895,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected," 
etc,  whereas  the  clause  in  the  bill  which  preceded  this  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

That  so  much  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  reduce  revenue,  equalize  duties,  and 
for  other  purposes,''  approved  October  first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  as  pro- 
Tides  for  and  authorizes  the  issue  of  licenses  to  produce  sugar,  and  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  bounty  to  producers  of  sugar  from  beets,  sorghum,  or  su^ar  cane  grown 
in  the  United  States,  or  from  maple  or  sap  produced  within  the  United  States,  be, 
aud  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed,  to  take  effect  July  first,  eighteen  hundred  and 
ninety-five,  and  thereafter  it  shaU  be  unlawful,  etc. 

You  will  see,  therefore,  that  unless  that  date  was  changed  the  pro* 
vision  in  here  that  this  duty  should  take  effect  on  the  1st  day  of  Janu- 
ary, 1895,  would  be  inconsistent  with  it,  and  there  would  have  been  a 
period  from  July  1, 1894,  to  January  1, 1895,  when  you  would  have  had 
neither  a  bounty  nor  a  duty  on  sugar. 

After  I  left  the  committee  it  occurred  to  me  that  the  other  date 
ought  to  be  corrected  to  correspond  with  this.  Consequently,  on  Sun- 
day morning — and  this  is  the  only  time  I  ever  went  before  the  com- 
mittee without  a  request — on  Sunday  morning  I  got  into  my  carriage 
and  drove  up  to  Senator  Jones'  house — he  lives  only  a  few  blocks  from 
me— for  the  purpose  of  calling  his  attention  to  this  discrepancy,  in 
order  that  when  they  had  the  amendments  printed  the  next  morning 
they  might  be  consistent. 

I  was  informed  at  his  house  that  he  was  not  there,  but  had  gone  over 
to  the  Capitol,  and  I  then  drove  over  to  the  Capitol.  I  found  there 
Senator  Jones,  Senator  McPherson,  Senator  Vest,  Mr.  Breckinridge, 
Mr.  Sharretts,  and  also,  I  think,  the  clerk  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  but  about  that  I  am  not  certain.  I  went  into  the 
room  and  told  them  what  I  had  come  for;  that  it  had  occurred  to  me 
perhaps  they  might  overlook  it,  and  it  was  a  matter  of  some  conse- 
quence to  have  the  bill  consistent,  and  if  they  made  the  change  from 
the  Ist  of  July  for  the  duty  they  should  also  change  the  date  when 
the  rei>eal  should  take  effect. 

I  do  not  remember  now  who  it  was,  but  someone  thanked  me  for 
calling  attention  to  the  matter;  and  as  I  started  to  go  out  of  the 
committee  room  Senator  Jones  walked  with  me  towards  the  door 
and  said,  "The  last  amendment  which  you  prepared  yCvSterday  after- 
noon has   u^ver  been  submitted  to  the  other  membei'S  of  the  com- 
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mittee  and  will  not  be;  it  has  been  abandoned."  I  said,  <<A1I  rigbt," 
and  walked  out.  That  was  the  amendment  which  changed  the  daty 
to  40  and  45,  and  he  made  the  remark  to  me,  as  I  was  going  ont  of  the 
door,  or  was  going  towards  the  door,  that  it  had  not  been  submitted  to 
tlie  other  members,  and  they  had  abandoned  the  idea  of  submitting  it^ 
and  nothing  more  was  said  about  it  then  or  since. 

Tlie  amendment  which  I  prepared  by  interlineations  in  the  Committee 
on  Finance  I  handed  to  Senator  Jones  as  I  passed  through  going  out 
of  the  Capitol  on  that  Saturday  afternoon  and  I  have  never  seen  it 
since. 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  some  person — I  do  not  know  who  it  is — has 
seen  that  amendment  in  my  handwriting,  undoubtedly;  from  the  state- 
ment which  the  Senator  has  just  read  to  me,  and  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned it  may  be  published  to  the  whole  world  and  read  in  the  Senate 
or  anywhere  else.  It  was  simply  a  compliance  with  the  request  oi 
Senator  Jones  and  the  others  present,  and  on  that  the  writer  has  based 
all  this  statement,  I  presume,  though  he  fixes  the  time  in  February. 
It  was  on  the  5th  day  of  May. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  schedule  in  the  bill,  as  first  reported,  provided 
for  specific  duties,  as  I  understand! 

Mr.  Oablisle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  amendment  which  you  drafted  abandoned  spe- 
cific duties  and  made  them  all  ad  valorem? 

Mr.  Carlisle.  The  first  one  made  part  ad  valorem  and  x^art  specific 
It  was  my  information  from  Senator  Jones  that  they  had  agreed  upon 
that,  and  I  was  asked  to  prepare  it.  The  second  one,  by  interlineationsi 
made  all  the  duty  ad  valorem. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  the  ad  valorem  duties  were 
advocated  by  the  refining  interests? 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  think  they  were.  In  fact,  I  know,  for  both  the  refin- 
ers and  the  planters  talked  to  me  on  the  subject.  I  have  heard  all 
sides  on  this  and  other  questions  involved  in  the  bUl.  From  the  time 
it  started,  as  would  naturally  be  supposed,  everybody  seemed  to  think 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would  have  some  agency  in  the 
preparation  of  the  bill,  and  they  came  to  me  and  talked  with  me  about 
a  great  number  of  things,  about  iron,  steel,  woolen  goods,  cotton  goods, 
guns,  percussion  caps,  screws,  cigarettes,  condensed  milk,  window 
shades,  machinery,  bagging,  and  there  are  perhaps  forty  or  fifty  other 
things  that  people  have  been  to  see  me  about.  I  would  usually  say  to 
them :  ^^  Ton  have  come  to  the  wrong  place;  you  should  go  and  talk  to 
members  of  the  committee."  Sometimes  they  would  say  to  me:  ^^  We 
can  not  get  to  see  them ;  they  are  usually  very  busy." 

On  some  occasions  a  gentleman  would  ask  me -to  give  him  a  note  to 
some  member  of  the  committee,  and  I  would  do  so.  If  a  man  came  to 
me  whom  I  thought  was  a  gentleman  and  asked  me  to  give  him  a  let- 
ter of  introduction  to  any  member  of  the  comndttee,  I  did  it.  I  gave 
a  note  of  introduction  to  M  r.  Mills,  and  I  gave  a  note  to  Senator  Jones 
and  Senator  Vest  and  othcTS.  Whether  the  gentleman  saw  them  or 
not  in  every  case  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  the  representatives  of  the  planters  come  to  see 
you  about  itt 

Mr.  Oablisle.  Several  times,  and  sometimes  in  a  body. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust  oome  to 
you  alsof 

Mr.  Oablisle.  There  have  been  three  gentlemen  to  see  me.  Mr. 
Bearles  came  into  my  office  once,  and  only  once,  so  ftu*  as  1  remember, 
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and  had  some  conversation  aboat  what  he  thought  ought  to  be  pat  on 
sugar.  I  can  not  tell  you  when  he  did  so,  but  I  know  we  had  a  con- 
versation on  that  subject. 

Mr.  Havemeyer  came  into  my  office,  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  who  is 
the  president  of  the  trust,  I  believe.  He  told  me  what  he  thought 
about  it.    He  thought  there  ought  to  be  an  ad  valorem  rate  on  sugan 

Mr.  Henry  R.  Eeed,  of  Boston,  has  been  in  my  office  two  or  three 
times,  perhaps,  and  talked  about  this  matter,  but  I  would  not  under- 
take to  tell  you  specitically  what  either  one  ot  them  said.  They  were 
^reueral  conversations  about  the  tariff  and  the  rates  of  duty  which  they 
thoQght  ought  to  be  imposed  upon  sugar. 

I  had  just  such  conversations  with  other  people  representing  different 
articles  affected  by  the  bill. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  representing  their  own  interests! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  They  were  representing  their  own  interests. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  give  them  letters  of  introduction  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  I  gave  Mr.  Eeed  a 
letter  of  introduction  to  Senator  Jones.  I  gave  Mr.  Havemeyer  a  letter 
of  introduction  to  Mr.  Mills.  Mr.  Havemeyer  stated  that  he  knew  Mr. 
Mills  very  well  himself,  but  he  said,  as  Mr.  Mills  was  very  busy,  he  would 
probably  not  see  him  unless  he  had  a  note  from  me,  and  I  gave  him  a 
note. 

I  do  not  think  he  saw  Senator  Mills.  The  Senator  told  me  after- 
wards he  could  not  see  him.  It  was  only  an  ordinary  note,  which  I 
hope,  if  there  is  any  question  about  it,  will  be  produced  and  published. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Considering  the  relations  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  finance  of  the  country,  would  you  hesitate  or  regard  it 
as  indelicate  to  suggest  any  change  that  you  thought  was  essential  to 
the  financial  interest f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  would  not,  certainly.  But  as  to  the  sugar  schedule 
I  will  say  I  never  made  any  suggestion  about  it.  I  mean  by  that  any 
independent  or  original  suggestion,  any  voluntary  suggestion.  Of 
course,  I  would  not  say  that  in  conference  with  the  gentlemen  of  the 
committee,  when  one  of  them  made  a  suggestion  or  prox>osition,  that  I 
would  not  say  something  on  the  subject,  just  as  the  other  gentlemen 
would;  that  is,  we  woiSd  discuss  it.  JBut  I  never  otherwise  made  a 
suggestion  about  the  sugar  schedule. 

In  farther  answer  to  Senator  Lindsay's  question  I  will  say  that  we 
have  originated  in  the  Treasury  Department  quite  a  number  of  para- 
graphs that  are  in  the  bill  now.  Others  we  have  remodeled,  redrafted| 
in  the  Treasury  Department  upon  our  own  motion,  after  having  seen 
them  in  the  bill  and  coining  to  the  conclusion  that  they  were  inaitifi- 
dally  drawn ;  we  would  reconstruct  them  and  send  them  to  the  com- 
mittee; and  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  has  no  doubt  a 
great  many  letters  from  me  making  suggestions  as  to  the  form  in  which 
tariff  provisions  should  be  put.    It  is  a  very  common  thing. 

(  want  to  say,  further,  that  if  I  am  asked  hereafter  by  the  committee 
to  assist  them  in  the  preparation  of  the  bill  I  intend  to  do  it.  I  con- 
sider it  part  of  my  official  duty  to  do  so  in  matters  which  pertain 
es])eciaUy  to  that  Department. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you  this:  Before  yon  entered  upon  your 
present  office  were  you  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  were  you  not  for  many  years  a  member  of  tha 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  IIoufc»eT 
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Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  longt 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  think  1  was  about  six  years  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House,  perhaps  not  quite  so  long, 
because  I  went  to  the  Senate  from  the  House  while  a  member,  and  I 
was  from  May,  1890,  to  about  the  1st  of  February,  1892,  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  And  from  your  experience  on  those  committees  wa« 
it  unusual  or  necessary  in  the  preparation  of  tariff  bills  to  consult  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  never  knew  a  tariff  bill  to  be  prepared  without 
more  or  less  consultation  with  the  Treasury  Department,  sometimes 
the  Secretary  himself  in  person ;  sometimes  with  other  Treasury  officials 
who  were  supposed  to  have  expert  knowledge  upon  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  within  your  own  knowledge  as  a  member  of 
the  Wavs  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  or  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee  of  the  Senate  a  frequent  occurrence,  or  not,  to  call  ux>on  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  for  assistance  Y 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Oh,  yes.    It  has  always  been,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodqe.  I  miderstood  you  to  say  that  this  amendment  was 
given  by  you  to  Senator  Jones  and  that  Senator  Vest  was  present. 
Did  you  mention  any  other  member  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  at 
that  timeY 

Mr.  Carlisle.  If  you  understood  me  to  say  that  Senator  Vest  was 
present  when  I  handed  it  to  Senator  Jones  you  misunderstood  me. 
Senator  Vest  was  present  when  I  was  asked  to  go  and  prepare  it. 
When  I  returned  from  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  I  was  told  by  the  messenger  at  the  door 
that  the  gentlemen  had  left,  but  that  Senator  Jones  had  gone  down  to 
his  own  room,  which  was  on  the  floor  below,  but  not  out  of  my  way  as 
1  went  out  of  the  building.  I  went  by  Senator  Jones'  room,  stepped  in 
and  handed  him  this  amendment  with  my  interlineations  as  I  have 
already  described,  and  simply  remarked  to  him,  ^^I  have  prepared  this 
as  you  requested,''  and  went  out. 

Senator  Lodge.  During  this  conversation,  before  you  made  the 
interlineations,  were  there  any  other  members  of  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee there  that  you  recall! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  am  quite  certain  there  was  no  other  member  pres- 
ent, although  Senator  McPhersou  was  in  the  other  room,  as  I  have 
stated.  He  wa«  not  in  the  large  room;  1  was  there  but  a  few  minutes. 
My  sole  business  was  to  bring  that  amendment.  After  I  had  brought  it, 
this  conversation  arose  as  to  the  change  of  the  form  of  it,  and  it  was 
not  agreed  to,  as  you  understand.  It  was  only  suggested  that  they 
would  present  that  to  the  other  members  for  their  consideration,  but, 
as  I  was  informed  by  Senator  Jones  the  next  morning,  they  did  not  do  it. 

The  Chairman.  They  abandoned  itt 

Mr.  Carlisle.  They  abandoned  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say,  in  substance,  in  prepar- 
ing this  proposed  amendment  and  making  interlineations  which  you 
made  you  were  simply  acting 

Mr.  Carlisle.  As  the  amanuensis  of  Senator  Jones,  you  might  say. 

Senator  Allen.  That  you  were  simply  acting  for  his  accommodar 
tion,  and  not  acting  otflcially  or  semiofQciallyf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  did  not  make  a  single  suggestion  about  it  when  he 
asked  me  to  prepare  it.  There  was  nothing  in  it  that  was  not  con- 
tained in  substance  in  Senator  Jones's  memorandum,  if  he  gave  me  one 
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in  writing,  or  in  hia  statement  to  me  verbally.    I  merely  took  vrhat  lie 
wanted  and  put  it  in  form. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  was  some  diacsussion,  I  think  yon  said,  in 
regard  to  the  sngar  schedule  while  yon  were  all  standing  there,  before 
you  made  the  interlineations. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Oh,  yes.  I  understood  Senator  Allen  to  be  speaking 
now  about  the  first  amendment.  I  brought  that  over,  and  when  I 
brought  it  over,  as  I  have  said,  this  other  matter  (jame  up,  and  appa- 
rently, if  I  may  use  the  expression,  incidentally  I  presented  this  amend- 
ment, and  we  got  to  talking  about  it  and  the  suggestion  was  made  that 
it  would  be  substantially  the  same  thing  to  put  ad  valorem  all  the  way 
through;  that  is  to  say,  40  percent  on  sugar  below  No.  16  Dutch 
standard,  and  45  per  cent,  which  apparently  is  one-eighth  more,  on 
sugar  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard,  and  that  was  interlined  and  the 
Hawaiian  part  added. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  advise  them  as  to  whether  it  was  better 
to  have  ad  valorem  or  specific  duties! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  have  always  been  in  favor  of  an  ad  valorem  duty, 
but  I  do  not  remember  that  I  gave  them  any  such  opinion  then.  There 
was  very  little  said  about  it.  I  may  say  also  that  1  have  always  been 
in  favor  of  a  moderate  duty  on  sugar  as  a  revenue  article,  and  T  pre- 
pared the  minority  report  on  the  McKinley  bill  against  the  provisions 
putting  sugar  on  the  hree  list. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  have  no  knowl- 
edge,  personal  or  otherwise,  upon  the  subject  of  contributions  by  the 
sugar  trust  to  the  Democratic  campaign  l^d  or  any  other  campaign 
fnnd. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Kot  the  slightest. 

Senator  Allen.  It  may  be  proper  for  me  to  ask  you  in  this  connec- 
tion, whether  either  of  these  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust  in  talk- 
ing with  you  indicated  that  the  Democratic  party  was  under  obligations 
to  them. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Not  the  slightest.  Mr.  Searles,  I  believe,  is  a  Repub- 
lican, and  whether  Mr.  Havemeyer  is  a  Democrat  or  not,  I  do  not  cer- 
tainly know.  I  think  the  Haveraeyers  claim  to  be  Democrats,  both  of 
them.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  Theodore  Havemeyer  and  H,  O. 
Havemeyer  for  a  great  many  years,  having  become  acquainted  with 
them  by  reason  of  my  services  on  these  various  committees  where  mat- 
ters affecting  their  interests  were  frequently  presented,  and  I  never 
heard  either  of  them  say  that  anybody 

The  Chairman.  Did  these  gentlemen  you  have  mentioned  visit  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  when  the  McKinley  bill  was  being 
prepared! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Oh,  yes,  sirj  and  also  when  the  Mills  bill  was  pend- 
ing, and  when  the  Wood  tariff  bill  was  pending  many  years  ago. 
When  the  Morrison  bill  was  pending  the  gentlemen  who  were  to  bo 
affected  by  the  proposed  legislation  were  here. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  visited  the  subcommltte  at  the  Capitol, 
who  was  present  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  have  stated,  as  near  as  I  can  remember,  but  I  will 
repeat  it:  Senator  Jones,  of  Arkansas^  Senator  Yest^  Senator  MoPher- 
son 

Senator  Allen.  This  was  on  the  Sabbath  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir;  on  Sunday  morning,  Mr.  0.  B.  Breckin- 
ridge, of  Arkansas,  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means 
of  ttie  House;  Mr.  Sharretts,  one  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers 
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at  New  York,  but  I  believe  his  home  is  in  Baltimore,  and  I  think  the 
derk  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  but  I  am  not  positive  as 
to  this. 

Senator  Davis.  You  mean  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of 
the  House! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir.  I  am  not  positive  he  was  there  on  Sunday, 
but  I  know  he  was  present  Saturday  afternoon. 

The  Chairman.  Has  he  not  been  working  with  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  the  x>reparation  of  this  billY 

Mr.  Carlisle.  He  has  been  there  several  times  and  is  regarded  as 
an  expert. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  not  the  gentleman  who  was  sitting  beside 
Senator  Vest  during  the  discussion  of  the  tariff  billf 

Mr.  CARLIBX4E.  I  do  not  know  that. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  fact,  however. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  you  this  question,  because  the  article  Sen- 
ator  Lodge  read  indicates  there  was  a  meeting  of  the  members  of  the 
sugar  trust  and  certain  Senators  here  on  Sunday. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  at  that  time  see  Senator  Cafferyf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  see  either  of  the  Havemey ers  or  Mr.  Searles  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir;  I  saw  nobody  about  the  Capitol  except  those 
gentlemen  I  have  mentioned,  and  the  doorkeepers  when  I  entered  the 
Capitol. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  no  passing  of  Senators  from  one  room  to 
another Y 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir.  When  I  came  in  I  asked  the  doorkeeper  if 
he  knew  where  Senator  Jones  was.  I  had  been  informed  at  SenaUH* 
Jones'  house  that  he  was  over  here. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  there  appear  to  be  any  going  to  and  fro  from 
the  committee  rooms  in  the  Capitol! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  did  not  see  anybody  in  the  committee  rooms  or  in 
the  Capitol,  except  those  I  have  ah*eady  mentioned. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  anything  indicate  to  you  that  messengers  were 
sent  from  that  room  and  being  received  into  another  roomf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  saw  nothing  any  more  than  I  have  already  stated. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  meeting  was  only  casual }  it  was  not  arranged  Y 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir;  it  was  voluntary  on  my  part. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  expect  to  see  anybody  but  Senator 
Jones! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  did  not  expect  to  see  anybody  but  Senator  Jones. 
I  supposed  Senator  Jones  was  over  here  in  his  room  at  work  by  him- 
self. When  I  came  here  I  found  the  other  gentlemen.  As  I  have  said, 
I  have  not  seen  any  of  the  witnesses  who  have  testified  here,  and  I 
have  never  seen  any  of  the  testimony  given  here. 

The  Chairmaji.  Has  any  member  of  this  committee  ever  spoken  to 
you  about  what  has  been  going  on  here! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  had  the  slightest  communication 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  written  or  oral,  with  any  membeor  of  thia 
committee. 

The  Chairman.  XTntil  this  moment! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir;  not  until  I  received  your  telephone  message 
a  &w  moments  ago 
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Senator  Ax.len.  Has  any  Senator  wbo  has  been  examined  here  con- 
yersed  with  yout 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  never  had  a  word  with  anybody  wbo  has  been 
examined  before  tiiis  committee — ^nobody,  Senator  nor  anybody  else — 
abont  these  matters.  I  have  not  seen,  except  in  the  newspapers,  any- 
thing that  has  transpired  before  this  committee.  I  have  not  seen  any 
of  the  testimony  taken  here  except  so  far  as  it  may  have  been  pub- 
lished in  the  newspax>ers,  and  perhaps  I  have  seen  only  a  small  portion 
of  that.  I  have  seen  something,  and  naturally  felt  some  little  interest 
in  the  question  presented  here,  whether  you  could  compel  the  gentle^ 
men  ta  disclose  the  names  of  the  x)eopIe  who  have  made  so  many  faise 
statements. 

Senator  Allen.  The  gentleman  who  wrote  the  article  which  Senator 
Lodge  has  read  to  you,  and  about  which  he  has  been  examined — ^^. 
Edinmts  by  name-Hstates  that  he  was  informed  by  a  person  who  was 
present  when  you  made  the  appeal  which  he  states  yon  did  make  to 
the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee,  but  whose  name  he  declines 
to  give  to  the  committee.  That  is  the  way  the  issue  sprang  up. 
Have  yon  any  notion  of  your  own  who  could  have  been  present,  or 
who  could  have  been  his  informantt 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Not  the  slightest,  because  nothing  of  the  sort  ever 
occurred.  The  only  time  I  ever  prepared  an  amendment  to  the  sugar 
sebednle  is  the  one  I  have  detailed,  and  it  was  not  in  February,  but 
in  May. 

Ab  I  stated  at  the  outset,  I  have  no  recollection  now  which  would 
JQStiiy  me  in  saying  whether  I  ever  saw  the  subcommittee  or  any  mem- 
ber of  it  during  the  month  of  February,  but  I  think  it  is  probable  I 
did,  because  occasionally  one  of  them  would  come  to  me  and  talk  about 
the  tariff;  not  esx)ecially  about  the  sugar  schedule,  but  about  all  the 
matters  connected  with  the  tariff  bilL 

Senator  Davis.  The  poli<^f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  The  policy;  yes,  sir.  And  I  was  never  asked  to  do 
anything  with  regard  to  the  sugar  schedule  except  that  one  time. 
The  first  time  I  ever  remember  to  have  been  before  the  subcommittee 
at  aU  was  during  the  x>criod  when  Mr.  Mills  was  serving  on  it,  but  the 
date  I  am  not  able  to  give. 

The  Chatrmak.  You  were  there  by  request  of  some  member  of  the 
eommitteef 

Mr.  Carlisle.  My  recollection  is  I  was  there  at  the  request  of  Sen- 
ator Jones. 

The  Chairkai^.  Do  you  remember  what  was  talked  about  t 

Mr.  Carlisle.  A  great  many  things,  but  1  could  not  undertake  to 
tell  you  what  was  said.    I  have  no  recollection  now  that  anything  was 
said  about  the  sugar  schedule. 
The  Chairman.  Did  you  talk  abont  the  general  policy  t 
Ur.  Carlisle.  Of  course  there  was  a  general  t^  of  what  should 

be  done,  and  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  what  the  strength  of  the  bill 

▼as  in  the  Senate,  and  such  matters  as  Senators,  under  the  dicum- 

■tanoee,  would  naturally  talk  about 
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Senator  Lodob.  You  have  been  heretofore  sworn  and  examined  in 
wis  matter  t 
Beoator  Harris.  I  have. 
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Senator  Loboe.  Yoa  are  a  Democratic  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee! 

Senator  Harris.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  you  have  served  as  such  during  this  Congress f 

Senator  Harris.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Harris,  there  appeared  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press,  Monday,  May  14, 1894,  the  following  statement  : 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in,  perhaps,  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room  unexpectedly  to  aU  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never  been 
ropoi*te(l  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly.  His 
visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed  upon 
one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make  report  of 
what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking  not  so  much  for  Mr. 
Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the  President, 
but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of  those  who 
heard  him  doubted  that  he  ha<l  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing  the  Presi- 
dent's wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him,  excited 
manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially  acoaratOi 
as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

**  Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thiuc  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  yon  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.  No 
party  or  the  representatives  of  no  party  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations. 
I  want  to  say  to  yon  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  yoa  what  per> 
haps  you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  in 
1892  a  very  lar^e  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  yon  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  it  would  be  iufamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
given  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
tui-n  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  tmsi 
that  you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in 
some  measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests.'' 

That  in  substance  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national  campaign 
committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  plea 
powerfully  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more;  he  had  said  enough.  He  turned 
and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  oame,  but 
before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which 
he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in 
Secretary  Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
Yoorhees's  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  bv 
interlineation  had  inserted  the  following  words:  ''On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16, 
Dutch  standard,  and  on  all, "  After  the  word  "  all "  the  printed  form  remained  In 
which  mentiou  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  "instead  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Do  yon  know  of  any  snch  statement  having  been  made  by  Mr.  Oar- 
lisle  to  the  Finance  Committee! 

Senator  Harris.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  snch  statement  having 
been  made  by  Mr.  Carlisle  to  the  Finance  Committee  or  to  anybody 
else,  or  to  any  member  of  the  committee  or  anyone  else,  until  I  heard 
of  that  publication. 

Senator  LoBaE.  Did  you  ever  see  or  hear  of  the  memorandum  there 
referred  tot 

Senator  Harris.  IN'ever,  until  the  reading  of  the  article. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  heard  Mr.  Carlisle  say  anything  to  the 
committee  which  could  be  twisted  or  distorted  in  the  way  it  is  in  that 
article  with  relation  to  the  sugar  trust  contributing  money  to  the  Dem- 
ocratic campaign  fundt 
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Senator  Harris.  I  am  absolutely  confident  that  never  in  my  pres* 
ence  has  he  ever  made  any  such  remark  or  the  remotest  reference  to 
the  sngar  trust  or  anybody  else  contributing  money  to  the  Democratic 
campaign  fund. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  heard  fipom  any  other  member  of  the 
committee  that  such  an  appeal  was  made  to  them  by  Mr.  Carlisle  t 

Senator  Harris.  Never. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  this  further  statement  in  this  article: 

We  hady  apon  the  Sanday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  strikiDg  illnstration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sngar  trost  over  the  Demo^ 
cratio  meoibers  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all-daj-and-half-the-night 
session,  and  npon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratio  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representa- 
tives of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Feyre  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  finance  rooms  and  the  quitters  occupied 
by  the  trust  all  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfying 
Lonisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Demo- 
cratic party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes 
a^inst  the  bill.  It  was  a  q^uestion  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  little  and 
taking  a  little.  At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to 
pieces.  Never  was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the 
committee  rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Cafiery  drafted 
a  schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  the 
ragar  trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who 
saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Sena- 
tor Cafi'ery  had  finished,  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it;  it 
▼as  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victorv 
won,  and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery^s 
handwriting  and  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

Did  that  occar  as  there  described  f 

Senator  Habbis.  Never.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  representative 
of  the  sugar  trust  being  in  the  Capitol  upon  the  occasion  of  any  meet- 
ing of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Senator  Lobge.  You  have  never  seen  any  members  of  the  sugar 
tanstf 

Senator  Harbis.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  personally  met  a  single 
man  connected  with  the  sugar  trust.  If  I  have  ever  met  Mr.  Have- 
meyer I  was  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  it  was  Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  I  may 
8ay  frankly  that  no  sugar-trust  man,  or  no  man  in  the  interest  of  the 
Bugar  trust  has  ever  approached  me  for  one  moment's  conversation  ou 
the  subject. 

I  will  say  further  in  that  connection  that  at  no  time  when  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee  have  met  for  consultation 
have  I  been  aware  of  the  fact  that  there  was  anybody  about  the  Capitol 
who  was  being  consulted  by  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee 
or  any  one  of  them.  Occasionally,  upon  such  consultations,  at  the 
instance  of  myself  or  some  other  member  of  the  committee,  we  have 
wanted  an  expert,  the  presence  of  an  expert  a  few  moments,  to  make 
certain  calculations  or  to  give  certain  information. 

Mr.  Durfee,  who  has  been  an  employ^  of  the  Finance  Conunittee 
ever  since  I  have  been  in  the  Senate,  has  been  frequently  sent  for 
opon  occasions,  and  so  soon  as  we  got  through  with  the  work  wo 
r^oired  hiita  to  do  he  retired,  and  we  went  on  with  our  discussion. 

I  will  also  say  with  regard  to  Mr.  Carlisle,  that  I  do  not  know  of  a 
angle  instance  that  Mr.  Carlisle  has  come  before  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  when  in  consultation,  except,  perhaps,  two  occa- 
sions when  he  has  been  specially  requested  to  come,  because  we  wanted 
to  oonfer  with  him  as  to  what  his  opinion  was  as  to  the  effect  of  a  given 
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proposition,  and  to  confer  with  him  as  to  his  Tiews  as  to  the  policy  of 
patting  this  proposition  in  this  form  or  in  that  form. 

I  remember  one  occasion  wh^  I  know  he  was  invited  by  Senator 
Jones,  and  I  knew  that  Senator  Jones  intended  inviting  him,  because 
we  were  going  to  oonsnlt  him.  Whether  it  was  Sunday  or  some  other 
day  of  the  week  I  do  not  know.  I  know  we  met  for  consultation  on 
one  Sunday,  when  I  can  not  say,  or  even  as  to  what  month  it  was  in; 
bnt  there  were  then  present  Senat(H*  Yoorhees,  Senator  McPherson, 
Senator  Harris,  Senator  Jones,  and  Senator  Vest  I  call  them  in  the 
order  in  which  they  are  arranged  at  the  committee  table,  and  Mr.  Gar- 
lisle  came  to  the  committee  room  at  our  request,  and  we  propounded 
certain  questions  to  him. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  remember  ui>on  what  subject? 

Senator  Hassis.  Upon  the  subject  of  the  polariscopic  or  Dutch 
standard  test  as  to  sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  I  wish  you  would  endeavor  to  recall  what  month  that 
wa«  in. 

Senator  Habbis.  I  should  say  it  was  either  late  in  April  or  early  in 
Hay;  that  would  be  my  impression,  but  my  mind  is  less  reliable  as  to 
dates  than  as  to  anything  else.  But  there  never  was  a  word  said  by 
Mr.  OarUsle  to  any  member  of  the  committee  in  my  presence  about 
the  sugar  trust  or  about  campaign  funds. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  anything  as  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of 
these  allegations  about  contributions  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any  indi- 
vidual or  individuals  in  its  behalf  to  either  of  the  political  parties? 

Senatcnr  Habbis.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  heard  of  them  until  the 
publication  of  this  paper. 

Senator  Davis.  We  are  required  by  this  resolution  to  investigate 
whether  an^  Senator  has  been  investing  in  sugar  stocks  pending  this 
bill.    I  ask  that  question  of  you. 

Senator  Habbis.  I  am  glad  you  did.  I  have  never  invested  a  cent 
or  any  sum  whatever  in  any  such  speculation.  I  never  had  the  slight- 
est shadow  of  interest  in  sugar  stocks,  and,  I  regret  to  say,  or  in  any 
other  stocks. 

S'ow,  I  will  add  the  question  that  was  propounded  to  Mr.  Carlisle  as 
to  those  two  methods  of  testing  sugar,  and  as  to  specific  or  ad  valorem 
duties,  was  simply  one  branch,  when  we  consulted  him  perhaps  about 
a  dozen  difGsrent  things  in  the  metal  and  other  schedules  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  question  being  betweeu  specific  and  ad  valorem 
duties  t 

Senator  Habbis.  The  question  being  between  specific  and.ad  valorem 
duties.    At  least  that  was  one  of  the  questions. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  various  features  of  the 
bill  were  under  discussion,  and  that  was  one  of  themf 

Senator  Habbis.  The  whole  bill  was  before  us  and  we  were  con- 
sidering the  various  items  of  the  bill,  and  I  suppose  we  discussed  items 
of  half  a  dozen  or  mere  schedules. 

Senator  Davis.  With  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury! 

Senator  Habbis.  With  the  Secretary  of  th^  Treasury,  and  he  was 
sent  for  for  the  purpose  of  giving  us  his  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of 
putting  this  schedule  in  this  form  or  in  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  make  any  recommendation  to  you  in  regard 
to  the  sugar  schedule  or  the  mode  of  collecting  sugar  duties  t 

Senator  Habbis.  I^othing  beyond  such  questions  as  we  propounded 
to  the  effect  of  this  method  or  that  method|  or  as  to  the  best  method  in 
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his  opinion  of  ascertainiug  the  saccharine  strength  of  sugar.  The  safest 
method  for  collection. 

TheGHAiRMAN.  Administration  f 

Senator  Harris.  Administration. 

Senator  Dayis.  I  suppose  no  stenographic  notes  of  these  meetings 
were  taken  f 

Senator  Harris.  No,  sir;  it  was  simply  a  conference  between  mem- 
bers of  the  committee.  I  am  sure  we  invited  Mr.  Carlisle  there  upon 
one  occasion. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Garlisle  never  took  occasion  to  remind  the  Dem- 
ocratic members  of  the  obligation  upon  the  Democrats  for  the  campaign 
fund  contributed  by  the  sugar  trust,  as  this  article  indicates  f 

Senator  Harris.  Oh,  no.  He  was  simply  before  the  committee  when 
I  have  been  present  and  responded  to  such  questions  as  members  of 
the  committee  asked  him,  and  it  was  always  upon  the  practical  ques- 
tion  

S^ator  AiiLEN.  It  was  upon  the  general  drift  and  policy  of  the  bill 
and  the  different  leading  items. 

Senator  Harris.  Precisely. 

At  4 :35  o'clock  p.  m.  the  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  Fri- 
day, June  If  18d4y  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


Washington,  D.  0.,  June  i,  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present :  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Lodge, 
Davis,  and  Allen. 

8W0BV  STATEMEHT  OF  JOEH  DeWTTT  WAKHEE. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  member  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatiyes 
of  the  United  States  f 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  From  the  State  of  New  York! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  from  the  New  York  Sun  of  May  28  a 
paragraph  which  is  credited  to  the  New  York  Herald,  and  is  as  follows: 

I  have  information  which  enables  me  to  say  in  the  most  positive  manner  that, 
vhile  the  fight  for  free  sugar  was  going  on  in  the  Hoose  that  resulted  in  the  trust 
Wing  deprived  of  its  protection,  an  attempt  was  made  to  call  off  John  DeWitt 
Wamer,  the  leader  of  tne  opposition  to  the  trusts,  and  he  was  given  to  understand 
tUt  certain  men  of  great  prominence  in  the  Democratic  pa^y  wished  that  the 
>iigar  schedule  should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust,  owing  to  the  aid  given 
by  the  trust  during  the  iSresidential  campaign. 

What  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that  attempt  to  call  you  off  and 
the  reason  given  for  itf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  should  prefer  you  would  put  your  question  a  little 
BK>re  definitely  just  now. 

The  Ghaibhan.  I  have  read  the  paragraph  in  your  hearing.  Is  that 
itatement  correct  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  is  not,  as  referring  to  any  particular  incident  which 
eoold  be  characterized  to  the  extent  assumed  in  the  paragraph. 

The  Ohaibmah.  The  paragraph  states  that  an  attempt  was  made  to 
call  you  off  in  your  opposition,  and  that  you  were  given  to  understand 
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that  certain  men  of  great  prominence  in  the  Democratic*,  pa-^'ty  wished 
that  the  sugar  schedule  should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust, 
owing  to  the  aid  given  by  the  trust  during  the  Presidential  campaign. 
Is  that  true  f 

Mr.  Warner.  It  is  not  true,  so  far  as  I  recall  that  in  any  case  I  was 
assured  or  informed  that  prominent  members  of  the  Democratic  party 
wished  the  duty  to  remain  on  sugar  for  the  reason  that  the  sugar  trust 
had  contributed  to  the  campaign. 

The  Chairman.  What  were  the  reasons  given! 

Mr.  Warner.  So  far  as  the  matter  was  mentioned  in  connection 
with  prominent  members  of  the  Democratic  party  the  reasons  given, 
BO  far  as  they  were  given,  were  that  to  strike  out  the  duty  on  sugar 
would  imperil  the  passage  of  any  tariff  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Who  urged  those  reasons! 

Mr.  Warner.  For  the  present  I  decline  to  state.  I  am  willing  to 
make  an  explanation  later  which  perhaps  may  satisfy  you. 

Senator  Lodge.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question.  Were  you  urged  to 
forego  your  opposition  to  duties  on  sugar  because  of  planters  in  Loui- 
sianaf 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes;  but  I  am  not  sure  as  to  whether  that  was  before 
or  after  the  bill  passed  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  you  urged  to  forego  your  opposition  to  duties 
on  sugar  on  account  of  the  reHnersf 

Mr.  Warner.  I  believe  that  no  one  has  assumed  in  any  conversa- 
tion or  any  communication  with  me  to  represent  or  to  speak  for  the 
refiners. 

Senator  Lodge!  I  mean  for  the  refining  interest.  I  said  the  refiners 
in  opposition  to  the  planters. 

Mr.  Warner.  I  meant  my  opposition  to  be  general. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  planting  interest  on  one  side,  you  understand, 
and  the  refining  interest  on  the  other,  and  I  understand  you  to  say 
l^at  there  was  opposition  to  free  sugar,*  but  what  I  want  to  get  at  is 
whether  that  opposition  came  to  you  on  behalf  of  the  planting  interest 
or  on  behalf  of  the  refining  interest,  or  both. 

Mr.  Warner.  The  particular  matter  to  which  my  attention  was 
called  related  to  the  refining  interest ;  but  I  did  not  understand  that  any 
communication  or  statement  or  suggestion  made  to  me  was  made  by 
those  interests,  or  professedly,  at  least,  in  their  behalf. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  it  suggested  that  in  case  the  duty  was  not  put 
upon  or  retained  upon  sugar  the  refining  interest  would  defeat  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill! 

Mr.  Warner.  That  was  practically  the  suggestion  made,  or  the  effect 
of  sundry  suggestions  made. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  state  who  made  that  suggestion,  or  those 
sundry  suggestions f 

Mr.  Warner.  I  will  not,  although  I  should  be  glad  to  explain  the 
general  circumstances. 

Senator  Davis.  You  decline  to  state  at  present? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  state  at  present. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  in  the  nature  of  a  threat  by  the  persons  who 
communicated  to  you  that  they  would,  or  was  it  an  expression  of  fear 
that  the  result  would  be  the  defeat  of  the  bill  if  protection  was  not  given 
to  the  refining  interests  t 

Mr.  Warner.  In  the  main,  the  latter.  To  a  large  extent  the  sug- 
gestions came  from  those  whom  I  believed  to  be  as  much  interested  in 
free  sugar  and  free  Ixade  as  I  am. 
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The  Chairman.  Were  they  colleagues  of  yours  in  the  House  f 
Mr.  Wabneb.  They  were;  and  that  was  the  explanation  which  I  was 
about  to  give. 
Senator  Davis.  Were  all  these  suggestions  made  by  your  colleagues  t 
Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  tried  to  think  of  that  since  I  was  summoned 
last  evening,  not  knowing  what  the  particular  basis  might  be,  and  yet 
at  the  same  time  receiving  nothing  except  it  was  in  connection  with 
that  matter,  and  so  far  as  I  now  recall  there  is  but  one  case  in  which  a 
suggestion  was  made,  I  mean  anything  direct  that  I  could  put  my 
finger  upon,  by  a  gentleman  not  a  member  of  the  House  at  the  time 
the  bill  was  pending  in  the  House. 
Senator  Davis.  What  suggestion  did  he  makef 
Mr.  Wabneb.  I  will  explain.    The  gentleman  approached  me  in  a 
street  car  after  everyone  else  had  gotten  out,  and  asked  me  if  I  did 
not  recognize  political  obligations  and  so  on,  and  if  I  would  not  pay 
attention  to  the  opinion  of  certain  people — if  they  were  not  people  to 
whose  opinion  I  would  pay  attention.    I  asked  him  whom  he  meant. 
The  Chaibman.  Was  it  a  person  whom  you  knew! 
Mr.  Wabneb.  It  was  not.    It  was  a  man  whom  I  recognized  I  had 
seen.    I  asked  him  what  he  meant.    He  wanted  to  know  if  he  could 
bring  me  proof  that  they  had  contributed  at  a  critical  moment,  whether 
I  would  consider  it. 
Senator  Lindsay.  Contributed  to  what! 
Mr.  Wabneb.  To  Democratic  success  in  ISTew  York. 
Senator  Davis.  Did  he  mention  the  names  of  the  people  t 
Mr.  Wabneb.  He  did  not. 
The  Chaibman.  What  reply  did  you  maket 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  replied  that  I  did  not  think  I  would.    In  fact,  it  was 
a  little  bit  warmer  than  that. 
The  Chaibman.  State  what  you  said. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  told  him  he  was  too  familiar  on  short  acquaintance 
in  making  such  an  acquaintance  as  that.  It  is,  perhaps,  not  fair,  and 
yet  1  will  state  my  impression  at  the  time,  which  I  found  to  be  a  mis- 
taken one,  that  he  was  a  man  whom  I  had  never  before  seen,  and  that 
lie  was  attempting  to  get  information  for  tips  that  were  being  sent  over 
by  some  one  all  the  time  from  here  to  New  York  in  regard  to  influen- 
cing the  stock  market. 
Senator  Davis.  Have  you  seen  him  since  t 

Ur.  Wabneb.  I  afterwards  recalled  that  he  was  a  man  whom  I  have 
met  and  probably  been  introduced  to. 
Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  his  name  now! 
Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not. 
Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  his  business  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  nothing  but  a  general  impression  as  to  his 
Easiness,  which  is  that  he  was  a  lobbyist,  and  that  impression  I  only 
get  from  the  connection  in  which  I  afterwards  remembeored  I  had  been 
introduced  to  him. 
The  Chaibman.  Was  he  in  office  f 

Vi.  Wabneb.  He  was  not;  no,  sir.    I  would  not  say  he  is  not  an 
oidal,  but  my  impression  is  that  he  is  not.    I  do  not  know  his  name. 
Senator  Ai^len.  Do  you  know  his  residence  t 
Mr,  Wabneb.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  recollection  as  lo  his  namat 
Kt.Wabnsb.  I  have  not. 

Senator  AixEN.  I  mean  as  to  ascertaining  his  namat 
Kr.  Wabneb.  I  have  not 
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Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  known  him  lying  around  the 
Oapitol  heret 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  seen  him  once  since.  He  did  not  force  himself 
upon  my  attention  at  all.  I  should  not  have  recalled  him  then  except 
for  the  circumstance,  and  I  had,  I  believe,  seen  him  but  once  before. 

Senator  Allen.  Gould  you  give  a  description  of  the  mant 

Mr.  Warner.  Nothing,  except  that  he  struck  me  as  being  very  well 
dressed,  a  little  excessively  so;  a  man  of  medium  height.  At  least,  he 
did  not  attract  me  as  being  tall  or  short,  and  I  took  him  for  a  man  who 
was  trying  to  get  tips  to  sell.  He  did  not  have  anything  political  or 
anything  else  to  do.  He  was  simply  trying  to  find  out  in  his  way 
whether  there  was  going  to  be  a  stiff  fight  on  sugar,  or  whether  it  was 
to  be  all  over. 

Senator  Allen.  You  said  you  think  he  was  a  lobbyist.  What  bosi- 
ness  did  he  represents 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  no  idea  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  it  he  said  to  you  about  the  sugar  trust 
having  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Warner.  He  did  not  say  they  had.  He  wanted  to  know  if  they 
were  not  men,  or  if  they  were  men — ^I  do  not  now  remember  the  exact 
words — as  to  whom  I  would  be  willing  to  consider  their  opinion  or  fol- 
low their  judgment,  something  of  that  kind,  in  case  I  was  convinced 
that  they  had  materially  contributed  to  Democratic  success  in  New 
York,  and  I  do  not  remember  that  he  added  anything  more.  I  may 
have  cut  him  ^S  a  little  short. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  speaking  then  with  reference  to  the  sugar 
interest  t 

Mr.  Warner.  He  had  prefaced  that  remark  by  saying  that  he  sup- 
posed that  the  sugar  fight  was  over  with,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  sugar  fight  in  the  House t 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  between  the  time  that  theOommittee  of  the 
Whole  took  the  aetion  that  it  did  and  the  time  that  the  bill  was  finally 
voted  in  the  House.  Although  that  is  a  very  strong  impression,  I 
would  not  be  certain  that  it  was  not  after  it  had  passed  the  House.  It 
did  not  make  much  impression  upon  me  at  the  time  and  would  not  now 
except  for  what  has  happened  since. 

I  took  him  as  a  man  who  was  selling  tips,  who  was  getting  tips,  who 
wanted  to  be  able  to  say  so  and  so  is  not  going  ahead,  or  so  and  so  is 
gfmg  ahead,  audi  so  aa. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  this  paragraph  it  says  the  attempt  to  call  off 
John  Warner,  the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  the  trust,  and  you  have 
refeiTcd  to  representations  made  to  you,  sundry  suggestions  by  your 
colleagues  in  the  House  and  elsewhere  in  regard  to  that  opposition, 
and  that  there  wa»  danger  of  the  defeat  of  the  bill — ^wh^ret  In  the 
Senate! 

Mr.  WARNEBb.  AM  thd  time  I  think  it  referred  more  particulariy  to 
the  House  f 

Senator  Lodge.  Danger  of  defeating  the  bill  in  the  Houset 

Mr.  Warner.  Danger  of  defeating  the  bill  in  the  House. 

SeiKator  Lodob.  And  this  dai^er  arose  if  the  House  placed  sugar  on 
the  free  listt 

Mr.  Warner.  Exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  How  wosld  that  endanger  it  in  the  Houset 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  give  my  snrmiflei  but  at  tibe 
■ame  time  it  is  only  a  sunnise. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  respeott 
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Mr.  Wabnbb.  That  there  were  a  n  amber  of  Bepresentatives  who 
wonld  not  vote  for  the  bill  if  sugar  were  put  on  the  free  list,  who  migh^ 
vote  for  the  bill  and  probably  would  vote  for  the  bill  in  case  no  sneh 
amendment  was  made. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  matter  was  presented  in  this 
wwj:  that  there  were  a  number  of  members  of  Congress  who  believed 
that  sugar  was  entitled  either  to  be  taxed  as  a  revenue  product,  or  to 
receive  a  bounty,  and  if  it  got  neither  those  people  would  not  vote  for 
tliebillf 

Mr.  Wabnsb*  That  was  the  character,  or  a  part  of  the  representa- 
tioDS,  to  which  I  alluded. 

Senator  Davis.  There  was  anotiier  part  of  representations  concern- 
ing which  I  asked  you  a  question  a  few  moments  ago  in  regard  to  the 
threat,  impliedly  or  directly  expressed,  that  the  sugar  trust  would  pro- 
ceed to  defeat  this  bill  if  that  was  not  done. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  think  I  was  erroneous  if  I  mentioned  that  the  threat 
had  been  put  in  the  shape  that  the  sugar  trust  would  kiU  the  bill.  I 
do  not  remember  any  such  definite  suggestion  made. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  it  represented  definitely  or  indefinitely  that 
they  would  attenipt  to  kill  the  billf 
Mr.  Wabn£]1«    There  was  little  said  about  the  sugar  trust,  so  far  as 
1  know  or  can  recall  now,  until  the  very  day  ui>on  which  the  bill,  or  the 
day  before  the  bill,  passed  the  House.    There  then  appeared — well,  I 
ooald  hardly  say  that    I  was  informed  that  parties  were  in  town  organ- 
mng  a  vote  to  defeat  the  amendments,  it  being  the  rule,  as  you  are  all 
aware,  in  the  House,  that  any  amendm^it  to  the  bill,  though  ratified 
by  the  Gonmiittee  oi  the  Whole,  passed  by  the  Gommittee  of  the  Whole, 
may  be  made  subject  to  a  separate  vote  in  the  House,  and  the  general 
information,  so  general  that  it  had  not  occurred  to  me  before,  and  I  do 
not  know  now  that  I  could  state  definitely  where  it  came  from,  was 
that  the  trust  people  were  at  work  upon  that  particular  matter. 
Senator  Davis.  Sugar- trust  people  t 

Mr.  Wabnbb.  Sugar- trust  people.  So  Seu*  as  I  could  recaU,  that  is 
the  first  time  that  the  sugar  trust,  as  an  agent  working  in  Congress, 
was  called  definitely  to  my  notice.  I  would  not  say  but  what  sugar 
trost  had  been  mentioned.  I  suppose  it  had  been,  but  that  was  not  the 
burden  of  the  suggestions.   At  tiiat  time  it  was  talked  about  that  there 

wtte  people  in  town 

Senator  Davis.  Were  those  statements  made  to  you  by  your  col- 
leagues in  the  House  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Exclusively  so,  I  think,  although  about  that  I  would 
not  be  sure,  because  they  were  not  so  much  statements  made  to  me  as 
they  were  floating  in  the  air.  As  I  was  interested  in  tiie  matter,  my 
ears  were  a  little  more  open  than  other  people's,  and  I  may  say  that  the 
bst  day,  the  day  befbre  the  bUl  passed,  was  the  day  when  perhaps  the 
tnist,  as  such,  was  more  mentioned  than  any  other  day,  and  that  in 
connection  with  the  telegrams  wMdi  were  being  showered  uiK>n  the 
floose  fkt>m  every  quartor-'— 
Senator  Davib.  Telegrams,  to  what  effectf 

Mr.  Wabnxb.  I  speak  now  from  information,  as  I  did  not  receive 
tty  of  those  telegrams.  But  I  saw  a  gteat  many  telegrams  received 
by  different  members  of  the  House.  Some  of  them  were  receiving,  I 
shonld  say,  10, 16,  or  20  telegrams  a  day.  Others  would  hold  up  tele- 
pams  to  me  and  say :  ^\That  is  what  you  have  gotten  us  into."  I  am 
ffifonned  that  they  received  many  of  them  at  different  hotels. 
The  Ohaibkah.  Were  these  all  in  relation  to  the  sugaar  interest! 
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.  Mr.  W  IlBNEB.  They  were  received  in  the  main,  I  think,  from  whole 
sale  grocers. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  effect  of  those  telegrams  t 

Mr.  Warner,  To  kill  the  free-sugar  ameudmeut;  and  in  that  con- 
nection it  was  explained  and  discussed  in  the  House  as  being  merely 
an  evidence  of  the  closeness  of  relation  between  the  sugar  trust  and 
all  of  these  grocers  who  had  waked  up  so  suddenly. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  receipt  of  those  various  telegrams  from 
wholesale  grocers  did  you  recognize  any  influence  of  the  sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  but  at  the  same  time  I  do  not  want  anybody 
to  take  that  as  evidence. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  your  impressionf 

Mr.  Warner.  That  is  my  impression. 

TheGHAiBMAN.  Were  there  any  telegrams  affecting  provisions  in 
the  bill! 

Mr.  Warner.  Not  that  I  heard  of;  but  at  the  same  time  I  do  not 
think  I  would  be  likely  to  have  heard  of  them. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  receive  applications  from  those  who 
thought  they  were  affected  by  other  schedules  in  the  bill! 

Mr.  Warner.  By  other  schedules!  Oh,  yes;  I  received  plenty  of 
letters  and  telegrams.  What  1  referred  to  were  the  telegrams  appar- 
ently running  on  the  floor  in  a  shower;  these  boys  rushing  around 
with  them,  one  boy  after  another,  saying,  "  I  have  another  one,  Mr. 
Warner,"  and  so  on.  They  brought  some  of  them  to  me  at  first,  and  it 
got  to  be  an  old  story. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  they  show  them  to  you  particularly! 

Mr.  Warner.  Because  they  supposed  I  was  interested  in  the  free- 
sugar  amendment,  and  because  I  had  been  around  the  day  before  hear- 
ing this  rumor  as  to  what  had  been  going  on  to  defeat  the  amendment. 
Perhaps  I  had  been  around  a  day  or  two  before  seeing  whom  we  could 
count  on  in  the  House,  and  organizing  in  that  way.  It  was  not  so 
much  the  result  of  any  inquiry  I  made  in  regard  to  the  telegrams  as  it 
was  a  voluntary  matter  of  people  bringing  telegrams  to  me;  but  it  was 
the  natural  friendly  act  of  those  who  knew  me  to  be  interested,  and 
whom  I  had  been  to  see  about  organizing  the  tariff  in  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  this  statement  in  the  paper  true  that  you  made  a 
special  opposition  to  the  trust! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  remember  the  statement  in  the 
paper. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  simply  refers  to  you  as  leading  the  opposition  to 
the  trust. 

Mr.  Warner.  I  think  what  it  aUudes  to  there  is  that  I  was  the  one 
who  moved  the  amendment  by  which  refined  sugars  were  put  upon  the 
free  list. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  amendment,  of  course,  struck  the  trust! 

Mr.  Warner.  It  did,  I  suppose. 

Senator  Allen.  You  speak  about  the  sugar  trust  organizing  opposi- 
tion to  certain  amendments  when  this  sch^ule  was  under  discussion 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  Warner.  I  was  told  that  there  were  people  organizing  opposition. 

Senator  Allen.  In  this  city! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  names  of  any  of  them! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  heard  but  one  name  men- 
tioned. I  heard  two  names  mentioned,  one  of  them  I  forget,  because 
I  had  occasion  to  remember  that  one  day  shortly  afterward. 
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Senator  Allen.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Searles's  name  mentioned  f 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  did  at  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  recognize  the  name,  however,  nowt 

Mr.  Warner.  Oh,  1  have  known  Mr.  Searles  a  good  many  years. 

Senator  Davis.  What  name  did  you  hear  mentioned! 

Mr.  Warner.  The  one  I  heard  mentioned  was  that  of  Mr.  White, 
the  late  Representative  from  Brooklyn.  He  said  nothing  to  me  nor  I  to 
him. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  S.  B.  White! 

Mr.  Warner.  S.  B.  White;  and  I  may  say  he  was  not  as  active  as 
another  gentleman  I  saw  and  whose  name  was  given  me  at  the  time, 
and  as  to  whom  I  tried  afterward  to  find  out  hik  name,  and  1  should 
like  very  much  to  know  it  now. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  his  name  f 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  do  not  recall  the  namef 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir.  I  was  told  at  the  time,  why,  here  is  "Deaeon 
White  and  so  and  so."  I  did  not  know  who  Deacon  White  was  at  the 
time,  but  it  seems  to  me  the  other  man  was  putting  in  his  work,  what- 
ever he  was  doing — I  do  not  know  what  he  was  doing — a  great  deal 
more  carefully  and  systematically,  and  afterwards  I  wanted  very  much 
to  find  out  who  the  other  man  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  the  other  man! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  had  him  pointed  out  as  a  man  who  was  taking  Con- 
gressmen from  the  lobby  where  the  reporters — where  the  elevator  runs 
up  to  the  press  gallery.  I  was  in  a  hurry,  and  it  never  occurred  to  me 
to  know  Mm  then,  and  I  could  not  describe  his  appearance,  although 
if  the  man  would  suddenly  appear  before  me  I  would  recollect  at  least 
tiiat  I  had  seen  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  the  man  supposed  to  be  interested  in  sugar! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  know  that  this  statement  was  made. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  hear  his  name  at  the  time! 

Mr.  Warner.  The  statement  was  made  as  to  the  extent  of  the  work 
that  the  sugar  trust  was  putting  in.  The  sugar  trust  was  mentioned 
on  that  day. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  hear  this  man's  name  mentioned  at  the 
time! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Would  you  recognize  it  if  you  should  hear  itt 

Mr.  Warner.  I  think  I  should. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  it  Mr.  Searles! 

Mr.  Warner.  It  was  not  that  of  Mr.  Searles. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  it  Henry  B.  Beed! 

Mr.  Warner.  Beed  of  Boston,  you  refer  tot 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes. 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  Mr.  Havemeyerl 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  Joseph  Bickey  ! 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir;  1  do  not  know  Joseph  Bickey.  If  the  name 
had  been  inmiediately  connected  1  might  have  given  it  as  Mr.  Bickey, 
because  I  have  heard  it  frequently. 

The  Chairman.  These  statements,  which  you  say  were  made  to  you 
in  the  House  by  your  colleagues  in  regard  to  the  sugar  schedule,  were 
statements  which  were  urged  upon  you  not  to  put  a  tax  or  a  duty  on 
refined  sugar  which  would  or  might  result  in  the  defeat  of  the  bill! 
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Mr.  Wabner.  Some  of  those  statements  were  such. 

The  Chaibman.  Wl»kt  was  the  nature  of  themf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  The  nature  of  the  statements  was  practically  of  two 
kinds,  one  that  certaio  prominent  Democrats  were  interested,  and  that 
they  were  those  whose  judgment  I  would  presumably  follow;  that  they 
believed  that' the  trust-^not  the  trust,  but  the  refiners — ^I  do  not  know 
that  at  that  time  the  trust  was  much  spoken  of— ^the  reflnetrs  ought  to 
have  a  pretty  good  duty.  A  great  many  of  the  statements  practically 
stopped  at  that.  A  few  of  them  went  further  and  gave  as  a  reason 
that  the  bill  would  be  defeated.  I  do  not  recall  any  particular  case, 
although  there  may  have  been  cases  where  both  those  statements  were 
combined,  and  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  make  an  explanation  it  wi]I| 
I)erhaps,  cover  all  the  circumstances,  which  were  these:  The  free-sugar 
amendment  had  been  moved  and  carried — or  left  in  a  mess  in  the  House, 
rsither — ^in  the  House  one  afbernoon.  A  parliamentary  tangle  had  arisen. 
The  House  was  in  session  that  evening.  I  was  in  great  anxiety  that 
that  parliamentary  tangle  should  be  settled  in  the  way  that  I  wanted 
it.  I  therefore  took  occasion  to  see  on  the  floor  of  the  House  as  many 
as  possible  of  the  members  before  I  left  in  the  afternoon.  I  saw  all  I 
could  during  the  evening.  I  came  over  here  daring  the  evening  ses- 
sion and  saw  all  I  could,  and  the  next  morning  I  came  over  here  l^fore 
the  session  and  saw  every  one  I  could,  and  it  was  not  a  case  of  my 
asking  them,  or  of  them  coming  voluntarily  to  me  and  sjieaking  about 
these  particular  matters.  But  the  matters  were  brought  up  in  a 
firiendly  way  in  connection  with  the  eftbrt  I  was  making  in  attempting 
to  get  them  to  help  me  to  keep  sugar  on  the  free  list,  and  these  matters 
were  mentioned  at  that  time  during  that  day,  and  the  next  day,  mere 
as  a  consideration  for  me  to  take  mto  account  later  when  the  matter 
was  to  come  up  for  consideration  in  the  House.  The  only  difference 
that  I  now  recall  between  the  character  of  the  statements  Mid  sugges- 
tions was  that  they  were  more  voluntary  on  the  part  of  those  who  made 
them,  and  less  induced  or  justified  by  any  seeking  on  my  part  of  them, 
or  assistance  from  anybody. 

The  Ohaibman.  In  these  communications  to  you  of  wMeh  you  have 
spoken,  by  your  colleagues,  were  there  any  that  were  characterized  by 
any  impropriety! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  None  that  of  themselves  were  improper;  none  which 
would  suggest  themselves  to  me  except  the  mere  &ct  that  while  in  the 
earlier  t^k,  the  two  days  I  have  mentioned,  nearly  all  of  these  were 
practically  brought  on  by  myself,  and  to  a  very  large  extent  with  those 
whom  I  considered  my  Mends  and  Mends  of  the  amendment  on  ffee 
sugar. 

The  Ohaibman.  Then  your  reason  for  not  giving  names  is  not  founded 
upon  any  impropriety  in  communications  that  were  made  to  3^uf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  in  any  one  case.  But  I  will  add  in  the  later 
period,  while  there  was  no  one  case  which  I  would  be  justified  as  regard- 
ing as  improper,  they  were  in  a  very  large  measure,  a  very  much  larger 
measure  than  before,  the  result  of  voluntary  suggestions  to  me  of  fstcts 
and  arguments  on  the  part  of  those  who  had  not  been  accustomed  to 
consult  with  me  to  any  particular  extent  and  whose  confidence  to  that 
extent  I  had  not  invited.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  a  caee  which  I 
can  recall  where  there  was  a  suggestion  which  in  itself  could  be 
improper. 

Senator  Davis.  You  were  very  active  in  your  advocacy  of  free  sugart 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  In  the  course  of  the  consideration  of  that  bill  ib  flie 
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Roase,  how  many  times,  as  nearly  as  yon  can  remember,  whether  many 
or  few,  was  it  intimated  to  you  that  persons  interested  in  the  sugar 
interest  had  contributed  to  the  success  of  the  Democratic  party  in  New 
York! 

Mr.  Wabkeb.  a  great  many  times,  although  it  was  in  the  shape 
largfely  of  an  assumption  rather  than  an  intimation,  or  of  even  pretended 
information. 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  stated  as  a  fact,  was  it  nott 

Mr.  Wabiteb.  It  was  more  frequently  assumed.  I  do  not  recall  that 
in  a  single  case  it  was  stated  to  me  as  a  fact  in  the  way  of  information. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  assumption  addressed  to  you  as  a  reason 
or  a  persuasion  why  you  should  withdraw  or  qualify  your  advocacy  of 
free  sugar! 

Mr.  WABNEB.  It  was  not  put  in  that  shape,  with  possibly  one  or 
two  exceptions 

Senator  Davis.  Was  it  put  in  that  connection  as  an  appeal  to  you  to 
cease  or  qualify  your  advocacy  of  free  sugar! 

Mr.  Wabnbb.  Not  except  in  this  way:  That  the  relations  which 
might  be  indicated  by  such  contributions  and  their  acceptance  were 
suggestions  that  I  could  not  hope  to  succeed,  and  would  only  make 
trouble  for  myself  and  my  friends  by  going  ahead. 

Senator  Davis.  That  it  was  intimated  to  you  that  your  political 
fatnre  depended  somewhat  upon  your  caution  in  that  respect,  or  your 
soecess  in  that  measure! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  My  success  in  that  measure. 

Senator  Davis.  When  these  representations  or  assumptions  were 
made  to  you,  it  was  in  connection  with  an  attempt  to  persuade  you 
from  the  position  you  had  theretofore  occupied! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Hardly  so.  Sometimes  it  could  possibly  be  called  an 
attempt — more  frequentiy  tn  a  friendly  way  to  give  me  the  size  of  the 
joh  1  had  gotten  hold  of. 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  made  to  you  by  gentlemen  who  were  opposed 
to  yon  in  your  views  respecting  the  taxation  of  sugar! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  To  some  extent,  but  not  by  any  means  entirely. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  any  of  these  gentlemen  state  when  those  con- 
tributions were  made  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  think  there  was  anything  definite  about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  In  what  campaign  did  you  understand  they  were 
madef 

Mr.  Wabneb.  If  you  ask  me  now  I  would  say  in  the  campaign  of 
1892.  But  I  do  not  recall  anything  in  those  conversations  which  would 
lead  me  to  that  result. 

S^ator  Davis.  The  Presidential  campaign  of  1892! 
,  Mr.  Wabneb.  Well,  the  campaign  of  1892.    So  far  as  I  have  an 
impression  it  was  not  that  it  was  a  special  Presidential  matter  or 
national  committee  matter — ^what,  I  do  not  know,  but  I  gathered  a  good 
deal  about  it 

Senator  Davis.  Did  any  of  these  gentlemen  say  to  whom  those  con- 
tributions had  been  made! 

Mr.  Wabnsb.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Davis.  To  a  committee,  person,  or  what! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  think  not 

Senator  Davis.  Was  the  amount  stated  or  assumed! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  In  one  ease  I  think  the  question  was  asked  me  whether 
Aey  had  given  $300,000  or  not,  or  whether  I  knew  anything  about  it 

Senator  Datis.  What  was  your  reply! 


T2  INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,   ETC. 

Mr.  Warner.  My  reply  was  that  1  did  not  know  anything  about  it; 
that  I  presumed  they  had  given  to  both  sides. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  th&  statement  made  to  you  by  a  colleague  in 
the  House! 

Mr.  Warner.  Tes,  sir;  it  was  not  a  statement. 

Senator  Davis.  An  assumption  or  impression! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  willing  to  give  his  namef 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am  not. 

Senator  Davis.  You  decline  to  do  so  f 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  I  do,  for  the  simple  reason  that  there  is  no 
end  of  gOLDg  into  conversations  between  members  of  the  House  if  it  is 
once  commenced. 

The  Chairman.  We  are  here  charged  with  the  duty  of  inquiring  in 
a  certain  way  how  Senators  are  affected  by  this  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  have  been  thinking  all  the  whUe  that  we  have 
been  investigating  the  House  rather  than  the  Senate. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  this  communication  to  which  you  refer  now 
by  some  member  of  the  House  communicated  to  you  during  the  session 
of  the  House,  or  was  it  at  some  other  time! 

Mr.  Warner.  In  the  main  they  were  during  the  sittings  of  the 
House. 

Senator  Allen.  This  particular  communication  that  you  just  referred 
to,  where  some  member  of  Gougress  told  you  that  the  sugar  interests 
had  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  1892! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  think  that  he  told  me  that.  You  refer  to 
this  communication  last  mentioned.  I  was  asked  if  the  particular  sum 
had  been  mentioned  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  state,  or  do  you  mean  to  say,  that  this 
gentleman  of  whom  you  speak,  this  member  of  the  House,  told  you 
that  a  particular  sum  of  $300,000  had  been  contributed,  or  did  he  ask 
you! 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir;  he  simply  asked  me  whether  I  knew  it,  or  if 
I  had  been  told,  I  am  perfectly  free  to  state  to  everyone  here  the 
impression  I  got  was  not  that  he  was  giving  me  information,  or  not  that 
he  was  urging  anything,  but  he  was  simply  putting  me  on  my  guard  as 
to  matters  that  might  be  raised. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  he  in  favor  of  a  duty  on  sugar! 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir;  I  think  not. 

Seuator  Allen.  Was  this  something  that  occurred  in  the  session  of 
the  House  or  during  a  session  of  the  committee! 

Mr.  Warner.  My  impression  is  that  it  was.  But  you  know  in  the 
House,  unless  something  is  very  important,  we  are  apt  to  stroll  around 
and  sit  in  the  lobby,  and  it  is  pretty  hard  to  distinguish  before  and 
after  sessions. 

Seuator  Allen.  If  this  was  idle  conversation  during  the  session  of 
the  House,  and  no  part  or  parcel  of  the  public  proc^dings,  nor  any 
part  of  the  official  proceedings  of  the  committee,  do  you  claim  that 
that  conversation  to  you  was  privileged! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  make  no  claim  whatever  as  a  member  of  the  House 
to  my  privilege  even  from  attending  the  sessions  of  this  committee. 
But  as  an  honorable  gentleman,  and  a  member  of  the  House,  I  should 
not,  except  upon  such  extraordinary  occasions  as  might  justify  extra- 
ordinary conduct  upon  my  part,  for  one  moment  assume  the  right  of  any- 
one to  interrogate  a  member  of  the  House  as  to  conversations  which 
we  all  have  at  all  times  about  public  business  in  the  House.    It  wooid 


INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERl,  ETC.  73 

be  absolately  destructive  of  the  confidence  which  members  ought  to 
have  iu  each  other  in  the  free  interchange  of  debate. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  want  to  discuss  that  question  at  all;  I 
want  to  make  this  suggestion  to  you,  that  anything  that  does  not  occur 
m  the  nature  of  an  official  communication,  which  is  no  part  or  parcel 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  House — the  official  proceedings— and  is  not 
part  or  parcel  of  the  proceedings  of  your  committee,  are  not  privileged 
to  you,  and  you  are  not  any  more  privileged  to  retain  those  conversa- 
tions than  any  other  private  citizen.   . 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  mean  for  one  moment  to  discuss  the  subject 
with  the  Seuator.    I  meant  to  state,  and  I  will  try  to  do  it  in  a  very 
brief  way,  that  what  is  confidential  is  confidential  irrespective  of  priv- 
ilege, and  will  be  so  regarded  by  me. 
Senator  Allen.  Do  you  now  decline  to  give  this  man's  namet 
Mr.  Warner.  I  most  certainly  do. 
Senator  Allen.  On  what  ground! 

Mr.  Warner.  On  the  ground,  among  others,  that  I  claim  my  privi- 
lege absolutely  against  any  interrogation  by  this  committee;  on  the 
ground,  in  addition,  that  the  friendly  conversations  between  members 
of  the  House  upon  the  basis  of  assumed  mutual  confidence  is  something 
which  can  not  be  gone  into,  and  that  the  practice  in  that  regard  has 
made  a  precedent  which  it  is  to  the  public  interest  to  keep  inviolate. 

Senator  Davis.  Of  course,  these  communications  were  not  given  to 
yoQ  with  an  intent  to  communicate  to  anybody  elsef 
Mr.  Warner.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Davis.  There  is  a  distinction  between  such  communications 
and  those  addressed  to  newspaper  corresxK>ndent8f 
Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  entirely. 
Senator  Davis.  You  take  that  position! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  newspaper  correspondents. 
Senator  Allen.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  statement  of  this  mem- 
ber of  Congress  to  you  that  you  speak  of  was  more  in  the  nature  of  an 
inquiry  upon  his  part  than  a  statement  of  fact,  why  do  you  secrete  his 
Damof 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  secreted  nothing.  I  have  simply  declined  to 
go  farther  in  that  particidar  matter  in  the  direction  you  suggest. 

Senator  Allen.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  his  remark  to  you  was  in 
the  nature  of  a  query  for  information,  and  he  did  not  purport  to  have 
Any  knowledge  of  the  matter  himself,  but  simply  inquiring  what  you 
knew  about  it,  why  should  you  refdse  to  divulge  his  name! 

Mr,  Warner.  I  do  not  consider  myself  called  upon  to  give  my 
motive  after  I  have  given  the  reasons;  but  I  will  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  I  have  already  explained  that  I  did  not  con- 
^derthe  question  as  a  query  seeking  information,  or  as  a  direct  state- 
ment giving  information,  but  rather  as  a  friendly  suggestion  to  myself 
K  to  something  which,  whether  existing  or  not,  it  was  well  for  me  to 
keep  in  mind  and  look  out  for. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  the  failure  to  give  his  name  under  these  cir* 
cnmstauces,  I  think,  would  authorize  the  deduction  that  he  was  pos- 
ited of  some  information  which  the  committee  ought  to  have. 
Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  think  he  was. 
The  Chairman.  Did  he  profess  to  have  any  information  t 
Mr.  Warner.  He  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  This  article,  published  in  the  New  York  Sun,  of 
^^7  28,  to  which  your  attention  has  been  called,  purports  to  be  the 
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result  of  the  work  of  a  correspondent  of  that  paper;  do  you  know  who 
the  Washington  correspondent  of  that  paper  isf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  know  who  are  the  correspondents  of  the  Son  and 
of  the  Herald. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  know  the  particolar  author  of  this  articlef 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not,  except  by  inference. 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  may  state,  if  you  know,  any  facts  in  connection 
herewith. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No  ;  I  shall  certainly  not  state.  There  is  no  particular 
reason  why  I  should  state.  I  simply  do  not  know,  as  I  say,  except  by 
inference. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  any  information  such  as  contained  in  this  article 
given  out  by  you  to  any  correspondent  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No,  except  in  this  way.  A  correspondent  or  several 
correspondents  have  from  time  to  time  asked  me,  aa  I  presume  they 
have  asked  other  members,  as  to  matters  of  this  kind,  what  was  going 
on  in  the  House  ever  since  the  sugar  matter  arose  in  the  House.  I  was 
a  little  surprised  at  the  publication  of  that,  but  upon  reflection  I  recall 
that  a  correspondent  had  asked  me  a  question  not  quite  like  that,  but 
something  like  that,  and  wanted  to  know  if  he  could  publish  it.  I  said 
no;  I  did  not  care  about  being  interviewed  upon  the  matter. 

I  was  about  to  say  he  called  my  attention  to  it.  He  rather  did  not. 
He  may  have  thought  that  was  a  fair  inference  or  something  of  the  kind 
from  other  things  I  had  told  him.  I  used  some  conversation  like  this: 
*^  You  will  have  to  be  responsible  for  anything  you  state.  I  do  not  care 
to  be  interviewed  upon  that  subject;"  and,  upon  recalling  that,  which 
made  no  impression  upon  me  at  the  time,  it  did  not  seem  to  me  quite  so 
much  of  a  surprise  or  breach  of  courtesy  as  it  otherwise  might  have. 

Senator  Allen.  This  correspondent  says  : 

I  haye  information  which  enables  me  to  say  in  the  most  positive  manner  that  while 
the  fight  for  free  sugar  was  going  on  in  the  House  that  resulted  in  the  trust  being 
deprived  of  its  protection,  an  attempt  was  made  to  caU  off  John  DeWitt  Warner, 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  the  trusts,  and  he  was  given  to  understand  that  cei  - 
tain  men  of  great  prominence  in  the  Democratic  party  wished  that  the  sugar  sched- 
ule should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust,  owing  to  the  aid  given  by  the  trust 
during  the  Presidential  campaign. 

i^ow,  I  will  ask  you  if  any  attempt  was  made  during  the  consideration 
of  that  sugar  schedule  to  <<call  you  off,"  to  use  the  language  of  this 
article! 

Mr.  Wabneh.  I  have  already  explained  that  there  was  no  incident 
to  which  that  statement  as  a  whole  could  truthfully  apply. 

Senator  Allen.  This  article  was  not  by  authori^t 

Mr.  Warner.  It  was  not. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  adednctionof  some  correspondent  or  some  other 
person  t 

Mr.  Warner.  Exactly.  I  do  not  know  where  he  got  his  information. 
To  a  certain  extent  he  may  have  inferred  it  from  what  he  heard  me  say 
before,  or  he  may  have  heard  it  from  members  of  the  House  with  whom 
I  talked  in  confidence. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  you  given  to  understand  that  any  men  of 
prominence  in  the  Democratic  party  wished  that  the  sugar  schedule 
should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  think  the  trust  was  mentioned  m  that  con- 
nection. I  believe  that  I  have  already  stated,  and  it  is  the  fact,  that 
some  of  the  suggestions,  inquiries,  and  intimations  did  intimate  or 
raise  a  query,  and  I  do  not  know  that  either  would  be  too  strong,  that 
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prominent  men  in  the  Demoeratic  party  did  wish  the  dnty  left,  and 
were  startled  and  annoyed  at  the  coarse  I  was  taking. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  the  reason  assigned  for  that  that  the  sugai 
trust  had  contributed  money  daring  the  Presidential  campaign  to  the 
Democratic  party  f 

Mr.  Wabhbe.  I  do  not  recall  that  the  two  things  were  put  directly 
toother. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  tiiese  prominent  men,  as  you  now  recall 
themf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  decline  to  state,  and  I  wish  to  add  one  thing  to  my 
Iffevioos  answer:  If  the  eases  that  I  now  recidl,  and  I  think  they  cover 
all  the  important  ones,  I  say  it  broadly,  that  I  did  not  believe  it,  and 
that  those  gentlemen  knew  perfectly  well  how  to  reach  me  and  knew 
tiiAt  I  would  have  every  consideration  for  them,  and  until  they  did  sug- 
gest something  I  should  not  believe  it,  and  in  the  more  promineirt 
oases,  indeed,  I  think  I  can  say  in  all  of  them,  except  some  of  them  may 
have  been  so  casual  that  they  passed  off,  without  that  I  was  assured 
by  tiie  iMurty  that  he  did  not  know  any  such  thing,  but  that  he  heard 
BO  and  inferred  so  and  thought  it  was  proper  to  tell  me  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  the  great  men,  the  certain  men  of  great 
prominence  in  the  Democratic  party  who  wished  that  the  sugar  sched- 
ule should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  know  of  anyone. 

Senator  Allen.  Whose  name  was  suggested  to  yoat 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  And  for  what  reason! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  There  was  no  ease  in  which  my  informant  professed 
to  know  any  such  thing.  In  every  case  in  which  the  question  was 
raised  my  informant  said  he  did  not  know  it  and  did  not  care  to  drag 
into  this  matter  the  name  of  any  man,  prominent  or  otherwise,  under 
>oeh  eonditioBfi. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  your  informant  give  you  names! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  INames  were  mentioned. 

Senator  Allen.  More  than  one  namet 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  how  many  names  were  given  to  yout 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  the  names  of  'Senators  among  these! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  at  that  time. 

Senator  LoDaE.  At  any  time! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Senator  Lodge,  if  I  should  state  no,  it  would  be  an 
evasion.  If  I  should  state  yes,  I  should  have  to  depend  just  as  I  have 
ia  the  description  I  have  given  yon  of  this  other  matter,  upon  what 
were  inlbreQces  from  friendly  conversations. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  there  anything  in  these  communications  in  the 
fine  about  which  Senator  Allen  was  asking,  and  about  which  you  have 
just  been  speaking,  in  which  the  names  of  prominent  Democratic 
officials  were  mentioned,  that  purported  to  be  direct  information  that 
they  wished  the  sugar  schedule  should  contain  some  protection  to  the 
tmt! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  was  disavowed  every  time. 

The  Chaibman.  That  they  wished  sugar  to  be  protected  on  account 
of  contributions  from  the  sugar  interest  to  the  Democratic  party! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No,  sir. 

The  Ohateman.  Did  any  of  those  persons  who  so  talked  with  you 
ttd  mentioned  those  names  profess  to  have  any  such  information  ! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No,  sir.    In  fact,  they'  disavowed  it  pretty  piom]^tVs 
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in  every  case  where  I  recall  the  conversation  was  important  enough 
for  me  to  stop,  and,  as  yon  may  say,  argue  or  dispute  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  anything  more  than  the  reports  that  have 
been  going  around  the  Capitol  and  through  the  columns  of  the  press 
in  the  last  two  months  in  that  regard! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  should  put  it  at  a  little  more  than  that.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  there  was  not  anything  more  told  than  in  the  reports. 
What  I  mean  to  say  is,  I  still  think  a  member  would  have  seriously 
reminded  me  of  reports  which  were  occurring  in  regard  to  matters  as 
to  which  my  own  interest  would  take  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  profess  to  have  any  more  knowledge  for 
their  statement  than  was  hsLCk  of  their  reports! 

Mr.  Warner.  Very  promptly  upon  my  stating  that  I  did  not  believe 
it,  I  think  they  said  in  each  case  that  they  did  not  know  it,  and  did 
not  assume  to  have  any  authority. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  these  men  that  were  mentioned  to  you,  whose 
names  you  refuse  to  disclose,  officers  of  this  Gk>vemmentt 

Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  answer.  I  do  not  proi>o8e  to  tell  men  by 
process  of  inclusion  any  more  than  I  do  by  exclusion. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  do  they  reside! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  This  correspondent  says,  "  I  saw  Mr.  Warner  at  the 
Capitol  to-day,  but  he  declined  to  be  interviewed  at  this  time."  That 
is,  the  26th  of  the  present  month.  Do  those  words  enable  you  to  iden- 
tify the  press  correspondent!  Do  yon  recall  having  an  interview  with 
some  reporter  on  that  day  at  the  Capitol! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  mean  to  mislead  the  Senator.  That  is  not  a 
Sun  report. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  a  New  York  Herald  report. 

Mr.  Warner.  Independently  it  would  not  occur  to  me  that  I  could 
recall;  but  there  are  very  few  days  in  which,  for  one  reason  or  another, 
I  am  not  likely  to  see  at  least  two  representatives  and  sometimes  more 
of  the  Herald.  As  regards  certain  matters,  they  are  apt  to  ask  what 
this  schedule  means,  or  whether  such  a  figure  is  right,  in  regard  to  cer- 
tain tariff  matters.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  do  not  pretend  to  dis- 
avow my  impression  in  regard  to  that  particular  matter,  and  I  do  not 
wish  my  present  answer  to  be  considered  as  a  modification  of  what  I 
have  stated  alfall.  But  as  to  whether  I  recall  an  interview,  that  especial 
interview  with  the  Herald  reporter  on  that  day,  I  will  say  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  me  to  do  so  for  the  reason  I  have  given. 

Senator  Allen.  You  realize,  of  course,  that  if  you  will  give  us  the 
name  of  this  member  of  Congress  who  communicated  these  facts,  or 
these  statements  to  you,  that  it  might  enable  us  to  make  this  inquiry 
efi'ectual  and  ascertain  from  him  what  he  knows  about  the  fieu^tst 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  realize  any  such  thing. 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  do  not  realize  any  such  thing! 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  realize  that  that  is  possible! 

Mr.  Warner.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Why  not! 

Mr.  Warner.  The  impression  left  upon  my  mind  was  that  the  gen- 
tleman knew  no  more  about  the  matter  than  I  did.  He  certainly  gave 
me  such  an  impression. 

Senator  Allen.  If  that  be  true,  do  you  not  think  it  wonld  be  advis- 
able to  give  his  name,  so  that  we  can  ascertain  from  him  what,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  does  know! 

Mr.  Wabiteb.  I  do  not. 
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Senator  Allen.  And  you  decline  to  disclose  bis  name,  notwithstand* 
ing  that  fact  might  result  in  a  failure  to  get  proper  evidence  as  to  the  use 
of  money  in  the  campaign! 

Mr.  Warner.  Notwithstanding  the  Senator  professes  to  have  such 
an  impression,  I  have  no  such  impression. 

Senator  Allen.  Notwithstanding  the  disclosure  of  his  name  and  his 
examination  might  lead  m  to  some  pertinent  facts  in  this  inquiry? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  believe  it  would. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  ask  you  whether  you  believe  it  would  or  not; 
trot  you  decline  to  give  his  name,  notwithstanding,  possibly,  by  disclos- 
iDg  his  name  an  examination  of  him  by  this  committee  might  lead  to 
the  discovery  of  some  facts  pertinent  to  this  inquiry! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  think  I  now  understand  your  question.  If  I  believed 
that  anything  I  could  do  or  say  would  lead  to  this  committee  finding 
out  the  facts  about  the  matters  about  which  it  is  investigating,  I  would 
do  anything  short  of  perjury  or  murder  to  do  it. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  there,  then,  in  the  nature  of  the  commnni- 
eation  he  made  to  you  that  would  induce  you  to  say  here  that  you  will 
not  give  his  namet 

Mr.  Warner.  I  will  state  the  reason  I  have  in  my  mind.  There  may 
be  others,  in  addition  to  my  reason — the  question  of  my  own  riglits  in 
the  matter.  If  a  Congressman  is  understood  to  consult  with  his  fellows 
in  a  friendly  way  about  matters  of  legislation  and  to  receive  friendly 
wggeations  under  the  condition  that  whenever  anybody  wants  to 
inquire  in  regard  to  anything  which  anybody  else  would  think  he  would 
like  to  look  into,  and  in  that  way  that  he  shall  attempt  to  recall  and 
reveal  everything  that  has  thus  been  talked  about,  and  the  authors  and 
every  one  who  has  said  this,  that,  or  the  other  thing  would  almost  be 
certain  of  getting  everything  mixed  up  and  bringing  in  the  wrong  man 
in  a  matter  where  no  particular  attempt  is  made  to  know  matters,  it 
would  absolutely  destroy  all  of  that  mutual  confidence  which  is  neces- 
sary for  us  in  the  orderly  conduct  of  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  Suppose  this  man  had  said  to  you  that  he  knew  as 
a  matter  of  fact  that  money  had  been  put  into  the  campaign  fundi 

Mr.  Warner.  If  he  had  told  me  that  I  should  have  asked  him 
about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  if  he  knew  facts  that  would  lead  to  the  dis- 
covery of  the  truth  with  reference  to  that  matter,  would  you  regard 
such  a  communication  from  him  to  you  as  privileged  f 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  this  man,  John  E.  Searles,  do  yout 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  not  seen  him  for  about  ten  years. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  who  he  is  and  what  he  is! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  did  know  a  John  E.  Searles,  who  I  think  was  the 
managrer  of  the  Havemeyer  Eefining  Company  in  WaU  street,  New 
York  City,  back  in  1885,  when  I  had  occasion  to  see  a  good  deal  of  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  that  man  here  this  winter! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  his  being  here! 

Hr.  Warner.  In  the  sense  of  i>ersonal  knowledge,  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  heard  from  others! 

Mr.  Wabner.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  heard  say. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  what  his  particular  business  is! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  always  understood  that  he  was  the  treasurer 
tnd  secretary  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  not  true  that  his  business  is  to  attend  sessions 
of  Congress  and  look  after  legislative  interests! 
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Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  except  what  I  have  generally  seen  in  the  papers 
and  perhaps  one  statement  in  the  Kew  York  papers. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  Thomas  Dolan,  of  Philadelphia  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  know  him  by  sight.  If  I  should  see  him  I  should 
know  him. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  he  the  president  of  the  Manufacturers'  Glubf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  presume  he  is  the  president  of  the  Manufacturers' 
Club. 

Senator  Lindsay.  More  or  less  of  the  manufacturers  in  the  United 
States  are  interested  in  pending  tariff  legislation  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  presume  so. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  often  have  you  seen  Thomas  Dolan  this 
winter? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  not  seen  him  at  all. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  heard  of  his  being  herel 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Kot  of  my  own  information.  I  think  I  have  heafd 
people  speak  of  Tom  Dolan  being  down  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  the  same  way  you  have  heard  that  Mr.  Searlea 
was  heref 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  at  a  dinner  I  heard  somebody  say 
Tom  Dolan  was  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  Tom  Dolan  give  the  dinner  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  know.    It  was  simply  a  social  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So  far  as  you  know  have  not  people  intei*ested  in 
tarift  matters  been  around  the  Capitol  every  week  this  winter  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  had  a  levee  myself  several  weeks  ago. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  may  not  these  gentlemen  be  here  for  per- 
fectly legitimate  purposes  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No  doubt  they  are. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  that  this  money  which  was 
contributed,  if  contributed  at  all,  for  campaign  pur])oses,  was  contrib- 
uted before  the  Presidential  nomination  or  afterwards  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  never  occurred  to  me  to  think  of  it  except  as  con- 
tributed afterwards.  I  think  I  can  say  that  I  never  heard  any  sug- 
gestion of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  910,000  given  by  the  sugar 
trust  to  what  was  known  as  the  anti-snapper  movement  in  New  York. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  think  there  is  something  mentioned  of  that  in  the 
press  reports,  but  that  is  all  the  authority  I  have  for  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  nothing  to  lead  you  to  believe  it  was  true 
or  false  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  know  it  to  be  false  because  I  was  interested  in  that 
movement  myself,  and  had  occasion  to  know  from  time  to  time  numer- 
ous contributions,  and  I  assure  you  that  anything  over  95,000  was 
noised  around,  but  I  never  heard  of  any  contribution  anything  like  the 
size  of  910,000. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  ever  suggested  or  intimated  to  you  in  any 
form  that  your  course  with  reference  to  the  sugar  schedule  might 
arouse  the  enmity  of  the  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  except  from  personal  friends  and  acquatntances, 
and  so  on,  and  that  in  a  casual  sort  of  a  way,  generally  speiaking. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  they  persons  who  were  familiar,  or  would  be 
likely  to  be  fiimiliar  with  the  methods  of  the  sugar  trust  t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  particularly. 

(At  12  o'clock  m.  the  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  morning, 
June  4y  ISMj  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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Mr.  Obat,  from  the  Special  Oommittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT. 

Washinoton,  D.  0.,  June  5, 1894. 

The  oommittee  met  parsnant  to  adjournment. 

PrMent:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWOBV  TESTIMOBfT  OF  WALTER  OASTOH. 

The  Ghaibuaic.  What  is  your  agef 

Mr.  OA8TOK.  I  am  44  years  just  past. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  is  your  residencel 

Mr.  Gaston.  Wilkesbarre,  Pa. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  is  your  occupation  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  the  general  manager  of  the  Hazard  Manufkctur- 
ing  Company,  and  wire-rope  manufacturer,  not  wire  manufacturer,  as 
stated  in  the  newspaper. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  a  letter  published  in  the  New  York  Mail  and 
Express  of  date  May  19,  1894,  written  by  a  certain  John  S.  Shriver, 
there  is  the  following: 

Jost  here  it  may  be  weU  to  give  a  little  incident  in  the  proceedinin  of  the  last  few 
weeks  In  which  the  sugar  trust  has  taken  snch  a  prominent  part.  The  headquarters 
of  the  officials  of  the  tmst  have  been  in  a  certain  room  of  the  Arlington  Hotel.  The 
Bight  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the  trust 
Bmst  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  bill  would  be  killed  there  happened  to  be  in  the 
next  room  to  the  sugar-trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  place  not  far  from 
Kew  York.  He  had  come  to  Washin^^n  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
Dittee  to  change  its  schednle  in  which  he  was  interested,  and  worn  out  with  his 
▼lin  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  "  trinmyirate"  in  charge 
•f  the  bilL  he  had  retired  to  his  room. 

He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud  talking  in  the  sugar-trust  parlor 
attracted  his  attention.  He  tiled  to  sleep,  but  slumber  was  impossible.  The  voices 
next  door  grew  lender  and  more  yiolent  as  the  night  proceeded.  He  distinctly  dis- 
tininiished  the  Yoieea  of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew,  and  also  those 
of  the  sngar-tmet  magnatsi.  It  was  nearly  morning  when  the  conference  broke  up, 
end  the  wire  mannfacturer  was  at  last  allowed  to  fall  asleep.  He  did  not,  however, 
renuiin  in  bed  long  after  the  snn  was  up,  because  what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him 
too  good  news. 

Bnght  and  early  ha  was  down  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  and  telling  his  friends, 
iBong  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen,  that  he  knew  the  Wilson  bill  would  never 
ptm.  He  made  no  secret  of  now  he  got  his  information,  and  even  told  the  names 
of  the  Senators  who  had  been  in  the  room  next  to  him  nearly  all  night.  The  wire 
Banufaetnrer  did  not  linger  aboat  Washington,  but  returned  to  his  home  f\illy  sat- 
isfled  that  there  was  no  use  for  his  remaining  any  longer  to  eee  the  Democratio 
FlaaDee  Committee. 
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Do  yoa  know  whether  yon  are  the  person  referred  to  in  that  letter  as 
a  certain  wire  mannfacturerf 

Mr.  Oaston.  I  am  the  man  who  occupied  the  room  from  the  6th  to 
the  9th  of  March  of  that  year,  and  also  from  the  8th  to  the  10th  of  May. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  yoa  occupied  that  room  on  either  occasion, 
did  anything  like  that  occur  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  Let  me  make  a  statement  first,  and  then  ask  me  ques- 
tions. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  please. 

Mr.  Gaston.  With  the  exception  of  the  fact  that  I  was  in  the  room, 
that  I  overheard  a  conversation  on  sugar,  that  I  told  a  Congressman 
next  morning  from  what  I  heard  that  I  did  not  believe  the  W  ilson  bill 
would  pass,  nor  any  other  tariff,  imless  a  better  bill,  it  is  absolutely 
manufactured  out  of  whole  cloth — absolutely  false  from  beginning  to 
end? 

The  Chairman.  With  those  exceptions,  this  paragraph  is  entirely 
fJBdse  from  beginning  to  end f 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  is  entirely  and  absolutely  false  from  beginning  to 
end  In  telling  this  Congressman — we  had  confidential  relations  together 
for  some  time— I  told  him  this  in  pure  confidence,  without  giving  him 
details.  I  told  him  that  no  Senators  had  been  in  the  room.  I  mentioned 
nobody.  I  simply  told  him  that  from  a  sugar  conversation  the  night 
before  in  an  adjoining  room,  I  did  not  believe  the  Wilson  bill  would  pass, 
nor  any  tariff  bill  unless  a  much  more  favorable  bill  for  the  various 
industries  of  the  country  were  framed.    That  I  will  admit. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  it  that  you  were  in  this  room  and  over- 
heard the  conversation  you  have  just  alluded  tof 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  came  to  WashiDgton  the  night  of  the  6th  of  March. 
I  was  engaged  in  our  own  tariff  matters  in  which  I  was  interested,  and 
some  other  schedules. 

The  Chairman.  What  schedule  was  thatf 

Mr.  Gaston.  My  schedule  is  what  is  known  as  the  wire  schedule  in 
the  metal  schedule.  I  was  interested  in  some  others,  but  indirectly. 
I  had  been  spending  most  of  my  time  in  Washington  since  November 
last.  I  was  up  all  that  night  of  the  6th  and  worked  hard  the  following 
day.  I  went  into  my  room  at  8  o'clock  in  the  evening  and  wanted  to 
sleep.  The  hotel  was  crowded  at  the  time  and  I  believe  they  gave  me 
a  room  that  had  been  occupied  by  Miss  TerrilL 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  Mr.  Terrill! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  Miss  Terrill,  a  daughter  of  Mr.  Terrill.  Mr. 
Terrill  was  known  as  a  member  of  the  sugar  trust,  and  had  a  suite  of 
apartments,  rooms  33, 34,  and  35.  As  I  say,  I  was  so  tired  that  I  went 
to  bed  without  striking  a  light,  and  fell  asleep.  I  was  awakened  about 
10  o'clock  by  a  loud  conversation  in  the  next  room.  I  was  mad.  I  was 
about  to  ring  the  bell  in  order  to  have  my  room  changed,  when  I  heard 
sugar  mentioned.  I  have  known  enough  about  tariff  matters  to  believe 
that  a  sugar  schedule  was  the  basis  of  the  defeat  of  the  Wilson  bill,  or 
else  the  obtaining  of  a  better  bill.  I  knew  the  sugar  interests.  I  knew 
the  interests  of  Louisiana.  I  have  friends  connected  with  the  sugar 
interests,  planters,  and  I  knew  what  could  be  done  with  Senator  UiU, 
Senator  Murphy,  etc.,  in  opposition  to  the  income  tax.  I  heard  a  gen- 
eral conversation  on  sugar,  a  running  conversation.  I  learned  that 
the  sugar  men  were  not  satisfied  with 
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Senator  Davis.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  give  the  language  as 
nearly  as  you  canf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  can  not  do  tbat.  In  substance  it  was  simply  a  gen- 
eral conversation  in  which  I  learned  that  the  sugar  men  were  dissatis- 
fied with  what  the  subcommittee  had  done,  and  understood  that  they 
did  not  accept  this  schedule 

Senator  Davis.  Were  they  expressing  that  dissatisfaction  to  any- 
body there  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  1^0,  sir ;  between  themselves  absolutely.  That  being 
the  case,  knowing  what  I  did,  and  not  thinking,  being  a  Democrat 
myself,  that  the  Democrats  would  concede  to  the  sugar  men  what  they 
wanted,  I  felt  perfectly  satisfied  from  inference  that  the  bill  would  have 
to  be  greatly  changed  before  it  would  pass,  and  from  the  conversation 
which  I  orei heard  it  seemed  perfectly  plain  to  me  that  that  would  be 
the  case. 

The  Ohaibkan.  Yon  have  stated  the  impression  you  gathered  from 
the  conversation  you  heard.  State  a»  nearly  as  you  can  what  that 
conversation  was,  what  was  said. 

Mr.  Oaston.  Now,  if  I  remember  rightly,  I  think  the  conversation 
was  that  the  subcommittee  had  offered  40  and  an  eighth.  You  know 
what  that  means— 40  x>er  cent  ad  valorem  and  an  eighth. 

The  Chaibman.  An  eighth  differential  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  Yes,  sir ;  an  eighth  differential,  which  they  said  was 
unsatisfactory,  and  had  not  been  accepted,  and  would  be  unsatisfac- 
tory.   That  is  simply  the  substance  of  what  I  heard. 

Senator  Lodge.  Unsatisfactory  to  whomi 

Mr.  Oaston.  I  presume  to  themselves.    They  did  not  say. 

Senator  Lodge.  Unsatisfactory  to  these  parties  in  the  room? 

Mr.  Oaston.  Unsatisfactory  to  the  parties  in  the  room^  whoever 
were  talking. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  who  those  parties  weref 

Mr.  Oaston.  I  do  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  recognize  the  voices  of  any  of  themt 

Mr.  Oaston.  None. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  come  to  get  the  impression  that  they 
were  men  interested  in  the  sugar  industry  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  From  the  general  course  of  conversation,  from  the 
knowledge  that  they  displayed  apparently  of  the  business,  from  names 
that  I  heard  mentioned,  not  addressed,  but  people  spoken  of,  I  under- 
stood clearly  it  was  evidently  a  consultation  of  people  interested  in 
sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  Let  me  ask  you  whether  at  that  time  you  under- 
stood that  that  was  one  of  Mr.  Terrill's  suite  of  rooms  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  one  of  the  facts  which  you  wish  to  addf 

Mr.  Oaston.  Why  I  know  it  was! 

Senator  Davis.  Yes. 

Mr.  Oaston.  Yes;  certainly.  That  corroborated  the  thing  from  the 
tsu^t  that  it  was  in  his  rooms  or  one  of  his  apartments  there. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  anything  else  that  you  can  remember  of 
that  conversation  more  specifically  than  you  have  stated  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  No,  sir;  it  was  just  a  running  conversation. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  that  conversation  last,  do  you  sup- 
pose! 

Mr.  Oaston.  I  looked  at  my  watch  when  I  was  awakened,  and  it 
was  about  10  o'clock.  .  I  suppose  I  must  have  been  awake  about  an 
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hoar.  It  was  a  great  effort  to  stay  awake,  because  I  was  so  very  tired. 
I  suppose  I  may  have  been  awake  some  three-quarters  of  an  hour.  Let 
me  say  right  here  that  I  would  not  have  listened  to  that  conversation 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  but  my  own  individual  interests  were  at 
stake.  I  was  Interested  in  tariff  matters,  and  I  felt  that  I  was  justi- 
fied in  learning  what  I  could  as  a  guide  for  the  future.  Now,  if  I  had 
kept  those  things  to  myself,  anything  I  may  have  heard  in  that  con- 
versation, I  could  have  injured  no  one,  while  discussing  them  in  public 
would  of  course  have  put  me  in  an  unpleasant  position. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  get  out  of  bedf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  the  newspapers  said  I  got  up  and  peeked 
through  the  keyhole. 

Senator  Davis.  You  did  nothing  of  the  kindf 

Mr.  Oastok.  No.sir;  I  went  to  bed  and  went  to  sleepw 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  conversation  audible  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Very  distinctly.  There  was  a  door  opening  into  the 
room.  

The  Chairman.  What  kind  of  a  door  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  A  solid  door,  but  it  was  so  shrunken  there  was  a  rim 
of  light  around  the  door.. 

The  Chaibman.  Your  room  was  dark,  was  it  nott 

Mr,  Gaston,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis,  was  the  transom  opent 

Mr.  Gaston.  NouSir. 

The  Chairman,  was  it  a  folding  doorf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  simply  a  single  door. 

The  Chairman.  And  yon  say  yon  recognized  none  of  the  voioesf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  recognized  none  of  the  voices. 

The  Chairman.  From  the  fact  that  you  occupied  a  room  that  had 
been  one  of  Mr.  TerrilPs  suite  and  occupied  by  his  daughter,  and  from 
the  &ct  that  they  were  discussing  sugar  from  a  standiK>int  that  showed 
familiarity  with  it,  you  felt  certain  that  they  were  men  interested  in 
the  sugar  schedule  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  D  ati8.  This  statement  that  you  reoognized  the  voice  of  any 
Senator  there  is  not  truef 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  is  false,  absolutely. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  on  that  occasion  hear  anybody  addressed 
as  a  Senator? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  heard  half  the  Senate  spoken 
about  in  there. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  hear  anybody  addressed  as  Senator  so  and 
BO  being  there  present  taking  part  in  that  oonversationi 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  positive  about  thatf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  iK>sitive  about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  there  anything  in  that  conversation  Hiat  led 
you  to  suppose  there  was  any  Senator  there  present  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Only  the  fact  that  some  of  the  people  talking  seemed 
to  be  rather  familiar  with  what  had  been  done  in  the  sulx^mmittee 
room  that  day. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  people  evidenced  the  fiuniliarity,  in  youi 
Judgment) 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Davis.  Judging  from  the  difbrent  voices,  how  manyf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  could  not  say. 
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Senator  Dayis*  More  than  twof 

Mr.  Gaston.  They  seemed  all  to  know  something  about  it.  I  can 
not  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  do  yon  think  were  in  that  roomi 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  should  judge— that  is  rather  hard  to  answer.  I  should 
suppose,  from  the  noise  when  they  got  to  talking  together,  that  there 
must  haye  been  6  or  7  in  there. 

Senator  Davis.  Going  back  to  the  familiarity  that  seemed  to  be  dis- 
played, was  that  familiarity  evidenced  by  any  disclosure  as  to  what 
bad  been  done  in  committee  meetings  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  None.  Simply  that  the  subcommittee  had  refused  to 
do  so  and  so.  That  is  all  that  was  said.  But  the  familiarty  with  what 
the  subcommittee  had  refused  to  do  that  day  led  me  to  suppose  that 
evidently  the  people  who  had  been  talking  about  it  must  have  been 
those  who  had  access  to  the  subcommittee  room. 

Senator  Davis.  You  never  stated,  I  understood  you  to  say,  to  any 
person,  after  you  heard  this  talk,  that  you  recognized  the  voices  oi 
Senators? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir.  Of  course  I  do  not  know  the  voice  of  any 
Senator.  I  had  been  asked  if  certain  Senators  were  there,  and  if  I 
recognized  the  voices  of  them,  and  I  do  know  that  I  absolutely  said  no. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  it  occur  to  you,  or  did  you  suppose  at  that  time, 
from  what  you  heard,  that  any  Senators  were  in  that  roomi 

Mr.  Gaston.  At  the  time  I  thought  there  were,  but  there  was  abso- 
lutely nothing  by  which  I  would  be  willing  to  say  there  were. 

Senator  Davis.  What  made  you  think  sol 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  familiarity  with  matters. 

Senator  Davis.  In  hearing  what  was  said  distinctly  did  you  hear 
those  matters  witii  which  such  familiarity  was  evidenced  recounted  by 
those  you  heardf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Ko,  sir;  just  simply  a  general  course  of  information  of 
what  they  said  this  subcommittee  had  offered.  If  I  remember,  it  was 
40  per  cent  and  a  differential  of  an  eighth. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  hear  all  of  the  conversation,  or  was  it  going 
on  when  you  went  to  sleep  again  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  must  have  been  going  on  when  I  went  to  sleep.  In 
«ct,  I  could  not  stay  awake.  The  part  that  was  important  to  me  was 
that  the  sugar  schedule  had  not  been  accepted. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  that  conversation  satisfy  you  that  in  the  then 
eondition  of  affairs  as  to  the  sugar  schedule  it  was  so  unsatisfactory  to 
the  sugar  interests  that  they  hcMi  the  power  to  and  would  defeat  that 
bill  or  frame  a  better  one  unless  their  wishes  were  complied  withi 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  will  answer  that  in  this  way:  That  it  was  not  satis- 
factory to  them,  as  I  learned  from  their  conversation.  That  it  would 
be  the  means  of  defeating  the  Wilson  bill,  or  procuring  a  better  bill, 
was  simply  my  own  inference  from  what  I  knew  of  the  sugar  situation. 

Senator  Davis.  The  whole  history  of  the  thing  at  that  timef 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  in  Washington  most  of  the  time  last 
winter. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  state  the  next  morning  to  any  person,  who- 
ever it  was,  that  you  were  satisfied  that  the  Wilson  bill  was  beaten  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  Ko,  sir.    I  was  not  satisfied. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  you  sayf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  said  I  thought  the  Wilson  bill  would  not  pass. 

Senator  Davis.  What  reason  did  you  give  for  that  statement  to  the 
person  with  whom  you  were  talking! 
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Mr.  Gaston.  Simply  from  what  I  heard  in  the  sngar  conversation  in 
the  adjoining  room. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  teU  the  person  with  whom  yon  were  talking 
of  that  conversation  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  I  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  yon  give  him  the  detailsf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Jnst  simply  the  general  facts  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Jnst  simply  the  general  facts — ^no  details  at  all.  I 
wonld  not  listen  to  a  conversation  of  that  kind  and  give  its  details. 
What  I  mean  by  that  is,  I  wonld  not  pnbllsh  a  thing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  stated  jnst  now  that  it  was  not  satisfactory  to 
them.    Whom  do  you  mean  by  ^^  themi  ^ 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  people  in  the  room. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  not  satisfactory  to  anybody  in  the  roomf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Ko  particular  person,  but  generally,  which  I  nnd6^ 
stood  to  be  the  sngar  interest. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  the  conversation  in  the  room,  did  there  appear  to 
be  some  person  or  persons  who  were  advocating  the  existing  schedule 
and  others  opposing  itf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No;  their  minds  all  seemed  to  run  one  way.  There 
was  no  controversy  of  that  kind  at  all.  They  were  all  of  one  accord. 
The  best  of  feeling  was  apparently  existing. 

Senator  Davis.  Allow  me  to  ask  a  question  right  there. 

Senator  Lodge.  Certainly. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  any  plan  of  operations  lined  out  in  the  conver- 
sation yon  heard  as  to  what  would  be  done  in  advocacy  of  bills  in  the 
sugar  interests 

Mr.  Gaston,  None. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  understood  from  the  conversation  that  the 
subcommittee  had  determined  to  report  a  bill  giving  40  per  cent  ad 
valorem  and  one-eighth  of  1  cent  per  pound  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  these  people  were  dissatisfied  with  thatt 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  they  were  all  dissatisfied  with  itf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Absolutely,  all  of  them.  Every  one  of  them.  They 
were  of  one  accord. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  fact,  in  connection  with  your  knowledge  of 
the  situation,  induced  you  to  believe  that  the  Wilson  bill  could  not 
pass  without  material  changes f 

Mr.  Gaston,  That  is  a  fact. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  is  what  you  told  the  gentleman  down- 
stairs f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Precisely.    Absolutely  that  is  all. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Now,  this  newspaper  statement  that  you  were 
unable  to  sleep  until  just  before  dayli«2:bt 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  never  slept  sounder  in  my  life.  At  8  o'clock  I  had  an 
appointment,  and  I  slept  so  soundly  that  a  gentleman  came  to  my  room 
at  half  past  9  and  asked  me  why  I  had  not  kept  my  appointment. 

Senator  Lindsay.  This  statement  that  you  distinguished  the  voices 
of  several  Democratic  Senatcjrs  whom  you  knewf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Is  absolutely  false. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  distinctly  recognized  the  voices  of  sev- 
eral sugar- trust  magnates! 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  know  their  voices. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  ^'He  did  not,  however,  remain  in  bed  long  after 
the  sun  was  np,  because  what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him  too  good 
news," 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  slept  pretty  soundly  and  I  did  not  arouse  until  half 
past  9  o'clock* 

Senator  Lindsay.  "Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of 
the  hotel  and  telling  his  Mends,  among  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen, 
that  he  knew  the  Wilson  bill  would  never  pass." 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  never  spoke  to  but  one  Congressman,  and  I  never 
would  have  told  him  had  our  relations  not  been  confidential,  and  I  was 
startled  to  think  that  fact  should  have  been  disclosed. 

Senator  Lindsay.  "  He  made  no  secret  of  how  he  got  his  information, 
and  even  told  the  names  of  the  Senators  who  had  been  in  the  room  next 
to  him  nearly  aU  night." 
Mr.  Oaston.  That  is  false  in  every  particular. 
Senator  LoDOE.  You  never  mentioned  a  name  to  anyonef 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  You  did  not  know  the  names  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  No^ir;  I  did  not  know  the  names. 

Senator  LoDOS.  You  recognized  no  voice  there  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  None  whatever.  As  far  as  hearing  Senators'  lamee 
mentioned,  as  I  say,  I  probably  heard  ten  of  them  mentioned,  different 
Senators,  but  in  no  connection — only  simply  in  a  general  running  oon- 
Tersation — ^but  in  no  connection  with  any  schedi^e  or  programme  or 
ttnything  of  the  kind. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Why  did  you  attach  importance  to  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Oaston.  For  the  reason,  as  I  stated,  that  the  sugar  men  were 
dissatisfied.  I  did  not  think  the  Democratic  committee  would  give 
them  anything  more  than  that;  I  was  a  little  surprised  that  they  had 
given  them  that,  and  knowing,  as  I  say,  that  the  sugar  men,  if  so  dis- 
posed, had  it  in  their  power  to  defesbt  the  bill,  unless  they  were  per- 
fectly satisfied.  Those  were  my  reasons.  My  conclusion  was  based 
npon  my  own  inference  and  my  own  knowledge  based  on  what  I  heard 
that  night,  and  I  must  candidly  tell  you  that  I  have  not  worried  as 
much  since.  I  must  state  since  hearing  that  conversation  that  night 
that  I  felt  confirmed  in  the  x>osition  I  had  held  for  a  long  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So  far  as  you  know  the  Democratic  committee  has 
not  given  them  any  more  than  they  discussed  that  night  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  B^lly,  I  do  not  know  the  schedule  they  have  given 
them  as  a  fact.    I  understood  40  and  an  eighth. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  date  were  you  there t 

Mr.  Gaston.  From  the  6th  to  the  9th  of  March,  and  firom  the  8th  to 
the  lOth  of  May. 

Senator  Lodoe.  The  schedule  40  and  an  eighth  was  the  one  proposed  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  think  they  had  rejected  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  they  were  dissatisfied  with  the  oiferf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  I  understood  that  they  offered  them  40  and  an 
•ighth. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Who  offered? 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  subcommittee,  and  it  was  not  satisfactory. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  not  satisfactory  to  themi 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  was  not  satisfactory  to  them,  and  from  what  I 
gathered  it  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  them.  That  is  the  fact  pre- 
cisely, as  I  understood  it  at  the  time.    Now,  if  I  remember  ri/2:htly,  it 
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was  about  the  7th  or  the  8th  that  the  sabcommittee  closed  its  work 
aud  the  bill  was  reported,  I  think,  in  a  very  few  days  after  that. 

Senator  LoDaE.  It  was  reported  on  the  20th  of  March. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Now,  let  me  say  further  in  connection  with  this,  as  I 
stated  to  you  before,  had  I  not  been  called  by  the  committee  now,  I 
should  have  asked  for  a  hearing  in  the  matter  to  put  myself  right. 

The  Ghaibman.  Since  Mr.  Shriver's  testimony  this  thing  has  come 
to  youf 

Mr.  Gaston.  What  do  you  meanf 

The  Ghaibman.  About  the  account  Mr.  Shriver  gave. 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Shriver's  account.  It  was  a  week 
ago  last  Friday  that  a  person  asked  me,  going  from  Wilkesbarre  to 
Philadelphia,  if  I  ^d  not  want  to  read  the  Philadelphia  Press.  I  was 
perfectly  dumfounded  when  I  read  this.  I  first  went  to  the  Philadel- 
phia Press  in  Philadelphia,  and  then  went  over  to  the  Mail  and  Expresfi 
in  New  York.  The  Philaadphia  Herald  on  Sunday  said  I  would  not 
take  $1,000  for  my  information.  If  I  thought  these  rei>orters  knew 
what  I  did  know  it  would  be  a  pretty  cheap  job  to  value  at  $1,000. 
The  Herald  said  I  had  told  tales  out  of  school. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Shriver  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  met  him  last  night  for  the  first  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  call  upon  youf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  had  just  registered  at  the  Arlington  when  he  camA 
up  and  spoke  to  me;  he  and  another  man  by  the  name  of  Walker. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  the  first  communication  you  ever  had  with 
either  Shriver  or  Walker  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  first  I  ever  had  in  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  Written  or  verbal  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  first,  either  written  or  verbal,  in  any  shajMor  form. 

Senator  Allen.  A  few  days  before  you  occupied  the  room  you  say 
Miss  Terrill  occupied  that  roomt 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  who  oocupied  the 
room  adjoining  youl 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  was  Mr.  TerrilPs  room.  He  had  three  rooms.  I 
think  he  had  his  family  here  at  one  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  the  man  who  has  been  characterized  in  this 
article  as  Brice's  Terrill  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  a  stockbroker  or  what  he 
is,  but  I  think  he  is  the  Terrill  who  represented  the  sugar  interest  here 
in  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  a  broker  in  Wall  street  I 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  you  gathered  from  the  voices  that  there 
were  5  or  6  persons  in  that  roomi 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  I  should  judge  from  the  talk.  Sometimes 
they  would  all  talk  at  once. 

Senator  Allen.  From  what  they  said  can  you  tell  whether  any  at 
them  were  Senators? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Only  from  the  familiarity  that  some  of  them  seemed  to 
have  about  what  had  been  done  in  the  subcommittee  room. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  they  use  any  expressions  like  this,  for  instaneOi 
by  which  you  could  determine:  This  schedule  is  the  be»t  we  can  pos^ 
aibly  do  for  youl 

Mr.  Gaston.  I^othing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  anything  of  that  nature  usedt 
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Mr.  Gastok.  No,  sir;  simply  that  40  per  cent  and  one-eighth  of  1 
cent  had  been  what  was  offered/ 

Senator  Allen.  Did  these  persons,  whoever  they  were,  who  talked 
about  urging  the  option  on  this  schedule  you  have  mentioned,  talk  in  a 
way  that  implied  to  you  that  they  were  speaking  with  authority! 

Mr.  Gaston.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Eepeat  something  that  they  said,  if  you  canf 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  is  pretty  difficult  to  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Give  the  substance  of  it. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Simply  that  the  subcommittee  had  offered  them  40  per 
Gent,  and  an  eighth  differential. 

Senator  Allen.  They  said  tha  soboommittee  had  offered  them  thati 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  said  thatf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Whom  did  yon  understand  to  say  thatt 

Mr.  Gaston.  Nobody  in  particular. 

Senator  Allen.  You  came  to  the  conclusion  that  that  was  a  meeting 
of  some  Senators  and  representatives  of  the  sugar  interests  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  knew  they  were  representatives,  apparently  from  the 
oonversation  regarding  the  sugar  interest,  and  i  thought  there  were 
some  Senators  there  from  their  familiarity  with  the  nchedule. 

Senator  Allen.  There  must  have  been  something  said  upon  the  part 
of  those  who  were  urging  the  schedule  that  led  you  to  believe  that  they 
were  speaking  as  officers  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir:  absolutely  nothing.  Every  mind  in  that 
meeting  was  one  way.  Nobody  was  urging  anjrthing  and  nobody  was 
opposing  anything.  They  were  all  of  one  mind.  It  was  not  apparently 
ms  though  certain  people  were  in  there  opposing  anything  and  another 
party  asking  it,  but  they  were  all  of  one  mind;  there  was  no  opposition 
whatever^  there  was  nothing  demanded  and  nothing  refhsed.  It  was 
jnst  a  plam,  simple  statement  that  it  was  offered  by  the  subcommittee 
and  was  not  satis&otory.  Then,  knowing  that  that  was  unsatisfactory 
and  judging  from  what  they  said,  would  be  unsatisfactory;  knowing 
tiiat  the  sugar  schedule  was  the  foundation  of  the  defeat  or  a  better 
bill,  and  from  my  own  knowledge  of  the  tariff  from  my  being  here  in 

last  winter,  my  inference  was- 


Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  seem  to  understand  what  I  am  driving 
at.  Any  man,  listening  to  a  miscellaneous  conversation  through  a 
door,  which  conversation  is  loud  enough  to  be  heard 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Can  t«ll  that  there  is  some  person  urging  one  thing 
and  some  person  urging  another,  and  that  there  is  a  division  in  senti- 
ment 1 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  have  just  stated  that  there  was  no  division  in  senti- 
ment.   There  was  nobody  urging  and  nobody  opposing. 

Senator  Allen.  Even  if  they  were  talking  it  over  the  impression 
coming  to  you  would  lead  you  to  believe  that  some  person  is  speaking 
with  authority  in  regard  to  the  matter.  Something  will  be  said.  For 
instance,  if  he  is  a  subcommittee  man  he  will  use  an  expression  to  the 
effectthatthat  is  thebest  schedule  they  can  possibly  tbrmulate,  and 
another  man  opposing  t^e  sugar  interest  would  undertake  to  show  that 
it  was  not  just  to  him.    Did  anything  of  that  kind  occurf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  nothing  of  that  kind  occurred;  absolutely. 
No  one  asked  anything  and  no  one— — 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  nothing  in  the  conversation  whatever 
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to  make  any  impression  upon  yoar  mind  that  a  part  and  parcel  of  the 
persons  there  were  Senators  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  Only  the  fieuniliarity  with  the  schednles;  that  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  And  yon  did  conclude  from  their  familiarity  with 
the  schedules  that  one  or  more  of  the  persons  in  that  room  ^ere  Sena- 
tors, did  you  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  will  not  say  that;  no,  sir.  I  will  not  answer  in  that 
way.  I  will  answer  that  by  saying  this,  that  it  occurred  to  me  there 
mast  be  some  Senators  present  there  from  the  famUiarity  with  what  was 
done  in  th^  subcommittee  room  that  day.  That  was  absolutely  all.  Now 
whether  there  were  one,  two,  three,  or  four,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 

Senator  Allen.  From  the  familiarity  with  what  had  been  done  in 
the  subcommittee  room  that  day,  and  the  familiarity  with  which  tliey 
discussed  the  sugar  schedule  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  No;  I  will  not  say  that.  From  the  familiarity  with 
what  had  been  done,  not  from  any  fiuniliarilgr  with  the  sugar  schedide 
at  all,  because  those  people  who  were  talking  seemed  to  know  the 
least  actually  about  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  You  came  to  the  conclusion  that  that  was  a  meeting 
of  the  sugar-trust  interests  upon  the  one  hand  and  those  who  were 
speaking  for  the  tariff  upon  the  other  t 

Mr.  Oaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  reached  no  conclusion  of  that  kindt 

Mr.  Oaston.  Nothing  of  the  kind  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  there  that  attracted  your  attention  in 
listening  1 

Mr.  Oaston.  The  fact  that  sugar  was  spoken  about,  and  my  knowl- 
edge  of  sugar  was  what  attractc^l  my  attention. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  sugar  form  the  entire  conversation  or  dis- 
cussion f 

Mr.  Oaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  else  was  discussed  theref 

Mr.  Oaston.  Social  talk;  small  talk,  you  might  say. 

Senator  Allen.  The  general  drift  ot  the  conversation  was  upon  the 
sugar  schedule? 

Mr.  Oaston.  Anything  that  related  to  public  matters. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  reach  any  conclusion  in  your  own  mind  as 
to  who  those  persons  were  in  there  t 

Mr.  Oaston.  I  did  not 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  did  not  have  any  impression  then  and  do 
not  now  have  any  impression  of  who  they  aref 

Mr.  Oaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  never  expressed  to  any  person  or  persons  who 
they  were  f 

Mr.  Oaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Never  gave  any  names  1 

Mr.  Oaston.  As  being  in  thatmeetingf    No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  next  morning  after  you  got  up  and  went  down 
stairs  to  the  hotel  office,  did  you  ascertain  the  number  of  the  roomf 

Mr.  Oaston.  I  knew  it. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  the  number  of  the  roomf 

Mr.  Oaston.  No.  34.  I  had  33,  at  the  end  of  the  hall.  Thirty-foui 
was  the  comer  room.  They  were  a  suite  of  rooms  occupied  by  Mr, 
Terrill.  Thirty-three  was  at  the  end  of  the  hall  and  34  was  the  corner. 
There  were  three  rooms  and  then  came  the  elevator. 


INVESTIGATION  OP   ATTEMPTS   AT  BRIBERY,    ETC.  11 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  know  the  room  definitely  t 
Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Allen.  That  was  on  what  day  f 
Mr.  Gaston.  The  7th  of  March. 
Senator  Allen.  That  was  in  the  Arlington  Hotelt 
Mr.  Gaston.  That  was  in  the  Arlington  Hotel. 
Senator  Allen.  The  next  morning  when  you  went  down  didyo«k 
aec^tain  what  persons  had  been  in  that  room  that  night  1 
Mr.  Gaston.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  Senators  who  boarded  in  tha% 
hotel  at  that  timef 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  only  one  whom  I  know  boarded  in  that  hotel  was, 
I  think,  Senator  Piatt,  a  very  tall,  slim  man. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I)o  you  think  you  recognized  Senator  Piatt's  voice 
in  that  room  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  don't  know  his  voice. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  before  going  to  bed  see  Mr.  Terrill  in  the 
office  there  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  would  not  know  him  if  I  saw  hinu 

Senator  Allen.  Or  at  the  hotel  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Sffliator  Allen.  Did  you  know  he  was  in  the  city  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  know  that  H.  O.  Havemeyer  was  in  the 
dty  at  that  time  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Had  you  seen  him  I 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  had  known  from  some  other  person  he  was  herel 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  at  what  hotel  he  was  stopping! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ascertain  afterwards! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  ask  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  So  you  have  no  means  of  knowing,  and  acquired  ne 
neans  of  knowing  the  next  morning,  who  any  of  these  persons  weref 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  occupation! 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  a  wire-rope  manufacturer  and  general  manager  of 
fte  Hazard  Manufacturing  Company,  Wilkesbarre,  Pa. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  interest,  of  course,  in  sugar  matters 
yonrselff 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  absolutely  none. 
Senator  Allen.  And  did  not  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Gaston.  Whatever  interest  I  may  have  had  was  outside,  out  I 
liad  no  pecuniary  interest  in  any  stock  or  anything  of  that  kind.  I 
bave  been  accused  of  making  some  money  in  Wall  street  out  of  sugar 
itock,  but  I  have  no  interest  in  the  sugar  trust — absolutely  none. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  meet  with  any  person  or  persons  the 
iieit  day  or  any  time  afterward  who  told  you  who  the  persons  were  in 
(hat  room  t 

Hr.  Oaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  started  to  say  awhile  ago  why  you  knew  Mr. 
Terrill  was  in  that  room  f 
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Mr.  Gaston.  Some  gentleman  came  in  wbom  I  did  not  recognize, 
and  he  said,  <^Mr.  Terrill,  good  evening;  I  jast  came  in  to  pay  my 
respects  to  yon.'^    Mr.  Terrill  replied,  "  I  am  very  glad  to  see  you." 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  call  any  namef 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  This  person  was  not  in  there  when  yon  came  to  bedf 

Mr.  Gaston.  !No,  sir;  he  came  in  and  said,  ^*Mr.  Terrill,  good  even- 
ing; I  have  just  come  in  to  pay  my  respects."  Mr.  Terrill  said,  ^^I  am 
very  glad  to  see  you." 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  hear  these  gentlemen  when  they  came  to 
Mr.  TerrilPs  room  and  rapped  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  They  were  all  in  the  room,  engaged  in  conversat  ionf 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  was  what  awakened  me. 

Senator  Allen.  The  conversation  was  being  carried  on  when  you 
awoke  Y 

Mr.  Gastok.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  it 

Senator  Lindsat.  The  man  who  paid  his  respects  to  Blr.  rerrill,  did 
he  discuss  sugar  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  he  simply  said,  ^<  I  have  come  to  pay  my  respects 
to  you,"  and  I  went  to  sleep  almost  instantly. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  want  to  understand  exactly  your  statement.  Ton 
say  you  had  the  impression  that  there  were  Senators  there  from  the 
knowledge  which  was  displayed  of  the  action  of  the  subcommittee 
of  the  Finance  Oommittee  of  the  Senate! 

Mr,  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Action  taken  that  dayf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  they  simply  said  the  subcommittee  offered 
ns  to-day  40  and  an  eighth,  which  we  refused.  My  idea  of  that,  gath- 
ered from  their  familiarity,  was  that  only  Senators  could  have  had 
access  to  the  subcommittee  room  in  that  way. 

Senator  Davis.  The  disclosure  that  was  made  that  gave  rise  to  your 
supposition  was  of  the  events  that  had  taken  place  in  the  subcommit- 
tee that  very  day! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir.  They  said,  ^<  They  offered  us  to-day  40  and 
an  eighth." 

Senator  Allen.  They  talked  like  x>er8on8  who  were  familiar  with  the 
action  of  the  subcommittee  and  who  were  in  communioation  with  themf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  only  reason  why  you  made  that  infereneef 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  and  from  my  own  reason  that  I  was  fiuniliar 
with  tariff  matters. 

The  Chairman.  I  say  the  only  ground  upon  which  you  raised  a  con- 
jecture that  a  Senator  might  be  present  was  that  there  seemed  to  be 
some  one  there  who  appeared  to  be  familiar  with  what  the  subcommit> 
tee  had  done  that  day  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  stated  a  few  moments  ago  that  one  of  the 
grounds  of  your  supposition  was  the  familiarity  with  the  schedule  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  With  the  sugar  schedule.  That  is  what  I  mean. 
Their  familiarity  with  what  had  been  done  that  day.  That  meanSi 
what  had  been  offered  in  that  way  by  the  subcommittee  that  day. 

Senator  Davis.  Limited  to  that  day,  or  familiarity  theretoforef 

Mr.  Gaston.  More  particularly  to  that  day. 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  the  sugar  men  say,  as  far  as  you  oould 
gather,  about  the  sugar  schedule,  as  to  what  they  wanted  f 
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Mr.  Oaston.  That  I  did  not  hear  them  say.  But  I  heard  argnmeuts 
that  the  industry  was  entirely  misunderstood.  That  its  requirements, 
etc.,  were  not  appreciated,  and  there  was  argument  made  to  show  that 
they  ought  to  have  more  of  a  duty  than  that;  that  they  were  not  being 
treated  fairly;  and  the  argument,  so  far  as  I  heard  made,  by  whoever 
was  talking,  was  apparently  made  by  those  who  were  perfectly  familiar 
with  the  sugar  industry. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  you  heard  argument  f  With  whom  were 
they  arguing  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  Well,  I  will  not  say  argument,  but  in  the  discussion  of 
what  the  sugar  interest  ought  to  have,  there  seemed  to  be  some  who 
were  very  familiar  with  the  sugar  industry. 
Senator  Davis.  Did  that  seem  to  come  from  one  particular  mani 
Mr.  Gaston.  I  think  it  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  he  there  replied  to  by  anybody  t 
Mr.  Gaston.  Only  in  a  general  way. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  reply  an  acquiescence  in  his  views  or  a 
disputation? 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  seemed  to  be  an  acquiescence.    In  <ither  words,  I 
think  he  seemed  to  know  more  about  sugar  than  the  rest  of  them.    In 
&ct,  I  heard  them  compliment  him  about  knowing  more  about  sugar 
than  they. 
Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  language  of  that  compliment? 
Mr.  Gaston.  Simply,  if  anybody  was  posted  on  sugar,  he  certainly 
was.    He  may  have  been  a  sugar  refiner  for  all  I  know.    He  seemed 
to  be  familiar  with  ^e  markets  of  the  world  and  seemed  to  be,  whoever 
he  was,  a  very  smart  fellow,  and  from  the  way  he  understood  his  busi- 
neBs,  evidently  he  must  have  been  a  sugar  refiner. 

Senator  a£l.bn.   He  was  addressing  that  to  these  persons  who 
teemed  to  be  familiar  with  what  the  subcommittee  had  donel 
Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  He  seemed  to  be  a  person  who  made  the  best  state- 
ment of  the  matter  as  they  understood  it  and  as  they  were  interested 
initi 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  and  you  know  after  listening  to  him  I  said  to 
nyself^  ^^That  is  a  pretty  bright  fellow  in  there,"  and  I  began  to  be 
converted  myselfl 

The  Chairman.  Did  any  of  these  persons  say  anything  as  to  why 
they  were  not  treated  fairly,  or  why  the  sugar  Interest  was  not  treated 
toly! 
Mr.  Gaston.  Ko,  sir;  only  in  the  reduction  of  the  tariff. 
The  Chairman.  Did  they  indicate  what  kind  of  a  tariff  they  wantedl 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  indicate  how  large  the  tariff  should  be 
before  it  would  be  of  any  benefltf 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  complain  or  say  anything  upon  the  subject 
of  their  having  aided  any  political  party  before  that,  and  therefore  they 
OQght  to  have  received  better  treatment? 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  there  were  no  politics  in  the  matter. 
The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  said  in  that  conversation  upon 
the  part  of  any  person  you  could  hear  of  any  contributions  being  made 
by  the  sngar  trust  to  any  political  party  or  the  representatives  of  any 
political  party? 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 
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The  Chairman.  Ther^  was  nothing  said  from  which  yon  could  infer 
that  any  political  party  was  under  obligations  to  the  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  absolutely  nothing;  there  were  no  politics  in  it. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  all  sugar. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Dayis.  You  were  awakened  about  what  timet 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  think  I  looked  at  my  watch  about  10  o'clock. 

Senator  Dayis.  You  heard  this  going  on  about  an  hour  and  then 
went  to  sleep! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Maybe  so;  maybe  three-quarters  of  au  hour. 

Senator  Dayis.  And  then  you  went  to  sleep  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  I  did  not  know  a  thing  until  the  next  morn- 
ing from  the  last  I  heard  of  the  couYcrsation. 

Senator  Lodge.  From  this  casual  conYcrsation  which  you  OYcrheard 
accidentally  yon  concluded  that  the  tariff  bill  would  be  either  beaten 
or  Yery  much  changed? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Why! 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  interests  of  one  industry  in  tariff  matters  should 
be  the  interests  of  all,  and  I  knew^  or  I  thought  I  knew,  that  the  sugar 
men  could  not  get  it  all,  and  that  it  would  haYC  to  be  live  and  let  liYC, 
as  it  is  in  all  such  matters.  Therefore,  if  the  sugar  men  were  better 
taken  care  of,  the  other  schedules  would  be  better  taken  care  of.  That 
was  my  inference,  and  it  was  not  an  unnatural  one. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  awhile  ago  that  you  knew 
the  sugar  trust  had  it  in  their  power  to  defeat  this  bill  if  not  satisfiMV 
tory  to  themf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  do  you  mean  by  thatf 

Mr.  Gaston.  1  mean  this:  There  are  two  Senators  from  Louisiana^ 
and  in  Louisiana  there  is  a  bounty  of  2  cents  on  sugar.  The  sugar 
interest  haYing  certain  Senators  representing  it,  in  the  closeness  of  the 
Yote  in  the  Senate,  of  course  there  is  not  a  very  great  margin,  as  you 
know.  There  is  Senator  Hill  and  Senator  Murphy  and  Senator  Smith 
in  opposition  to  the  income  tax.  Put  those  things  together,  and  with 
the  margin  as  small  as  you  know  it  is  in  the  Senate,  at  least  as  I  pre- 
sume  it  is 

Senator  Allen.  You  think  if  the  sugar  schedule  was  not  satisfac- 
tory to  the  sugar  trust  that  the  sugar  Jbrust  would  be  able  to  control 
the  action  of  the  Senate  to  defeat  the  billf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  thought  the  Senators  from  Louisiana  would  be  able 
to  protect  their  own  interests.  The  sugar  interest  is  a  great  industry 
in  Louisiana.  The  sugar-beet  interest,  you  understand,  comes  from 
California,  and  their  Senators  have  some  interests  to  represent,  and  I 
did  not  see  how  an  industry  could  give  up  a  2-cent  bounty  when  they 
had  it  in  their  power 

Senator  Allen.  Suppose  they  had  a  beet  interest  in  California  and 
other  States;  do  you  think  they  would  have  sufficient  influence  with 
their  Senators  to  require  them  to  Yote  against  this  bill  if  it  was  con- 
trary to  their  judgment) 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  want  to  say  that,  but  should  think  they  would 
consider  it  to  their  interest  to  protect  the  interests  of  their  own  State. 
The  sugar  interest  of  Louisiana  is  a  Yery  important  interest. 

Senator  Allen.  They  have  other  interests  there. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir ;  but  take  the  sugar  interest  out  of  Louisiana 
and  it  would  be  a  pretty  sad  State. 
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Senator  Allen.  Ton  concladed  that  the  Louisiana  Senators,  with 
sueb  Stjuators  as  represented  the  sngar-beet  States,  together  with  the 
iucoiiie  tax  Senators  who  were  hostile  to  the  bill,  would  be  sufficient  to 
defeat  it! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  thought  the  sugar-trust  interest  would 
combine  with  them  to  defeat  the  bill t 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir.  I  thought  the  sugar  interest  in  Louisiana 
would  be  taken  care  of  by  their  Senators,  as  was  done  by  Senator 
White  when  in  the  Senate.  If  I  was  interested  in  the  sugar  interest 
in  Louisiana,  I  would  be  too  well  satisfied  with  2  cents  bounty  to  give 
it  up  unless  I  got  something  equivalent  for  it. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  your  own  deduction  t 

Mr.  Gasi  on.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen,  l^ot  as  a  factf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Oh,  no;  I  do  not  want  to  state  a  thing  of  that  kind  as 
a&ct 

Mr.  Gaston,  I  am  very  glad  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard  here. 
Certain  Senators  have  had  their  honesty  impugned  by  what  the  news- 
papers have  attributed  to  me  as  saying,  and  I  am  only  too  glad  to  come 
here  and  make  a  statement  in  their  interest  and  to  vindicate  myself. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  used  any  language  that  is  attributed  to 
yon  about  Senator  Smith  in  that  article  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Oh,  no,  sir;  absolutely  nothing.  I  might  say  to  you, 
Senator  Allen,  as  you  were  not  here  awhile  ago,  that  in  this  article 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  not  going  over  the  matter  that  you  have  already 
testified  to. 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  was  going  to  say  that,  as  stated  in  this  article,  I  did 
tell  a  Congressman — I  admit  that--but  based  simply  on  my  own  infer- 
ence from  what  I  had  heard. 

Whereupon,  at  12  o'clock  m.,  the  committee  acyoumed  until  to-mor- 
nw,  Joue  6,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

8.Uep.  lO 16 
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Ifr.  OrjlY,  from  the  Special  Gommittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  8i>ecial  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  the  Son,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  indnce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill:  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  sonedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  TherefoTe, 

Bewlvedf  That  a  committee  of  fiye  Senators  be  appointed  to  inyestigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  msMle  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculatiug  in  what  are  known  as  su^ar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bUl  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

Ueiolved  furHiw,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  inyestigate  and  report  upon 
any  eharge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  because 
of  the  matters  hereinafter  stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as 
follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Oapi- 
tol  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the  exam- 
ination of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  said 
resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the  matters 
submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  8th  day  of  June, 
A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Elverton  B.  Chap- 
man, who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

After  certain  testimony  had  been  given  by  him  his  examination  was, 
at  his  request,  continued  until  the  9th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1894,  at 
which  date  he  appeared,  and  the  testimony  of  the  said  Elverton  &. 
Chapman  having  been  resumed,  the  following  proceedings  were  had 
before  the  committee,  and  he  was  asked  the  following  questions,  to 
which  questions  he  made  the  following  answers  and  refusals  to  answer: 

The  Chairman.  Mj.  Chapman,  you  were  asked  yesterday  whether 
your  finn  is  a  large  dealer  in  sugar  stock,  and  you  were  told  by  Sena- 
tor Davis  that  in  connediion  with  this  question,  which  was  to  be  con- 
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^-  Obit,  from  the  Special  Gommittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  specisJ  committee,  nnder  and  in  pnrsnance  of  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows: 

Wliereas  it  has  been  stated  in  the  Son,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
tribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
^g  tariff  bill:  and 

Whereas  it  nas  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
f^hed  in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sng^ar  scnedole  has  been  made  np  as  it  now  stands 
^i>  the  proposed  amenameut  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefoiey 

M€90iv€d,  That  a  committee  of  bye  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  msSie  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
^>een  or  is  speculatiug  in  what  are  known  as  su^ar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariu  bUl  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

Jietolvtd  jurtheTf  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  inyestigate  and  report  upon 
Any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
hill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

liave  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  because 
of  the  matters  hereinafter  stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as 
follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Oapi- 
tol  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the  exam- 
iiUktion  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  said 
'^solntion,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  fiirther  the  matters 
submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  8th  day  of  June, 
A.D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Elverton  B.  Ohap- 
^an,  who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
Appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
^  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

After  certain  testimony  had  been  given  by  him  his  examination  was, 
^t  his  request,  continued  until  the  9th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1894,  at 
^Mch  date  he  appeared,  and  the  testimony  of  the  said  Elverton  &. 
^hapman  having  been  resumed,  the  following  proceedings  were  had 
Wore  the  committee,  and  he  was  asked  the  following  questions,  to 
^bich  questions  he  made  the  following  answers  and  refusals  to  answer: 
The  Chairman.  lULr.  Ohapman,  you  were  asked  yesterday  whether 
yoar  Ann  is  a  large  dealer  in  sugar  stock,  and  you  were  told  by  Sena- 
tor Davis  that  in  connection  with  this  question,  which  was  to  be  con- 
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sidered  as  preliminary  to  inquiry  of  the  witness  into  dealings  he  or  his 
firm  may  have  had  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  present 
tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  in  which  dealings  Senators  were,  or  are,  directly 
or  indirectly  interested.  That  was  the  question  in  regard  to  which  you 
said  yesterday  that  you  would  like  before  answering  to  consider.  What 
do  you  say  this  morning  in  answer  to  that  question  already  put,  and  I 
put  it  to  you  again  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  reference  to  the  first  part  of  the  inquiry,  as  it 
IS  matter  of  public  notoriety  among  our  associate  members  of  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange,  I  state  that  we  have  handled  large  quantities 
of  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  during  the  pend- 
ency of  tiiis  bin. 

Senator  Lodoe.  You  have  bought  and  soldf 

Mr.  Chapman.  Bought  and  sold.  Perhaps  is  better  bought  and  sold 
than  handled. 

The  Chairman.  Were  any  of  those  transactions  in  sugar  stock  or 
certificates,  so  called,  transactions  in  which  any  Senators  of  the  United 
States  were  interested,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  during  the  pend- 
ency of  the  present  tariff  bill,  or  the  consideration  of  the  present  tariff 
biU? 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  all  due  respect  to  this  honorable  committee,  I 
decline  to  answer  that  question  or  any  question  relating  to  the  business 
of  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  of  which  I  am  a  partner. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  finished  your  answer! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  You  have?  Do  you  decline  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion on  the  ground  that  its  answer  may  tend  in  any  way  to  criminate 
yourself  or  expose  you  to  a  criminal  prosecution  of  any  kind  whatever  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question  for  the  reason  that 
we  are  brokers,  and  as  such  are  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying, 
selling,  and  carrying  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  securities  dealt  in  on  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  for  the  account  of  our  customers,  who  are 
the  principals.  In  transactions  we  are  simply  their  agents,  and  as  such 
have  neither  a  moral  nor  a  legal  right  to  divulge  the  details  of  business 
with  which  we  are  intrusted.  Our  relations  with  our  clients  are  those 
of  the  closest  confidence,  and  should  we  violate  this  confidence,  even  at 
the  demand  of  this  honorable  committee,  we  should  justly  forfeit  the 
respect  of  tdiose  upon  whom  we  must  depend  for  our  business. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  given  a  reason  for  declining  to  answer  the 
question  before  the  last.  My  last  question  was  whether  you  decline  to 
answer  for  the  reason  that  an  answer  might  dispose  you  to  criminal 
prosecution  or  tend  to  expose  you  to  such  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  for  that  reason. 

Senator  Lodob.  You  decline  to  answer  for  the  reason  that  you  have 
just  stated  f 

The  Chairman.  And  not  for  the  reason  that  I  have  just  asked? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  summoned  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee as  a  witness,  have  you  notf 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  And  you  api)ear  pursuant  to  that  summons  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  are  asked  whether  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley  have  bought  or  sold  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks 
during  the  month  of  Februaiy,  1894,  and  after  the  first  d^  of  that 
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month,  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senfttorf 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Scliley  daring  the  month 
of  March,  18d4,  bonght  or  sold  any  stocks  or  secnrities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

SeDator  Dates.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  daring  the  month 
of  April,  1894,  bonght  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator  f 

Mr.  Chapbcak.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  daring  the  month 
of  May,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stock  fbr  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect^  of  any  United  States 
Senatorf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  during  the  month 
of  Jmie,  1894,  bought  or  sold  an;p  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indireoty  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  the  firm  of  Moora  &  Schley  at  present  carrying 
107  sugar  stock  for  the  benefit  of  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect, 
of  any  United  States  Senatorf  . 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  has  your  attention  been  called  to,  and 
have  you  considered,  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  upon  the  subject  of  refosal  of  a  witness  to  answer 
&  question  x>6rtinent  to  the  Inquiry  when  addressed  to  him  by  a  com- 
niittee  duly  authorized  to  investigate  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  a  general  way,  yes. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  read  the  statute! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  read  it. 

Senator  Davis.  I  show  you  the  sections  to  which  I  refer.  Just  cast 
your  eye  over  them. 

Mr.  Chapman  (after  reading).  I  have  now  read  the  statute. 

Senator  Davis.  After  reading  that  statute^  do  you  still  persist  in 
yonr  refdsal  to  answer  the  severed  questions  which  have  been  addressed 
toyout 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allbn.  Mr.  Chapman,  Hon.  Nelson  W.  Aldrich  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island,  now  engaged  in  dis- 
<^8[iDg  his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  has  been  since  the 
^  of  February,  1894.  You  may  state  if  he  has  purchased  or  sold  any 
Bogar  stock,  such  as  are  menitoned  in  this  resolution,  through  your 
fina  during  the  period  I  have  mentioned.  I  speak  of  the  period  from 
the  Ist  day  of  February,  1894,  to  the  present  moment,  during  all  which 
tune  the  tarifif  bill  has  been  under  discussion  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer.  William  V.  Allen  is  a 
pnited  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska,  and  has  been  dur- 
^tbis  period.  You  may  state  if  during  that  time  he  bought  or  sold, 
or  had  been  concerned  in  buying  or  selling,  sugar  stocks  through  your 
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Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  want  to  state  to  yon,  in  connection  with  this  qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  Chapman,  thp^t  I  am  the  William  Y.  Allen  whose  name  is 
embraced  in  the  preceding  question,  and  I  give  yon  fiill  liberty,  and 
make  personal  request  of  you,  to  testify  before  this  committee  if  I  have 
had  any  business  transactions  with  your  firm  or  through  your  firm  in 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  during  that 
period.  I  hope  you  will  waive  your  privilege,  as  you  look  at  it,  to  that 
extent. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  The  Hon.  William  B. 
Allison  is  a  United  Statos  Senator  from  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  has 
been  during  the  period  1  have  mentioned.  State  whether  he  has  been 
concerned  in  buying  or  selling  any  sugar  stocks  during  the  period  I 
have  mentioned.  I  am  going  to  take  you  through  the  list  of  these 
names,  and  you  may  answer  as  rapidly  as  I  can  proceed  with  them. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  in  reference  to  Hon. 
William  B.  Bate,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  with  reference  to 
Hon.  James  H.  Berry,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  0.  S.  Blackburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Ohio,  you  have  testified  about.  Hon.  Matthew  C.  Butler  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  I  ask  you  the  same 
question  with  reference  to  him. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  same  question  with  reference  to  Hon.  Donel- 
son  Caffery,  a  United  States  Senator  frt>m  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wilkinson  Call,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Johnson  IS.  Camden,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decUne  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Donald  Cameron,  a  United  States 
Senator  form  the  State  sf  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  M.  Carey,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  E.  Chandler,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Kew  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Francis  M.  Cockrell,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Bichard  Coke,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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&nator  Allen.  Also  Hon.   Shelby  M.  Culloin,   a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Uliuoid. 
Mr/  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  W.  Daniel,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Vir^'nia. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Cushman  K.  Davis,  a  United  States 
Senator  irom  the  State  of  Minnesota.  He  is  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  may  speak  for  himself. 

Senator  Dates.  Mr.  Chapman,  I  request  and  insist  that  you  answer 
that  qaestion. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  yon  wish  to  pnt  me  in  the  position  of  appearing 
to  have  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  through  your  Armf 
libr.  Chapman.  I  do  not;  I  simply  decline  upon  general  principles. 
Seni^tor  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Nathan  F.  Dixon,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Bhode  Island. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  N.  Dolph,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  tibe  State  of  Oregon. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Fred  T.  Dubois,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Idaho. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  J.  Faulkner,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia, 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  P.  Frye,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Jacob  H.  Gallinger,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  l^ew  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Z.  George,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Mississippi 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  H.  Gibson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  Gordon,  a.United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Arthur  P.  Gorman,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  Gray,  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Ur.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  I  make  the  same  request  that  Senator  Davis  did, 
And  ask  and  insist  that  you  answer  the  question  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eugene  Hale,  United  States  Senator  from 
^e  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  AiiLEN.  Also  tbe  Hon.  Henry  0.  Hansbroagh,  United  States 
Senator  firom  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  At.TiEN.  Also  Hon.  Isham  O.  Harris,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  B.  Hawley,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Anthony  Higgins,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  B.  Hill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  F.  Hoar,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eppa  Honton,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  J.  L.  M.  Irby,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Sonth  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  K.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Arkansas  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  P.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Nevada  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  H.  Kyle,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Sonth  Dakota  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer! 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  Lindsay,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  who  is  also  a  member  of  this  committee, 
and  who,  I  am  well  satisfied,  would  desire  you  to  make  any  statement 
concerning  him  if  he  were  present.  He  is  detained  from  the  committee 
by  sickness. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  also  decline  to  answer  as  to  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  request  and  insist,  Mr.  Chapman,  as  Mr.  Gray  and 
Mr.  Davis  have  done,  that  you  reply  whether,  directly  or  indirectly,  I 
have  dealt  through  your  firm  in  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  kind  of 
stocks  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  assume  that  that  request  is  made  and 
urged  upon  you,  Mr.  Chapman,  by  every  member  of  the  committee, 
collectively  and  individually.  Also  Hon.  James  McMillan,  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  McPherson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  F.  Manderson,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska. 
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Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Martin^  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Itoger  Q.  Mills,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  L.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  H.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  T.  Morgan,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Justin  S.  Morrill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  Murphy,  jr.,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  N'ew  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  M.  Palmer,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Samuel  Pasco,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wm.  A.  Peffer,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr,  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  0.  Perkins,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  E.  F.  Pettigrew,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Orville  H.  Piatt,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Thomas  0.  Power,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Montana. 

Mr.  Chapilan.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eedfield  Proctor,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  L.  Pugh,  a  United  States  Sena- 
torfrom  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Matthew  S.  Quay,  a  United  States  Sena- 
wr  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

*^*nator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Matt  W.  Eansom,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  N.  Boach,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Sherman,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  L.  Shonp,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Smith,  jr.,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allien.  Also  Hon.  Watson  C.  Squire,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Washington. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  M.  Stewart,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  M.  Teller,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  Turpie,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  G.  Vest,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer* 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  F.  Yilas,  a  United  States  Sena 
tor  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin.  • 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Daniel  W.  Voorhees,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  D.  Washburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senat/or  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  D.  White,  formerly  United 
States  Senator  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Senator  Jarvis,  of  the  State  of  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  MeLaurin,  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Newton  0.  Blanchard,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Stephen  M.  White,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  F.  Wilson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  O.  Wolcott,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Ai^lsn.  Also  Senator  Patton  of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Dayis.  Also  Senator  Stockbridge,  of  Michigan^  recently 
deceased. 

Ifr.  Chapman.  I  dedine  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  !Now,  Mr.  Chapman,  I  understand  yon  to  refdse  to 
testify  anything  whatever  concerning  any  dealings  your  firm  may  have 
had  for  or  on  acconnt  of  any  of  the  persons  whose  names  we  have  men- 
tioned t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  As  dealers  in  what  are  known  as  sngar  stocks, 
pending  the  present  tariff  bill,  since  Febmary  1, 1894,  to  the  present 
time! 

Mi.  Chapman.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  And  also  as  to  whether  any  of  the  persons  named 
haye  had  any  dealings  or  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline. 

The  sabpcena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to  appear  and 
testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid,  together 
with  certificate  of  service  thereof,  is  hereto  attached  and  marked 
Exhibit  A. 

Exhibit  A. 

UHIZBD  8TATB8  OW  AXXBIOA.— GONGRBSS  OV  THB  UinTBD  STAIBfl. 

To  E.  R.  Cbapman,  New  Tork  City,  greeting: 

Paiaauit  to  lawful  anthoritj,  yoa  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  forthwith 
Mte  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  appointed  under  the 
nMlation  of  the  Senate  of  May  17, 1894^  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges 
ud  Elections,  then  and  there  to  testify  what  yon  may  know  relatiTe  to  the  snb- 
jwt-mitteis  under  consideration  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fsil  not,  as  you  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
rach  esMs  made  and  provided. 

To  Richard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Anns  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
Krre  and  return. 

GiTen  ander  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  6  day  of  June,  in  the  year 
^  on  Lord  one  thonsaiid  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Gxo.  Gray, 
OkofTMoii  Special  CommUUem 

BBHATB  OV  THB  Untiibd  Statbs, 

Office  of  ike  StrgeanUaUArme, 

I  do  appoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  subpcena,  and  to 
osreiM  all  the  authority  in  relation  thereto  with  which  I  am  vested  by  the  within 

B.  J.  Brioht, 
Sergeaitd-eA-Arme  of  ike  SenaU  of  ike  United  Statee. 

WAgmKOTON,  D.  C,  June  7, 1894. 

Jmdeservioe  of  the  within  subpcBua  through  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Layton,  on  the 
vithin-named  £.  R.  Chapman,  No.  80  Broadway,  at  New  Tork  City,  at  10  o'clock  a. 
n.,  OQ  tbe  7th  daiy  of  June,  1894. 

B.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeant-iO-Arme  of  ike  SenaU  of  ike  United  Statee. 

Jour  oommittee  farther  report  that  during  said  examination  the  said 
^'tness,  Elverton  B.  Chapman,  refused  and  declined  to  answer  sundry 
other  pertinent  questions,  duly  and  properly  put  to  him,  as  manifestly 
appears  from  a  full  copy  of  all  of  his  testimony  taken  before  said  oom- 
oiittae  and  of  all  proceedings  had  in  oonneotion  therewith,  which  copy 
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is  hereto  annexed  and  is  hereby  made  a  part  of  this  rexK>rty  as  fdlly  aa 
if  it  were  incorporated  therein.    (Exhibit  B.) 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
act  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  chapter  7  of 
tiie  Bevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

Sbc.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Erery  person  who,  haying  been  Bommoned  as  a  witness  hj 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Cou^^ess  to  give  tesfcimony  or  to  produce  pa]»er8 
upon  any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either 
House  of  Congress,  willfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to 
answer  any  question  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of 'not  more  than  one  thoasand  dol- 
lars nor  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  jail  for  not 
less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congrt'.ss  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Sec.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  tbe 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate,  and  to  the  end  that 
the  President  of  the  Senate  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid  fail- 
ure to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  facts 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  U.  S.  district  attorney  tor  the 
District  of  Columbia,  in  order  that  said  witness  may  be  proceeded 
against  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 

Geo.  Gray, 
William  Lindsay, 
O.  K.  Davis, 
Henby  Cabot  LoDaB, 
WiL  V.  Allen, 

Committee. 


ADDmOFAL  EEPOET  OF  ME.  ALLEN,  OF  THE  OOMMITTEB. 

In  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  regarding 
the  witness,  E.  E.  Chapman,  I  think  he  ought  to  be  brought  to  the  bai 
of  the  Senate  and  required  to  purge  himself  of  the  contempt  of  whieli 
he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily  punished  for  a  refusal  to  do  so.  I  there- 
fore recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by  the  Senate: 

<<  Whereas,  E.  E.  Chapman,  a  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  summoned 
by  a  select  committee  of  the  Senate,  and  being  lawfully  required  tc 
testify  before  said  committee,  has,  as  appears  by  the  rex>ort  of  said 
committee,  refused  to  answer  pertinent  and  material  questions  pro 
pounded  to  him  by  said  committee :  Therefore, 

^^BesoLvedj  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due 
form  under  his  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  direeted  to  the  Ser- 
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goant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate,  commanding  liim  forthwith  to  arrest  and 
bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of  said  E.  B.  Chapman,  to 
show  eaoBe  why  he  should  not  be  punished  for  contempt,  and  in  the 
meantime  to  keep  the  said  Chapman  in  custody  to  await  the  ftirther 
Older  of  the  Senate.'^ 
Bespectfully  sabmitted. 

Wu.  y.  Allbn • 


Exhibit  B» 

SWO&H  8TATEHEHT  OF  ELVESTOlf  K.  OHAPKAV. 

Senator  LoDa£.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  live  in  New  YorkI 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  so. 
Senator  Lodge.  Your  business! 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  a  banker  and  broker. 
Senator  Loboe.  What  is  your  flrmf  . 
Mr.  Chapman.  The  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley. 
The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firmf 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  am^  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press  of  May  14th,  the  following  statement  appears: 

On  the  Tery  day  that  Mr.  Yoorhees,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  denied 
in  tb«  Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as  originaUy 
reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as  prepared 
bv  Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  membors  of  the  brokerage  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley.  He  had  not  arisen  when  it  was  placed  in  his  hands.  He  was  in 
M,  for  it  was  early  morning.  He  sat  np  in  bed  and  read  these  amendments,  con- 
BpirnonA  amone  them  being  the  final  determination  regarding  the  sugar  schednle. 
iSo  that  while  the  Senate,  the  Honse,  and  the  country  not  only  knew  noUiing  of  these 
vuendfflents,  bat  were  assured  by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  that 
there  were  none.  Senator  Brice's  brokers  had  a  copy  of  the  amended  bill  and  the 
pririlege,  which  was  denied  eren  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  of 
f^ng  them. 

Do  yon  know  anything  in  regard  to  that  statement! 

Mr.  Chafmai?,  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  any  snch  amendments  given  you  before  they 
appeared  in  public  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  They  were  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  yon  know  of  any  member  of  yonr  firm  receiving 
themt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  there  a  member  of  yonr  firm  in  Washington! 

Mr.  Chapman.  There  is  not,  except  myself. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  yon  have  no  house  here,  no  branch  house 

bere. 

Mr.  Chapman.  We  have  a  correspondent  here,  but  no  member  of 
tbe  firm  is  located  in  Washington. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  what  I  mean.  No  partner  of  Moore  & 
Schley  lives  in  Washington.  Is  the  statement  that  you  are  Senator 
Brice^s  brokers  true  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  We  have  at  times  done  business  for  Senator  Brice. 

Senator  Lodge.  So  far  as  you  know,  no  member  of  your  firm  and  no 
one  in  your  employment  had  an  advance  copy  of  these  amendments? 

Ur.  Chapman.  No,  so  far  as  I  know. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Did  yon  ever  hear  any  suggestion  that  such  was  the 
case  except  in  this  newspaper  paragraph  Y 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  did  not,  and  I  might  add  that  I  do  not  believe  it  to 
be  true. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  any  £EU)t  out  of  which  that  story  could 
have  grown  f 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  writer  of  that  story  was  Mr.  Edwards.  He  has 
been  before  the  committee.    I  will  quote  from  his  testimony: 

TheCHAiBMAH.  Ton  say: 

''Here  we  know  that  the  broken  with  whom  Senator  Briee  hat  been  aocnstomed 
to  commit  his  speonlatiye  interests  have  been  very  large  pnrohasers  of  sn^r,  and  we 
know  also  that  these  brokers  had  inside  information  as  to  the  action  or  the  Senate 
upon  the  sngarsohednle.'' 

You  say  you  know.    How  do  you  knowt 

Mr  Edwabds.  Everybody  knew  that  Moore  &,  Sohley,  of  New  Tork,  the  broken 
with  whom  Senator  Brioe  has,  by  common  report  and  common  undentandiog,  dealt 
in  all  his  business,  were  the  largest  operators  in  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  yourself  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  it  legally. 

The  Chairman.  Ton  know  it  by  public  report  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ajb  a  matter  of  public  understanding  on  the  stock  ezohaogsc 

The  Chairman.  And  no  other  way  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No  other  way. 

Is  that  statement  correct,  that  yon  have  been  very  large  purchasers 
of  sugar,  or  had  very  large  dealings  in  sugar  stock  during  the  last  six 
months  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  committee  that  I  responded 
promptly  to  the  subpcBna  served  upon  me  yesterday  and  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  consulting  counsel  in  regard  to  my  testimony  before  this 
committee,  and  before  answering  any  questions  relating  to  the  business 
affairs  of  my  firm  I  would  bisSl  the  courtesy  of  the  committee  for  a  post- 
ponement of  my  examination  upon  those  points  until  I  can  have  oppor- 
tunity to  consult  with  counsel. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  wish  to  consult  counsel  with  reference  to  obtain- 
ing a  knowledge  of  what  they  think  your  rights  may  be  in  regard  to 
answering  the  question. 

Mr.  Ohapman.  Yes,  sir.  I  desire  to  ascertain  or  take  legal  counsel 
upon  the  question  of  the  right  of  this  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
business  of  my  firm. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am  willing  to  concede 
that  you  may  not  be  bound  to  answer  as  to  the  general  business  ol 
your  firm  in  which  the  |)ublic  have  no  interest,  but  I  wish  to  know 
whether  you  also  desire  to  have  counsel  as  to  whether  or  not  you  will 
answer  questions  that  relate  to  the  transactions  of  Senators  in  buying 
and  selling  sugar  stocks  during  the  time  tiie  tariff  bill  has  been  under 
consideration  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  request  is  a  proper  one. 

Senator  Ax.len.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand  this  witness  thor- 
oughly; therefore  I  will  put  him  this  question.  Do  you  desire  to  con- 
fine your  consultation  witii  your  counsel  to  the  question  whether  you 
are  compelled  to  disclose  the  names  of  Senators  who  may  have  specu- 
lated in  sugar  stocks  pending  this  tariff  bill  through  your  firm  as  their 
brokers! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes.  I  would  like  to  ascertain  from  counsel  generally 
to  what  extent  I  should  go  in  disclosing  any  of  the  business  of  my  Ann 
before  this  oommittee. 
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Senator  Allen.  And  more  esx>ecia]ly  with  reference  to  discIoBing 
transactions  of  Senators  daring  the  pendency  of  the  tarift  bill. 

Mr.  Chapman.  That,  of  coarse,  woald  be  embraced  in  the  inquiry. 

The  Ohaxrman  (at  the  request  of  Senator  Lodge).  The  resolation 
under  which  we  are  acting  is  as  follows: 

Re$0lvedy  That  a  oommilitee  of  Are  Senaton  be  appointed  to  inyestigate  tiieee 
ehar^es  f  referring  to  oertain  ohargee  in  the  newspapers)  and  inquire  farther  whether 
my  Senator  has  been  or  is  speculating  in  what  is  Ibiown  as  sugar  stocks  during  the 
oonsideration  of  the  tariff  biU  now  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lodge.  Under  that  inqairy  which  has  jast  been  read,  and 
ui  pursuit  of  it,  I  asked  you,  Mr.  Chapman,  whether  the  statement 
made  in  the  newspaper  that  your  firm  had  been  very  large  purchasers 
of  sagar  stock  daring  the  x>endency  of  the  tarifi'  bill  was  true,  and  I 
understand  that  you  decline  to  answer  that  question  until  you  have 
had  opportunity  to  consult  your  counsel.  You  request  to  be  allowed 
not  to  answer  until  you  have  had  opportunity  to  consult  your  counsel. 
That  is  correct! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  stated  that  before  answering  any  question  relating 
to  our  business  I  would  prefer  to  have  opportunity  to  consult  counsel, 
and  that  request  is  a  general  one  as  to  all  questions.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  would  be  any  objection  on  my  part  to  answering  the  ques- 
tion that  you  have  just  propounded,  alone.  Assuming  that  that  was  to 
be  followed  by  other  questions  that  would  relate  to  the  operations  of 
oar  hoQ8e,  I  desired,  at  the  outset,  to  make  that  request.  I  did  not  know 
what  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  would  be  and  had  no  opportunity  to  con 
8alt  counsel  in  regard  to  it. 

Senator  LoDas.  Precisely.  The  chairman  has  read  the  resolution 
and  stated  to  you  the  scope  of  the  inquiry.  My  only  purpose  in  refer- 
ring to  it  was  to  bring  us,  if  possible,  to  the  precise  point  on  which  you 
desired  to  consult  counsel;  whether  you  desired  to  consult  counsel 
before  answering  any  question,  or  whether  you  desired  to  consult  coun- 
sel before  answering  this  particular  question. 

Mr.  Ohapman.  Before  answering  any  questions  relating  to  our  busi- 
ness affairs.  I  have  already  answered  the  questions  relating  to  the  alle- 
gation that  we  had  advance  information  of  the  tariff  schedule.  As  you 
are  now  going  into  another  branch  of  the  inquiry  I  would  like,  before 
answering  any  question  in  regard  to  it,  to  consult  counsel. 

The  Chaibman.  You  wish  to  consult  counsel  before  answering  any 
qnestioii  as  to  your  private  business. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Just  before  the  meeting  of  the  committee  after  the 
recess  for  lunch  the  following  letter  was  ^nded  me  by  Senator  Brice, 
which  I  will  read:  ' 

Senate  Chamber, 
Wofhingion,  D.  C,  Jtme  8, 1894. 
Hon.  Georgb  Orat. 

Chairman,  U.  a,  Smale  Ckmmittee  of  ImeetHgaUon: 

Sir:  It  is  stated  in  the  new8pax>ers  that  brokers  and  other  witnesses  as  to  transac- 
^iou  of  Senators  in  industrial  stocks  or  secorities,  sn^ar  and  others,  have  been  sam- 
moued  by  yonr  committee.  In  case  anjr  of  them  claim  any  privilege,  this  is  to  say 
to  them  severaUy,  that  they  are  authorized  and  requested  to  answer  as  to  any  trans- 
actiooa  of  or  for  me  or  any  of  my  family,  secretaries,  clerks,  M^ents,  or  employes,  as 
to  any  transactions  in  sogar  or  other  inaastrial  stocks  since  March  4, 1891,  when  I 
entered  the  Senate. 

During  that  period  I  have  not  been  interested^  directly  or  indirectly,  alone  or  with 
otiiers,  either  for  investment  or  speculation,  or  in  the  results  of  either,  in  any  sugar 
or  other  indostrial  stock  or  security  or  property :  and  in  case  any  aUegation  is  made 
^  any  one  as  to  m^  all  accounts  of  mine,  or  wiui  which  I  am  in  any  way  coiiiiocted, 
MJnning  mj  pdvate  aooounts  in  my  own  charge  and  in  those  of  my  clerks,  TiS|  G. 


14  INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

E.  Gilliland,  Washington;  Saml.  C.  Shortridge  and  W.  E.  Findlay,  80  Broadway, 
New  York,  and  Chas.  M.  Hnghes,  liima,  Ohio,  and  the  accounts  of  my  brokers  in  New 
York,  Messrs.  Work.  Strong  &  Co.,  Moore  <&  Schley,  and  Latham,  Alexander  &,  Co., 
and  of  any  other  broker  or  brokers,  are  open  to  yon  or  to  any  one  authorized  by  yon 
to  examine  them,  and  I  hereby  request  and  require  each  of  tliem  to  answer  fully. 
Respectfully, 

CALViir  S.  Bbicb.^ 

Kow,  after  hearing  that  letter  which  has  been  addressed  to  the  com- 
mittee through  its  chairman,  do  you,  so  far  as  Mr.  Brice  is  concerned, 
wish  still  to  consult  your  counsel  before  answering? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  understand  that  I  have  yet  been  asked  any 
question  concerning  Senator  Brice. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  I  will  ask  you,  then,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
whether  during  the  pendency  of  the  present  tariff  bill  Senator  Brice 
has,  through  your  firm,  or  to  your  knowledge,  speculated  in  what  are 
known  as  sugar  stocks? 

Mr.  Chapman.  As  I  am  going  to  consult  my  counsel  I  would  prefer 
to  answer  no  question  relating  to  my  business  until  I  have  done  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understood,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  you  made  no 
objection  to  answering  those  questions  I  asked  ;^ou  in  regard  to  the 
amendments.  I  remember  I  asked  in  the  beginning  about  the  amend- 
ments which  were  said  to  have  been  furnish^  to  your  firm — a  copy  of 
the  amendments.    You  made  no  objection  to  answering. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  answered  those  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

Senator  Lodge.  Let  me  ask  a  little  more  fiilly  on  that  point.  Did 
you  or  any  of  your  firm  have  any  advance  knowledge  of  any  sort  in 
regard  to  those  amendments? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  a  dififtcult  question  to  answer.  We  were 
constantly  in  receipt  of  information  from  Washington  as  to  the  prog- 
ress of  the  bill  and  the  probabilities  one  way  or  another  of  its  final 
passage  and  of  perhaps  some  items  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  any  advance  knowledge  as  to  the 
present  sugar  schedule,  that  it  would  be  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  and 
an  eigth  and  a  tenth  difierential? 

Mr.  Chapman.    No  knowledge,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  information  that  that  was  to  be  the 
schedule? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  could  not  answer  that  question.  We  had  advices 
of  all  sorts  and  descriptions  constantly  coming  over,  and  probably  all 
or  most  of  them  were  pure  guesses  with  the  view  of  speculation  as  to 
what  the  probable  outcome  of  the  negotiation  would  be. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  did  not  refer  to  guesses  or  estimates  which  were 
sent  out  irom  Washington  in  large  numbers,  but  did  you,  three  or 
four  days  before  these  Jones  amendments,  as  they  are  known,  appeared 
in  the  Senate,  have  information  that  these  amendments  would  contain 
a  sugar  schedule  about  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all  sugar? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  do  not  know  that  anyone  in  your  firm  had  any 
such  knowledge? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  think  that  any  member  of  the  firm  had  such 
knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Your  firm  had  no  such  knowledge  as  would  have 
led  thom  to  act  upon  it? 

Mr.  Chapman.  They  did  not.  I  wish  to  say  that  my  request  that 
the  answer  to  the  last  question  be  deferred  is  made  with  the  view  of 
first  having  definitely  settled  the  general  principles  upon  which  an- 
swers to  questions  shall  be  made. 
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The  Chairman,  rou  mean  that  with  reference  to  the  question  in 
r^ard  to  Mr,  Brice's  transactions  through  your  firm,  after  hearing 
the  letter  read,  your  declination  was  because  you  wished  to  know 
whether  you  ought  to  .trench  on  the  genertd  principle  that  might  be 
laid  down  in  regard  to  your  rights  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  the  idea  exactly. 

Senator  Davis.  What  general  principle!  Do  you  advance  any  gen- 
eral principle  now  in  reference  to  answering t 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  the  question  I  propose  to  submit  to  counsel, 
as  to  whether  I  should  answer  any  questions  relating  to  our  busiuess. 
If  1  should  answer  one  question  I  would  perhaps  be  violating  the 
principle  that  couxisel  would  lay  down  for  me. 


Washinoton,  D.  0.,  June  9, 1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lodge,  Davis,  and 
Allea. 
Mr.  Elvebton  B.  Chapman  appeared* 


BWORlf  8TATEMBHT  or  ELVEETOlf  K.  CHAFMAV— OcmtinuecL 

The  Ohatbman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  were  asked  yesterday  whether 
your  firm  is  a  large  dealer  in  sugar  stock,  and  you  were  told  by  Sena- 
tor Davis  that  in  coaneotion  with  this  question,  which  was  to  be<x>n* 
sidered  as  preliminary  to  inquiry  of  the  witness  into  dealings  he  or  his 
fina  may  have  had  in  sugar  stocks  duriug  the  pendency  of.  the  present 
tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  in  which  deaUngs  Senators  were,  or  are^ 
directly  or  indirectly  interested.  That  was  the  question  in  regard  to 
whicii  you ; said  yesterday  that  you  would  like  before  answering  to  con- 
sider. What  do  you  say  this  morning  in  answer  to  that  question 
already  put,  and  I  put  it  to  you  again  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  reference  to  the  first  part  of  the  inquiry,  as  it 
is  matter  of  public  notoriety  among  our.  associate  members  of  the  New 
lork  Stock  Exchange^  I  state  that  we  have  handled  large  tquantities 
of  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  during  the  pend- 
ency of  this  bilL 

Senator  Lodgs.  You  have  bought  and  soldi 

Mr.  Chapman.  Bought  and  sold.  Perhaps  is  better  bought  and  sold 
tban  bandied. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  any  of  those,  transactions  in  sugar  stock  or 
eertiiieates^  so  called,  transactions  in  wMch  any  Senators  of  the  United 
States  were  interested,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  during  the  pend- 
ency of  the  present  tariff  bill,  or  the  conjsideration  of  the  present  tariff 
billl  ' 

Hr.  Chapman.  With  all  due  reapect  to  this  honorable  committee,  I 
deeline  to  auaver  tbat.qnestion  or  any  question  relating  to  the  business 
of*  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  of  which  I  am  a  partner. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  finished  your  anawert 

Mr.  Chapmanv  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  You  havet  Do  you  decline  to  answer  thatques- 
tioD  on  the  gi*ound  that  ite  answer  may  tend  in  any  way  to  criminate 
yourself  or  exiwse  you  to  a  criminal  prosecution  of  any  kind  whatever? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question  for  the  reason  that 

6.  Ucp.  to 11 
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we  are  brokers,  and  as  such  are  engaged  in  the  business  of  baying, 
selling,  and  carrying  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  securities  de^lt  in  on  the 
Kew  York  Stock  Exchange  for  the  account  of  our  customers,  who  are 
the  principals.  In  transactions  we  are  simply  their  agents,  and  as 
such  have  neither  a  moral  nor  a  legal  right  to  divulge  the  details  of 
business  with  which  we  are  intrusted.  Our  relations  with  our  clients 
are  those  of  the  closest  confidence,  and  should  we  violate  this  confi- 
dence, even  at  the  demand  of  this  honorable  committee,  we  should 
justly  forfeit  the  respect  of  those  upon  whom  we  must  depend  for  our 
business. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  given  a  reason  for  declining  to  answer  the 
question  before  the  last.  My  last  question  was  whether  you  decline  to 
answer  for  the  reason  that  an  answer  might  expose  you  to  criminal 
prosecution  or  tend  to  expose  you  to  such  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not 

The  Chairman.  You  do  iiot  for  that  reason. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  decline  to  answer  for  the  reason  that  you  have 
just  stated  f 

The  Chairman.  And  not  for  the  reason  that  T  have  jiist  Hskedt 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  correct 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  summoned  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee as  a  witness,  have  you  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  And  you  appear  pursuant  to  that  summons  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  are  asked  whether  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley  have  bought  or  sold  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks 
during  the  month  of  February,  1894,  and  after  the  first  day  of  that 
month,  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  during  the  month 
of  March,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator^DAVis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  during  the  month 
of  April,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senatorf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Bchley,  during  the  month 
of  May,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect^  of  any  United  States 
Senatorf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer.  • 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  during  the  month 
of  June,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States  ^n- 
atort 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  at  present  carrying 
any  sugar  stock  for  the  benefit  of  or  in  the  intereist,  direct  or  indirect 
of  any  United  States  Senatorf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answft. 

Sen&tor  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  has  your  attention  been  called  to,  and 
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Lare  you  considered,  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  upon  the  subject  of  refusal  of  a  witness  to  answer 
a  qoestion  pertinent  to  the  inquiry  when  addressed  to  him  by  a  com- 
mittee duly  authorized  to  investigate? 

Mr.  Chapmajn.  In  a  general  way,  yes. 

Senator  Dayib.  You  have  read  the  statute  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  read  it. 

Senator  Davis.  I  show  you  the  sections  to  which  I  refer.  Just  cast 
your  eye  over  them. 

Mr.  Chapman  (after  reading).  I  have  now  read  the  statute. 

Senator  Davis.  After  reading  that  statute,  do  you  still  persist  in 
your  refusal  to  answer  the  several  questions  which  have  been  addressed 
toyouf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  there  anything  fiirther  that  you  wish  to  add  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  At  the  session  of  the  committee  yesterday,  a  letter 
was  read  from  Senator  Brice  that  has  caused  me  some  embarrassment. 
It  was  a  surprise,  as  I  had  no  intimation  .that  such  a  letter  would  be 
sent  to  the  committee.  I  will  so  far  depart  from  the  decision  I  have 
jiust  announced  as  to  testify  that  since  the  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice  became 
a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  he  has  not  bought  nor 
sold  through  our  house,  directly  or  indirectly,  a  share  of  stock  of  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company  or  a  share  of  stock  of  any  indus- 
trial company  dealt  in  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  I  mean  also 
to  include  any  industrial  stock  listed  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange. 
The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  mean,  in  your  answer,  to  say  that  he  has 
bought  or  sold  during  the  period  mentioned  no  stock  known  as  sugar 
stock! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do.  And,  further,  I  desire  to  state  that  we  have 
not  bought  or  sold  a  share  of  such  stock  for  any  clerk,  agent,  or 
employ^,  or  other  person  connected  in  any  way  with  the  alfairsof  Sena- 
tor Brice,  or  in  the  nam^  of  any  member  of  his  family.  But  i  submit 
this  evidence  only  on  the  direct,  written  request  contained  in  Senator 
Brice's  letter,  which  has  been  read  in  my  presence,  and  I  hereby  serve 
notice  on  the  committee  that  whether  requested  to  do  so  or  not  by  any 
pepson,  whether  a  customer  of  our  firm  or  not,  or  whether  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States  or  not,  I  shall  decline  to  answer  any  question  that 
maybe  asked  by  the  committee  as  to  the  principal  in  any  transaction 
made  by  our  firm  in  the  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Com- 
pany or  any  other  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  the  notice  which  you  have  just  now  served" 
npon  the  committee  prepared  by  your  counsel  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  sir;  it  was  written  by  myself.  Prepared  by 
myselfl 

Senator  Davis.  Are  we  to  understand,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  this  com- 
mittee is  dependent  for  its  testimony  from  you  upon  permission  given 
by  any  Senator  whose  conduct  in  regard  to  speculating  in  sugar  stocks 
we  may  be  investigating  f 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman  has  just  said,  as  I  understand  him, 
that  he  refuses  independently  of  any  permission  and-  contrary  to  any 
permission* 

Mr.  Chapman.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  just  stated  that  even  with 
SQch  consent  I  should  decline  to  answer  any  questions  tending  to 
divnlge  the  principal  in  any  transaction  we  may  have  made  in  any 
slock. 

8.B6P. 
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Senator  Davis.  On  the  contrary,  Mr,  Chapman,  you  have  jnst  now 
negatived  that  purpose  by  complying  with  Mr.  Brice's  request,  and  I 
want  to  know  whether  you  are  pleading  now  here  the  privilege  of  yonr 
firm  or  the  privilege  of  a  Senator  in  the  refusal  which  you  announce 
your  purpose  to  persist  inf 

Mr.  Chapman.  The  privilege  of  my  firm. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  ujwn  what  ground  do  you  refuse, 
and^  as  you  say,  you  will  refuse,  to  disclose  the  traTisaction  of  a  princi- 
pal who  authorizes  and  directs  you  to  disclose  anything  concerning 
himself  to  this  committee  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  ground  that  we  deny  the  right  of  this  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  relations  that  exist  between  our  firm  and  our 
clients,  or  to  inquire  respecting  .transactions  we  may  have  had  for  and 
on  account  of  our  clients. 

Senator  Allen^  Mr.  Chapman,  the  Senate,  by  the  resolution  under 
which  we  are  acting,  directed  us  to  inquire  and  report  whether  any  Sen- 
ator has  been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  dur- 
ing the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  which  is 
what  is  known  commonly  as  the  Wilson  tariff'  bill,  which  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  the  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  and  from 
that  time  has  been  in  the  Senate  and  is  still  pending  in  the  Senate  and 
under  discussion.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  not  base  your 
refusal  to  answer  any  of  these  questions  upon  your  privilege  as  an  indi- 
vidual  to  be  protected  in  disclosing  anything  which  would  criminate 
you  or  expose  you  to  public  ignominy.  You  base  your  refusal  alto- 
gether ux)on  the  supposition  that  your  firm,  as  a  private  firm,  has  a 
right  to  secrete  the  names  of  its  clientage — those  who  deal  with  it.  Is 
that  correct! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Ai^len.  You  base  your  reffisal  to  answer  these  questions 
solely  upon  that  idea,  or  solely  upon  that  assumed  tactt 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  that  fact,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  should  we 
disclose  our  principals  we  would  lose  the  confidence  of  our  clieuts. 

Senator  Allen.  Yonr  refusal  is  in  no  manner  based  u|)on  the  su]>- 
position  that  it  would  criminate  you  or  expose  you  to  pubUe  ignominy 
to  answer  these  questions? 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  not. 

Senator  Allen«  I  desire  to  read  to  you  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  to  go  into  the  record : 

Sec.  102.  Every  person  who,  having  been  snuimoned  as  a  witness  by  the  anthority 
of  either  Hpose  of  Con^freas  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers  upon  any  matter 
under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either  House  of  ('Oiigiess, 
wilfuUy  ma^es  default,  or  who,  having  apppearcd,  refuses  to  answer  any  question 
pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deeniwi  guilty  of  a  miadenieauor, 
punishable  by  a  tine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dolliirs  nor  less  than  one  hun- 
dred doUarSy  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  jail  for  not  leas  than  one  month  nor 
more  than  twelve  mouths. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  pape*  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congrw»s,  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  each  f;ici 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Sec  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  tbe 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  tbe  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fact  under 
the  sea.l  of  the  Seuate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colnmbifty 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

I  desire  to  supplement  tbe  reading  of  these  sections  of  the  statute  by 
the  statement  to  you  that  the  Senate  has  full  power,  whore  a  witness 
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refuses  to  answer  a  questiou  that  is  pertinent  to  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration by  the  committee,  to  bring  you  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and 
require  you  to  answer  or  to  inflict  imprisonment  ux>on  you  until  you  do 
answer,  for  contempt  of  its  right  to  inquire.  Now,  in  view  of  the  law 
which  I  have  read  and  the  statement  which  I  have  made  to  you  do 
yoQ  still  persist  in  your  refusal  to  answer  any  of  these  questions  t 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  firm  keeps  a  set  of  books,  does  it  notf 
Mr.  Chapman.  It  does. 

Senator  Allen.  In  which  the  name»  of  customers  on  whose  account 
yoQ  transact  business  are  to  be  found! 
Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  keep  a  regular  statement  of  their  accounts, 
their  investments,  their  sales,  and  your  commissions,  etcf 
Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  knowthe  name  of  any  United  States  Senator, 
any  man  who  is  now  a  United  States  Senator,  appearing  upon  your 
books  since  the  list  day  of  Fdl^raary,  1894,  to  this  date! 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 
Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.    You  decline  to  answer 
it  because  the  name  does  appear  there,  or  because  it  does  not  api>eart 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  decUne  to  answer  it  for  the  reason  stated  in  the 
answer  to  a  previous  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  suppilement  that  by  asking  you  if  you  decline 
to  state  whether  the  name  of  any  United  States  Senator  appears  upon 
your  books  as  a  dealer  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  described  in  the  resolu- 
tion which  you  have  read,  and  which  has  been  read  in  your  presence, 
since  the  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  to  the  present  date,  in  consequence 
of  there  being  such  names  upon  your  book  as  such  dealers  in  that  kind 
of  stock,  or  in  consequence  of  there  not  being  any  names  of  Senators 
there! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  any  question  tending  to  show  to 
thiK  committee  whether  there  are  or  are  not  the  names  of  any  Senators 
of  the  United  States  npon  our  books  dealing  in  the  stocks  referred  to. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Cliapman,  if  no  Unit^  States  Senator  had  dealt 
in  stocks  through  your  firm ;  that  is,  sugar  stocks,  referred  to  in  the  res- 
olutions, during  the  period  I  have  mentioned,  from  the  1st  of  February, 
1894,  to  the  present  time,  you  would  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would  youT 
Ton  woold  not  have  to  say  that  ^^Ko  gentleman  has  dealt  in  stocks 
throngh  us,"  but  that  ^^No  Senator  has  dealt  in  these  stocks  through 
^  You* would  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would  you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should  hesitate  and  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  That  would  not  disclose  any  person  who  had  dealt 
▼ith  your  firm,  but  only  show  that  these  persons  had  not  dealt  through 
yonrfirm  in  those  jstocks;  and  if  no  United  States  Senator  has  dealt 
throngh  your  firm  in  these  sugar  stocks  during  that  period,  you  would 
not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would  you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  pursuance  of  the  general  policy  outlined  in  the 
answer  to  a  previous  question,  I  should  decline  to  answer  any  question 
relating  in  any  way  to  the  business  of  our  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  But  you  say,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  you  put  your 
refusal  to  answer  upon  the  ground  that  you  think  this  committee  has 
no  power  to  inquire  into  the  private  affairs  of  your  firm.  That  is  cor- 
reci  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  one  of  the  grounds ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Alijsn.  Now,  then,  if  your  firm  has  had  no  transactions 
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with  any  Senator  of  the  United  States,  has  not  been  engaged  as  his 
broker  in  buying  or  selling  these  sugar  stocks  for  him,  that  would  not 
disclose  any  business  of  your  firm,  would  it,  by  saying  sot 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  would  be  admitting  the  right  of  the  committee  to 
ask  any  question  relating  to  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  You  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  ask  any 
question  that  in  any  manner  relates  to  your  business,  as  I  understand 
youf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Kow,  do  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  ask 
you  a  question  which  does  not  relate  to  the  business  of  your  firmt 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  would  depend  upon  the  scope  of  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  If  no  TJ.  S.  Senator  had  dealt  in  these  sugar  stocks 
referred  to  in  the  resolution,  Mr.  Chapman,  during  the  period  I  have 
mentioned  through  your  firm,  you  would  not  hesitate  to  say  they  had 
not,  would  you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  you  hesitate  to  say  they  had  notf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should. 

Senator  Allen.  You  would  want  the  impression  conveyed  to  the 
public  mind  by  your  refusal  to  testify  that  they  had  dealt  in  sugar 
stocks  through  your  firm  during  that  timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  necessarily. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understand,  do  you  not,  Mr.  Chapman,  that 
any  declination  to  answer  questions  conveys  to  the  mind  of  the  com- 
mittee that  Senators  have  dealt  in  sugar  stocks  through  your  firm,  and 
that  you  are  attempting  to  secrete  matters  and  shield  them  in  the  trans- 
actions t  Do  you  understand  that  to  be  a  proper  deduction  from  your 
refusal  to  answer  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  testify  as  to  the  impression 
my  testimony  leaves  upon  the  minds  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  K  no  United  States  Senator  has  dealt  in  these  sugar 
stocks  refeired  to  in  the  resolutioh,  during  the  period  that  I  have  men- 
tioned in  previous  questions,  why  should  you  refuse  to  say  that  they 
have  not  so  dealt  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  general  principle  that  we  deny  the  right 
of  this  committee  to  inquire  into  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  You  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  inquire  as 
to  your  business,  and  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  inquire 
into  things  that  you  do  not  transact,  as  wellt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  require  an 
answer  to  any  question  which  shall  have  reference  to  business  we  have 
done  or  business  we  have  not  done. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to 
inquire  into  anything  which  may  concern  your  fixm,  affirmatively  or 
negatively? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  it,  exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  If  in  a  court  of  justice  under  examination,  yon 
would  not  attempt  to  make  that  denial,  would  yout 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  would  depend  very  largdy  upon  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  Hon.  Kelson  W.  Aldrich  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island,  now  engaged  in  dis- 
charging his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  has  been  since  the 
1st  of  February,  1894.  You  may  state  if  he  has  purchased  or  sold  any 
sugar  stock,  such  as  are  mentioned  in  this  resolution,  through  your 
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linn  daring  the  period  I  have  mentioned.    I  speak  of  the  period  &om 
the  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  to  the  present  moment,  during  aU  which 
time  the  tariff  bill  has  been  under  discussion  in  the  Senate. 
Mr.  Chapmak.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer.  William  V.  Allen  is  a 
United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska,  and  has  been  dur- 
ing this  period.  You  may  state  if  during  that  time  he  bought  or  sold 
or  had  been  concerned  in  buying  or  selling  sugar  stocks  through  your 
firm. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  want  to  state  to  you,  in  connection  with  this  ques- 
tion, Mr.  Chapman,  that  I  am  the  William  Y.  Allen  whose  name  is 
embraced  in  the  preceding  question,  and  I  give  you  full  liberty,  and 
make  personid  request  of  you,  to.testify  before  this  committee  if  I  have 
liad  any  business  transactions  with  your  firm,  or  through  your  firm,  in 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  during  that 
peri<Mi.  I  hope  you  will  waive  your  privilege,  as  you  look  at  it,  to  that 
extent 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  The  Hon.  William  B. 
Allison  is  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  has 
been  daring  the  period  I  have  mentioned.  State  whether  he  has  been 
concerned  in  buying  or  selling  any  sugar  stocks  during  the  period  I 
have  mentioned.  I  am  going  to  take  you  through  the  list  of  these 
names,  and  you  may  answer  as  rapidly  as  I  can  proceed  with  them. 

Mr.  Chapkan.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  in  reference  to  Hon. 
William  B.  Bate,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  with  reference  to 
Hon.  James  H.  Berry,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  0.  S.  Blackburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Ohio,  yoQ  have  testified  about.  Hon.  Matthew  O.  Butler  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  I  ask  you  the  same 
question  with  reference  to  him. 

Blr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  same  question  with  reference  to  Hon. 
Donelson  Gaffery,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wilkinson  Call,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Johnson  N.  Camden,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Donald  Cameron,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  M.  Carey,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 


22  INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  E.  Chandler,  a  United  States 
Senator  fipom  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Francis  M.  Oockrell,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Missonri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Richard  Coke,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Shelby  M.  Collom,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  W.  Daniel,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Cnshman  K.  Davis,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota.  He  is  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  may  speak  for  himself. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  I  request  and  insist  that  yon  answer 
that  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  DaYis.  Do  you  wish  to  put  me  in  the  position  of  appearing 
to  have  speculated  in  sugai*  stocks  through  your  firmf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not;  I  simply  decline  upon  general  principles. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Nathan  F.  Dixon,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Bhode  Island. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  N.  Dolph,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Fred  T.  Dubois,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  J.  Faulkner,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  P.  Frye,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Maine, 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Jacob  H.  OaHinger,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Z.  George,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  H.  Gibson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  Gordon,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Arthur  P.  Gorman,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  Gray,  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Delaware. 
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Mr.  Chafman.  I  decliue  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  I  make  the  same  reqaest  that  Senator  Davis  did, 
and  ask  and  insist  that  yon  answer  the  question  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
einiied. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Ai^len.  Also  Hon.  Eugene  Hale,  United  States  Seimtor  from 
tlie  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Ai-LEN.  Also  the  Hon.Henry  0.  Hansbrough,  United  States 
Senator  frc«i  the  State  of  Korth  Dakot^ 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Isham  6.  Harris,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor trom  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  B.  Hawley,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  CoDBeeticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Ajithony  Higgins,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor fnun  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  B.  Hill,  a  United  States  Senatoi 
from  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  F.  Hoar,  a  United  States  Senatoi 
froui  the  State  of  Maf^sachnsetts. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eppa  Hunton,  a  United  States  Senatoi 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  J.  L.  M.  Irby,  a  United  States  Senatoi 
from  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  E.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senatoi 
tram  the  State  of  Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  P.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senatoi 
from  the  State  of  Kevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  H.  Kyle,  a  United  States  Senatoi 
fiom  the  State  of  Sonth  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  Lindsay,  a  United  States  Senator 
^m  the  State  of  Kentucky,  who  is  also  a  member  of  this  committee, 
and  who,  I  am  well  satisfied,  would  desire  you  to  make  any  statement 
concerning  him  if  he  were  present.  He  is  detained  irom  the  committee 
bysicktiess. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  also  decline  to  answer  as  to  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  a  United  States 
B^Otttor  from  the  State  of  Massachnsetts,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  request  and  insist,  Mr.  Chapman,  as  Mr.  Gray  and 
Mr.  Davis  have  done,  that  you  reply  whether,  directly  or  indirectly,  I 
have  dealt  through  yonr  fim  in  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  kind  of 
stocks  f 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

fittiator  Allbn.  You  may  assume  that  that  request  is  made  and 
itt|^  upon  yooi  Mr*  Ohapman,  by  every  member  of  the  oommittee. 
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collectively  and  individually.    Also  Hon.  James  McMiUau,  a  United 
States  Senator  £rom  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  McPherson,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  F.  Manderson,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Martin,  a  United  States  Senator 
fi'om  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  dech'ne  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Soger  Q.  Mills,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  L.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  JohiiH.MitcheIly  a  United  States  Senator 
fr6m  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  T.  Morgan,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Justin  S.  Morrill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  Murphy,  jr.,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  IN^ew  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  M.  Palmer,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Samuel  Pasoo,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wm«  A.  Peffer,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  O.  Perkins,  a  CTnited  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  California. 
.    Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  B.  P.  Pettigrew,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Orville  H.  Piatt,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Thomas  O.  Power,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  Stato  of  Montana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Redfield  Proctor,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  L.  Pugh,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Matthew  S.  Qnay^  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Matt  W.  Bansom,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  I^orth  Carolina. 

Mr.  CHAPMA17.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Alles.  Also  Hon.  William  TS.  Boach,  a  United  States  Sen- 
tor  from  the  State  of  Forth  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon«  John  Sherman,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  L.  Shonp,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Smith,  jr.,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  l^ew  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Watson  0.  Sqnire,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Washington. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  M.  Stewart,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Nevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  M.  Teller,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  Tnrpie,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mi.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  G.  Vest,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Missonri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  F.  Vilas,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Daniel  W.  Voorhees,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  D.  Washbnm,  a  United  States 
Senator  frx)m  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  D.  White,  formerly  United  States 
Senator,  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Senator  Jarvis,  of  the  State  of  ^N^orth 
Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  McLanrin,  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  J^ewton  L.  Blanchard,  a  United  States 
oeuator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Stephen  M.  White,  a  United  States  Sen- 
^  from  the  State  of  Galifomia. 

lb,  OHiraLUU  I  decline  to  answei; 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  F.  Wilson,  a  Uiiited  States  ^n- 
ator  from  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  O.  Wolcott, «  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  Patton  of  the  Btate  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Also  Senator  Stockbridge,  of  Midhigan,  recently 
deceased. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  Mr.  Chapman,  I  tmderstand  yon  to  reftise  to 
testify  anything  whatever  concerning  any  detilings  your  firm  may  have 
had  for  or  on  account  of  any  of  the  persons  whose  names  we  have  men- 
tioned! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  As  dealers  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks, 
pending  the  present  tariit'  bill,  since  February  1, 1894,  to  the  present 
time! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  And  also  as  to  whether  any  of  the  persons  named 
have  had  any  dealings  or  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  have  declined,  in  regard  to  all 
of  the  Senators  now  members  of  the  body,  to  answer  the  questions  put 
to  you  as  to  whether  they  have  had  dealings  or  not  with  your  firm  in 
the  so-called  sugar  stocks,  with  the  exception  of  Senator  Brice.  Why 
did  you  make  that  exception  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  Simply  because  Senator  Brice  had  expressly  requested 
in  writing  that  I  make  it — that  I  testify  as  to  whether  any  operations 
had  been  conducted  by  us  for  his  account,  and  coupled  with  the  denial 
on  his  part,  in  writing,  that  he  had  bought  or  sold  any  so-called  sugar 
stock ;  and  I  have  thought  proper  under  the  circumstances  to  corrobc^te 
his  statement  so  far  as  my  house  iscoucerned. 

The  Chairman.  Why  would  you  not  think  it  proper  to  accede  to  the 
request  made  by  Senator  Davis  which  in  substance  was  the  same? 

Senator  Davis.  And  I  add  a  positive  denial  of  any  dealings,  directly 
or  indirectly,  at  anytime,  in  any  form  or  manner,  in  any  of  the  so-called 
sugar  stocks,  and  again  request  and  insist  that  you  answer  as  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  decline  still  to  answer  that  question  as  to 
Senator  Davisf 

Senator  Davis.  I  make  the  denial  here  as  explicitly  as  Mr.  Brice, 
and  I  am  willing  to  take  the  stand  upon  it,  and  again  request  and 
insist  that  the  witness  answer  that  question  as  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  Kow,  Mr.  Chapman,  do  you  still  decline  to  answer 
the  question  as  to  Senator  Davis? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  would  like  a  little  time  to  think  of  that  before 
deciding  whether  to  cimtjede  to  the  Senator's  request  or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  I  make  the  same  urgent  and  strong  request  Uiat 
Senator  Davis  has  made,  and  I  deny  most  positively  that  1  ever  saw 
you  or  knew  of  your  existence  until  yesterday,  and  never  knew  of  the 
existence  of  your  firm  until  I  was  appointed  a  member  of  the  committee, 
and  have  never  yet  in  my  life  put  my  foot  in  the  city  of  Few  York. 

Senator  LoBaB.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  deny  absolutely  having  dealt 
with  such  sugar  stocks  through  Moore  &  Schley,  or  through  any  other 
firm  of  brokers,  and  request  and  insist  that  the  witness  t^stii^  in  that 
particaliir  as  to  ma;  and  I  now  ask  the  question. 
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The  Chaibman.  I  assume,  in  Senator  Lindsay's  absence,  to  make  the 
same  request  for  every  member  of  the  committee.  I  certainly  would 
make  the  same  statement  that  Senator  Brice  has  made,  and  I  make 
the  same  statement  aa  applicable  to  myself,  precisely,  of  denial  of  buy^ 
ing  or  selling  anyone  of  the  industrial  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  of  any 
kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Every  member  of  this  committee,  Mr.  Ohapman, 
makes  this  request  of  you. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  request  that  I  be  given  time  to  consider  the  matter 
before  being  asked  to  answer  that  question. 

The  Chairman.  When  Senator  Brice  was  mentioned  this  morning, 
yon  spoke  of  being  embarrassed. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Because  of  its  being  in  violation  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples  that  1  have  laid  down  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  What  induced  you  to  violate  that  principle! 

Mr.  Chapman.  As  I  before  stated,  the  request  was  here  over  the  sig- 
natare  of  the  Senator  and  I  felt  as  though  the  drcumstances  war- 
ranted my  making  that  exception. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  if  each  member  of  this  committee 
had  framed  a  request  in  writing,  the  same  in  substance  as  Senator 
Brice's,  would  you  then  have  answered  as  to  themf 

Mr.  Chapman*  I  probably  would,  but  I  would  like  opx>ortunity  to 
consider  the  matter  before  definitely  answering. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  your  ol]|jeetion  to  complying  with  our  personal 
request  just  made  to  you  that  we  did  not  put  it  in  writing  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  it  is  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  give  it  the  same  force  you  do  Senator  Brice'S) 
notwithstanding  ours  is  verbal  and  his  is  in  writing! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  may  consider  my  name  sub* 
Kribed  to  Senator  Brice's  letter,  and  I  now  request  and  insist  that  you 
answer,  as  to  me,  the  question  you  declined  to  answer. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  would  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  committee  to  con* 
sider  the  matter  before  answering. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  reason,  if  any,  have  you  for  making  a  distino- 
tion  between  our  request  and  that  of  Senator  Brice  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  None,  except  that  in  the  case  of  Senator  Brice  I  have 
imonally  taken  the  responsibility  of  answering,  without  consultation 
with  my  partners,  and  before  answering  the  question  I  would  prefer 
to  have  that  consiiltation. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  have  answwed  the  question  in  regard 
to  Senator  Briee,  if  you  had  thought  you  would  be  asked  the  same 
qnestioD  in  regard  to  every  otlier.  Senator  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  don't  think  I  would. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  not  the  reason  of  your  refusal  as  to  the  members 
of  theco;Q[imittee  this,  that  if  the  same  request  were  made  to  you  by  all 
tbe  Senators,  and  you  should  accede  to  it  and  testify  truthfully,  by  a 
process  of  exclusion  you  would  reveal  what  Senators  are  upon  your 
bookB  as  speculating  in  sugar  stocks  since  the  first  of  February,  1894? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  will  have  to  decline  to  answer  that  question^ 

Senator  Au^en.  Did  you  make  a  distinction  between  Senator  Brice 
ttid  the  members  of  this  committee  who  have  made  the  same  request 
<^yon,  upon  the  idea  that  Senator  Brice  was  known  to  be  a  speculator 
in  stocks,  to  some  extent,  and  members  of  the  committee  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  I  did  not.  Senator  Brice  has  been  charged  in 
the  public  preaa  with  being  a  speculator  in  the  stock  of  the  American 


28  INVESTIGATION  OF  ATTEMPTS   AT   BBIBEBTy  ETC. 

Sagar  Beflning  Company,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  any  member  of  this 
committee  has  been  so  charged. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Yon  know  that  other  United  States  Senators  aside 
from  Senator  Brice  have  been  charged  with  speculating  in  sugar  stock, 
don^youf 

Mr.  Ghapman.  In  the  public  press,  yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes;  in  the  public  press.  And  you  may  state  who 
they  are  who  have  been  chai'ged  in  the  public  press,  as  you  have  seen, 
as  dealers  in  those  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  name  them. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  can  name  some  of  them,  can  not  yon,  besides 
Senator  Brice  f  I  am  speaking  now  about  those  who  have  been  charged 
in  the  public  press  with  dealing  in  sugar  stock,  dabbling  in  sugar  stocks, 
whatever  you  call  it,  not  confining  it  to  your  firm  at  all. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  hardly  think  I  could  testify  upon  that  question,  as 
I  do  not  know  that  their  names  are  specially  impressed  ux)on  my  mind. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  conversed  with  any  United  States  Sen- 
ator since  you  were  dismissed  yesterday  and  before  you  came  back  this 
momingf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Lodge.  Well,  upon  what  ground  do  you  decline  to  answer  itt 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  general  ground  that  the  committee  is  not 
authorized  to  ask  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Does  that  concern  your  business!  You  speak  of  the 
privilege  of  your  business  confidence. 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  might  or  it  might  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  decline  to  answer  our  question 
in  regard  to  Senators  and  state  very  explicitly  a  plausible  ground  of 
refusal,  that  these  were  business  confidences  and  that  your  firm  felt 
that  they  could  not  properly  disclose  the  names,  l^ou  are  now  asked 
whether  you  have  conversed  with  any  Senator,  outside  of  tllis  commit- 
tee, since  you  arrived  in  Washington  and  since  your  dismissal  yester- 
day and  before  your  return  this  morning.  You  decline  to  answer  that. 
It  certainly  can  not  be  on  the  ground  that  it  would  tend  to  criminate 
you,  and  you  are  now  asked  whether  it  is  on  the  ground  that  you  have 
previously  alleged,  that  it  would  be  a  disclosure  of  your  business  tran- 
sactions f 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  such  a  disclosure  of  my  private  affairs  as,  in  my 
judgment,  is  not  warranted  by  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  of  this  com- 
mittee. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  was  the  conversation  you  had  with 
any  Senator  since  your  dismissal  here  yesterday  and  your  return  this 
morning,  with  reference  to  anything  pertaining  to  the  business  of  your 
firm  or  in  connection  with  your  firm! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  stated  that  I  have  had  any  conversation. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  have  any  conversation  with 
any  United  States  Senator  upon  any  subject  since  your  dismissal  yes- 
terday as  a  witness  and  before  your  return  here  this  morning  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  what  grounds  do  you  decline  to  answer  that 
question! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  same  ground  as  my  declination  to  answer 
the  previous  one. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  meet  at  a  hotel  or  at  any  private  room  or 
place  and  engage  in  conversation  with  any  United  States  Senator  from 
the  time  you  were  dismissed  yesterday  until  you  returned  as  a  witness 
this  momingf 
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Ifr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  because  you  did  meet  some  Senator  that  you 
decline  f 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  for  the  reason  just  stated. 

Senator  Allen.  The  reason  just  stated  is  that  it  would  be  disclos- 
nreof  your  business  transactions — ^that  whatever  conversation  you  may 
have  had  during  this  period  since  yesterday  would  be  disclosure  of 
yoor  private  affairs  which  you  think  the  committee  has  no  right  to 
inqnire  about! 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  consult  counsel  after  leaving  us,  Mr.  Ohap- 
manl 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  counsel  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  Suppose  I  answer  the  question  in  this  way:  I  con- 
aolted  one  of  the  leading  members  of  the  bar  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, bat  I  do  not  know  tirhether — I  do  not  think  without  his  consent,  I 
ought  at  this  time  to  name  him  in  this  examination. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  put  you  this  question :  Did  you,  after  your 
dismissal  yesterday  as  a  witness  here  and  before  your  return  this 
morning,  have  any  conversation  with  any  United  States  Senator  with 
reference  to  any  business  he  might  have  transacted  through  your  firm 
in  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consider- 
ation of  the  present  pending  tariff  bill  in  the  United  States  Senate  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  decline  to  answer  that.  Did  you  meet,  socially 
or  in  a  business  way,  any  United  States  Senator  in  this  city  during 
hattimef 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  shall  have  to  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  Since  your  dismissal 
yesterday,  have  you  received  instructions  from  your  firm  as  to  your  con- 
duct here  as  a  witness  as  to  what  you  shall  disclose  and  what  you  shall 
not  disclose  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  received  communications  .by  wire  from  indi- 
Tidnal  members  of  my  firm.  ^ 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  have  any  communication  any  other  way, 
in  any  other  form,  than  by  wiref 

Mr.  Ohapman.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  in  your  possession  now  the  messi^es  that 
yon  received  from  your  finn  upon  t^at  subject! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  produce  themt 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  produce  them;  upon  what  ground 
do  yon  decline  f 

Mr.  Ohapman.  Because  they  relate  to  the  personal  affairs  of  my  firm 
and  are  not  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  of  this  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  they  cipher  messages  or  open  messages  writ- 
ten in  full  language! 

Mr.  Ohapman.  Partly  cypher  and  partly 

Senator  Allen.  Do  these  messages  disclose  the  name  of  any  United 
States  Senator! 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  state  upon  the  ground  that  it  would 
reveal  some  Senator  as  a  dealer  in  stocks  through  your  firm! 

Mr.  Ohapman.  Not  at  all.  Upon  the  ground  that  it  is  an  unwar- 
nnted  inquiry  into  the  private  affairs  of  our  firm. 
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Senator  Allen.  These  messages,  I  understand  yoa^  Mr.  Chapman, 
were  in  reference  to  your  testimony  here  as  a  witness  before  this  inves- 
tigating committee,  were  they  not! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Partially  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  any  objection  to  producing  and  reading 
in  the  presence  of  the  committee  that  portion  of  those  messa^ges  refer- 
ring to  your  conduct  as  a  witness  before  this  committeet 

Mr.  Ohaphan.  I  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  these  messages  instruct  you  what  you  shall 
testify  to  and  what  you  shall  not  disclosef 

Mr.  Ohaphan.  They  relate  to  the  general  policy  to  be  pursued  in 
giving  my  testimony. 

Senator  Allen.  Before  this  committee  f^ 

Mr.  Ghapman.  Yes.    They  outline  the  general  policy  I  shall  pursue. 

Senator  Lod&b.  Since  you  left  this  committee  have  you  seen  and 
talked  with  Mr.  Macartney,  or  any  member  of  the  firm  of  Corson  & 
Macartney,  in  this  cit^f 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  have. 

Senator  LoDas.  They  are  your  correspondents  here,  are  they  not? 
Did  you  consult  with  them  in  regard  to  this  investigation! 

Mr.  Ohaphan.  I  have  had  some  general  conversations  with  Mr. 
Macartney  on  this  subject. 

Senator  LoDas.  In  regard  to  your  business  or  private  affairs  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  now,  Mr.  Ohapman,  testified  to  the  com- 
mittee, without  objection,  that  you  met  Mr.  Macartney,  a  member  of 
that  firm,  and  talked  with  him  in  regard  to  the  investigation  aud  your 
private  and  business  aifairs.  You  still  decline  to  say  whether  you 
talked  with  any  Senator t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodg-b«  You  have  no  oltl^tion,  then,  to  stating  that  you 
met  persons  other  than  Senators,  and  you  do  not  plead  the  privilege  of 
your  private  affairs,  but  you  object  to  testifying  whether  or  not  you 
met  and  talked  with  Senators. 

Mr:  Chapman.  My  business  headquarters  when  in  Washington  are 
at  the  office  of  Corson  &  Macartney,  and  the  fact  that  I  conversed  with 
Mr.  Macartney,  our  correspondent,  I  stated;  but  I  do  not  feel  called 
upon  to  testify  as  to  other  parties. 

Senator  LoDdB.  Why  do  you  draw  a  distinction  between  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Macartney  about  your  private  afi'airs  and  conversation 
with  Senators t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  testified  as  to  conversations,  but  only  to 
the  fact  that  I  held  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Macartney. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  all  I  have  asked  you  in  regard  to  Senators. 
I  had  not  asked  what  you  said  to  Senators.  I  asked  you  whether  you 
conversed  with  any  Senators,  the  same  question  which  I  asked  you  in 
regard  to  Mr.  Macartney. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  shall  decline  to  answer  that  question,  as  before. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  decline  to  state  why  you  are  ready  to  testify 
that  you  met  Mr.  Macartney  and  why  you  decline  to  testify  whether 
or  not  you  met  Senators  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  what  grounds  do  you  place  your  declination  in 
the  one  case  and  your  readiness  to  admit  the  conversation  iu  the  other! 

Mr.  Chapman.  On  the  ground  before  stated* 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  whatt 
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Mr.  GHAPMA17.  The  closeneBS  of  our  relations  with  Mr.  Macartney 
and  the  fact  that  it  is  well  known  that  his  office  is  my  headquarters. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  is  yonr  only  reason  for  declining  to  answer 
▼hen  yon  are  a^ed  if  yon  met  any.  Senators  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  before  stated  why  I  declined  to  answer  as  to 

Senator  Lodo-e.  Ton  said,  if  I  remember,  that  yon  declined  to 
answer  in  regard  to  meeting  Senators  becanse  yon  considered  that  that 
concerned  yonr  private  afiiairs.  Yon  since  testified  that  yon  met  Mr. 
Macartney  and  talked  abont  private  affairs  and  yon  make  no  objection 
to  testifying  to  the  fact  of  the  conversation,  not  what  was  said.  The 
point  I  desire  to  bring  ont  is  why  yon  should  be  willing  to  testify  to  meet- 
ing a  gentleman  with  whom  you  had  entirely  private  conversation,  in 
the  one  case,  and  refuse  to  testify  about  meeting  or  not  meeting  other 
gentlemen.  Of  course,  if  you  can  not  give  an  answer  to  that,  Mr.  Ohap- 
man,  60  state. 

Mr.  Ohatman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  answer. 

The  Ghaibman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  were  asked  awhile  ago  by  Mr. 
Davis  questions  that  were  repeated  by  each  member  of  the  committee 
present,  and  I  will  ask  you  again  as  to  Mr.  Davis's  several  questionSy 
which  may  be  considered  as  repeated  by  every  member  of  the  com- 
mittee as  to  himself,  what  your  answer  is  to  be,  Mr.  Davis's  questions, 
in  sabstance,  being  that  he  authorized,  requested,  and  insisted  that 
yon  should  disclose  whether  he  had  any  transactions  in  sugar  stock 
through  your  firm  during  the  period  mentioned,  oriit  any  other  timcL 
and  coupled  with  a  statement  similar  to  that  of  Mr.  Brice  that  he  haa 
not,  either  directly  or  indirecUy,  bought  or  sold  any  such  stock  through 
yonr  firm,  or  any  other  firm,  or  in  any  other  way  at  any  time,  each  of 
which  statements  was  also  made  by  each  member  of  the  committee  for 
himself? 

Senator  Datis.  And  you  are  requested  to  answer  this  question  as 
to  each  member  of  the  committee  separately. 

Mr.  OfiAFMAN.  Before  answering  that  question  I  desire  time  to  con- 
sider the  matter. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  do  you  want,  Mr.  Ohapmant 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  will  appear  before  the  committee  on  Monday  morning. 

He  Chaibman.  That  will  not  do,  I  do  not  think. 

Senator  Datis.  I  am  disposed  to  insist  upon  an  immediate  answer 
to  this  question. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  make  that  motion  f 

Senator  Davis.  I  do.  I  move  that  the  witness  be  required  to  answer 
forthwith. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  that  the  sense  of  the  committee! 

Senator  A1.IJSN.  That  is  my  vote. 

Senator  LoDOB.  That  is  my  vote. 
,  The  Chaibman.  It  is  the  sense  of  the  committee.    The  committee 
insists  that  that  question  shall  be  given  to  you;  does  not  think  that 
yonr  request  for  time  to  consider  is  reasonable  and  would  like  to  have 
«  answer. 

Kr.  Chapman.  As  before  stated,  I  am  but  one  of  five  partners  con- 
■^^tetoig  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  and  I  think,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, it  is  butt  redsonaUe  that  I  should  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
communicate  with  my  partners  before  answering  this  question,  and  I 
■•k  the  oourtesy  of  the  eommittee  to  that  eitent. 

The  On  AIRMAN.  Is  that  your  answer!  Do  you  decline  to  answer  the 
fMtioii  otherwise  than  thatt    The  committeehas  abeady  passed  upon 
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the  matter  of  giying  time  for  the  purpose  of  consultation  or  consideca- 
tion. 

Mr.  Ohapman.  It  is  now  1 :  15.  Business  closes  in  I^ew  York  on  Sat- 
urdays at  12  o'clock.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  communicate 
with  my  partners  and  receive  a  reply  before  Monday  morning,  as  they 
are  probably  now  all  in  the  country  and  the  office  is  probably  closed. 
Under  all  these  circumstances  I  still  insist  that  my  request  is  reason- 
able and  I  trust  the  committee  will  coincide  with  my  view. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  still  decline  to  answer  the  question  t 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  want  to  ask  one  other  question  on  the  line  upon 
which  I  was  asking  before.  When  you  had  the  conversation  with  Mr. 
Macartney,  in  regard  to  which  you  testified,  were  any  Senators  presentt 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Bight  there,  Mr.  Ghapman:  did  you  see  any  Sen- 
ator go  into  or  out  of  the  office  of  Mr.  Macariney  yesterday  or  this 
morning  f 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  see  any  there  in  conversationf 

Mx.  Ghapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  decline  to  answer  that.  Did  you  have  any 
conversation  yourself  with  any  Senator  there! 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  if  there  has  not  been  a  systematic,  organ- 
ized attempt  xipon  the  part  of  yourself  and  upon  the  part  of  the  members 
of  your  firm  and  others  connected  with  or  engaged  in  the  same  line  o1 
business  to  studiously  suppfess  the  namen  of  all  Senators  who  have 
been  speculating  in  these  sugar  stocks  dunng  this  time! 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  am  not  aware  of  such  organized  attempt. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  not  your  conversation  in  the  presence  of  a 
United  States  Senator  yesterday  and  this  morning  also  to  that  effect 
and  that  you,  under  no  circumstances,  should  disclose  the  name  of  any 
of  the  Senators  t 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  have  not  testified  to  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Macartney  in  the  presence  c^  a  United  States  Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  say  that  there  was  a  United  States 
Senator  there.  The  committee  therefore  infers  that  there  was  a  United 
States  Senator  there,  and  upon  that  supposition  I  am  asking  you  to 
state  if  it  were  not  determined  among  you  at  that  time  that  you  should 
under  no  circumstances  disclose  before  the  committee  the  name  of  any 
Senator  who  has  dealt  in  these  stocks  tiirough  your  firm  during  the 
period  we  have  mentioned  heret 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  decline  to  state  to  the  committee.  I  decline  to 
rehearse  to  the  committee  any  conversations  I  may  have  had  with  Mr. 
Macartney  or  other  parties. 

Senator  Allen.  !Now,  do  not  the  dispatches  and  communicatioDS 
you  have  received  firom  the  members  of  your  firm  since  you  have  been 
here  impress  upon  you  the  necessity  of  studiously  secreting  the  names 
of  all  United  States  Senators  who  may  have  de^lt  in  these  stocks 
through  your  firm  Y  Is  not  that  the  central  idea  of  the  dispatches  and 
communications  you  have  received  and  the  conversations  that  have 
been  had  with  yout 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  decline  to  reveal  the  contents  of  any  dispatohes  I 
may  have  received. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  this  conversation  you  had  wifii  Mr.  Macart- 
ney,  of  which  you  speak^  since  your  dismissal  as  a.  witness  yealerdayi 
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relate  to  your  testimony  here  and  the  necessity  of  your  secreting  the 
Banes  of  Senators  who  may  have  dealt  with  your  firm  either  here  or  in 
levToriLt 

Mr;  QBAPKAif.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Axjja.  Yon  decline  to  state  that.  Was  that  subject  under 
discussion  between  you  and  Mr.  Macartney  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  LoDas.  Have  you  a  private  wire  from  that  of&ce  over  to 
your  of&ce  in  New  Yorkt 

Mr.  Ghapman.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  part  of  the  business  of  Moore  & 
Schley  t  What  part  do  you  attend  to  when  you  are  in  !New  York 
engaged  in  business! 

Mr.  Chapman.  All  parts. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  stock  exchange. 
Do  you  attend  meetings  of  the  stock  exchange  t 

lb.  Chapman.  I  am  a  member  of  the  stock  exchange.  I  am  not  on 
the  floor  of  the  stock  exchange  continuously.  One  of  our  partners, 
Mr.  William  H.  Duff,  is  also  a  member  of  the  stock  exchange.  He  is 
always  upon  the  floor,  or  is  generally  upon  the  floor,  and  I  am  occa- 
nonally. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are,  a  part  of  the  timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  Occasionally. 

Senator  Allen.  The  man  who  is  on  the  floor  of  the  stock  exchange, 
what  particular  name  do  you  give  him  t  He  is  what— operator  f  or  wbat 
is  he  named! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Well,  he  is  the  board-room  member  of  the  flrni* 

Senator  Allen.  The  board-room  member  of  the  firmt 

Mr.  Chapman.  He  is  on  the  board  all  the  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  that  business  part  of  the  time  and  are  at 
Uie  meetings  of  the  stock  exchange  frequently,  are  you  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  frequently  on  the  floor. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  the  members  of  the  stock  exchange, 
thoee  who  own  seats  there  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  know  a  great  many  of  them. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  any  United  States  Sen- 
ator who  owns  a  seat  on  the  stock  exchange  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  recollect  any :  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Skater  Allen.  You  do  not  know  or  any.  Have  you  in  your  pos- 
iession  at  this  moment  any  written  communication  from  any  United 
States  Senator  bearing  upon  the  subject  now  under  investigation, 
weeived  to-day  or  yesterday,  or  at  any  time  prior  to  thatf 

Ur.  Chapman.  I  have  not,  but  I  do  not  know  but  answering  this 
question  is  a  violation  of  the  rule  I  have  laid  down. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  received,  since  you  have  been  in  this  dty 
^  testify  before  this  committee,  any  written  communication  in  any 
ten,  diqpatch,  letter,  note,  or  memorandum,  from  any  United  States 
Senator,  bearing  in  any  manner  upon  this  investigation  or  that  has 
lotion  to  it,  or  to  what  you  shall  testify  when  you  are  heref 

Vr.  Chapman.  I  have  not^  but  I  deny  your  right  to  question  me 
iipon  this  subject. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  destroyed  any  such  communication,  note, 
ntemorandum,  letter,  or  dispatch  t 

Hr.  Ohapman.  I  make  the  same  answer  as  to  the  last  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Ohapman,  you  say  you  have  a  private  wire 
fttmi  Washington  to  New  York  at  your  office.    Is  there  any  person  in 

&  Bep.  477- 


34  INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS  AT   BBIBEBT,  ETt 

tiie  employment  of  the  United  States  Government  at  Wasbington  wlio 
Jform^hes  yon  information  as  to  the  probable  passage  or  defiBat  of 
measures  before  Congress  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  ISot  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Aulien.  ^ot  to  your  knowledge.  Are  there  any  persons  m 
the  service  of  the  United  States  Government  now  as  officers,  ontsldeof 
United  States  Senators,  who  are  engaged  in  dealing  in  these  stocks 
through  yonr  firm  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  Ail  right^  sir.  That 
is  all. 


53d  Congrbss,  ) ,  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

2d8es9ian.      ]  I  No.  486. 


DT  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


JmnB  21y  1891.— Ordeied  to  be  printed. 


Xr.  DiviB,  from  the  Special  Oommittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc.,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  spemal  committee^  nnder  and  in  porsnance  of  a  resolution  of  the 

Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  the  Sun,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribe*  hare  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  toYote  against  the  pend- 
inirtaiiffbiU;  and. 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  the  PtesB,  a  newspaper  pnb- 
jiilMdia  Philadelphia,  that  the  sngar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
pugBparposes  of  the  Democratic' party:  Therefore 

Bnindf  That  a  committee  of  nve  Senators  be  appointed  to  inveetigate  these 
clivges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been:  made  by  the 
■Qgirtnist,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
oreleetion  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
bMD  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  biU  now.  before,  the;  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
pepVB  to  administer  oaths. 

MMi  fpirtkeTf  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
ttyehirge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  aUejB^ns  that  the  action  of  any 
SeotloT  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  orifaftt  any  attempt  basibeen  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

baye  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tamreepects  haye  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  hereinafter 
Btated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as  follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Oapi- 
tol  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m^  and,  after  the  exam- 
ination of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  said 
station,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  ftirther  the  matters 
siilnmtted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  12th  day  of  June, 
A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Henry  O.  Have- 
n^qrer,  who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  sfud  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  didy  sworn  by  the  chair- 
man of  Baid  committee. 

After  certain  testimony  had  been  given  by  him  his  examination  was, 
*t  his  request,  continued  until  the  13th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1894,  at 
^hich  date  he  appeared,  and  the  testimony  of  the  said  Henry  O.  Have- 
meyer  having  been  resumed,  further  proceedings  were  had  before  the 
coBunittee,  and  the  foJlowiDg  testimony  was  taken,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  was  asked  certain  questions,  to  which  questions  he  made  the 
foDowing  answers  and  retiisals  to  answer: 

Senator  Alusn.  Had  you  or  the  sngar-refining  company  contributed 
toy  to  ttie  Gaiiqpai|{n  ftind  in  I^ew  York  last  year! 
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Mr,  Havemeyee.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  I  imderstand  New  Jersey  is  invariably  a  Demo- 
cratic State.    It  would  naturally  go  to  the  Democratic  party  f 

Mr,  Havemeyee.  Under  the  theory  I  have  suggested  if  they  were 
there  it  would  naturally  go  to  them. 

Senator  Allen.  What,  in  round  numbers,  is  the  amount  annually 
contributed  by  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  to  the  different 
political  parties  for  campaign  purposes! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  There  is  no  fixed  amount    I  could  not  guess  at  it 

Senator  Allen.  Does  it  amount  to  $100,0001 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  con- 
tribute anything  in  1892  toward  securing  the  nomination  of  any  par- 
ticular individual  to  the  ofiBLce  of  President  of  the  United  Statest 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  Kothing  in  a  national  shape  in  any  manner,  shape, 
or  form. 

Senator  Allen,  Did  you  contaribute  to  what  is  known  as  the  ^^Anti- 
Snapper  Fund!'' 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  did  not  contribute  to  that  at  allt 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  There  is  no  doubt  about  positiveness  on  thai  point 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  California,  did  you  contribute  to  fhe 
campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  or  Eepublican  party  theret 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  Western  Eeflning  Company,  in  which 
you  have  a  half  interest.    Does  that  contribute  anything! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Louisiana  you  contribute,  however, 
do  you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  I  know  nothing  about  that 

Senator  Allen.  Who  would  know  about  Louisiana  and  California! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  I  believe  Mr.  Spreckels  is  the  president  of  the 
Western  refinery. 

Senator  Allen.  And  this  money  that  you  contribute  to  these  differ- 
ent parties  for  campaign  purposes 

Mx.  Havemeyee.  Local  campaign  purposes. 

Senator  Allen.  Certainly;  local  campaign  purposes — ^that  money 
comes  out  of  the  corporation  of  the  sugar  refining  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  a  part  of  the  expenses  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Charged  up  on  your  books  as  expenses! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  books  of  your  refining  company  would 
show  the  amount  of  money  which  you  have  annually  contributed  to  the 
respective  political  parties  and  the  State  in  which  it  was  contributed^ 
and  the  party  to  which  it  was  contributed,  would  they  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  I  don't  think  it  shows  in  that  form. 

Senator  Allen.  How  would  it  show — ^as  so  much  money! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  It  would  show  that  a  payment  was  made,  and 
that  payment  would  have  to  be  explained  by  the  party  who  made  it 

Senator  Allen.  Made  to  some  particular  individual! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  He  would  have  to  render  an  account,  which  would 
not  go  upon  the  books,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  that  money  was 
expended! 
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Mr.  Hatemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Aixen.  Why  shonld  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Oom- 
pany  contribute  to  either  of  the  i>olitical  parties  in  the  State  of  Few 
York! 

Mr.  Hayemeysb.  We  have  large  interests  in  this  State;  x>olice  pro- 
tection and  fire  protection.  They  need  everything  that  the  city  far- 
nishes  and  gives,  and  they  have  to  support  these  things.  Every 
individnal  and  corporation  and  firm,  tmst,  or  whatever  you  call  it, 
do  these  things,  and  we  do  them. 

Senator  Aljjen..  And  you  contribute  to  both  parties  with  the  expec- 
tation of  whichever  party  succeeds  your  interests  will  be  guarded  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  have  a  good  deal  of  protection  for  our  con- 
tribution. 

Senator  Allen.  You  expect  protection  firom  whichever  party  suc- 
ceeds! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  expect  that  simply  from  the  Democratic 
party? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  expect  protection  from  the  x>olice  and  fire 
department  and  anything  that  the  State  local  organization  can  give. 

Senator  Allen.  Therefore  you  feel  at  liberty  to  contribute  to  both 
partiesf 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  depends.  In  the  State  of  New  York,  where  the 
Democratic  majority  is  between  40,000  and  60,000,  we  throw  it  their 
way.  In  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  where  the  Eepublican  party  is 
doubtftil,  they  probably  have  the  call. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Massachusetts  do  you  contribute 
anything  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Very  likely. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  contributions 
made  by  your  company  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  could  not  name  the  amount. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  in  the  State  of  New  York  you  contribute 
to  the  Democratic  party,  and  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
yon  contribute  to  the  Bepublican  party  f 

.  Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  is  my  impression  that  wherever  there  is  a  dom- 
inant party,  wherever  the  msgority  is  very  large,  that  is  the  party  that 
gets  the  contribution,  because  that  is  the  party  which  controls  the 
local  matters. 

Senator  Allen.  Then,  the  sugar  trust  is  a  Democrat  in  a  Democratic 
State,  and  a  Bepublican  in  a  Eepublican  State  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  As  far  as  local  matters  are  concerned,  I  think 
that  is  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Maine  you  control  the  refinery  at 
Portland,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  is  defunct.  We  would  not  give  anything  to 
the  State  of  Maine. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  where  do  your  contri- 
ontionsgot 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  Pennsylvania  is  a  Eepublican  State  and  your  con- 
tnnutions  probably  go  to  the  Bepublican  party,  do  they  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  would  be  a  local  matter.    If  Philadelphia 


Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  your  nativity,  or  the  nativity  of  your 
coiporation,  New  Jersey,  where  do  your  contributions  go! 
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Mr.  Havemeyee.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  I  nnderstasd  New  Jersey  is  invariably  a  Demo- 
cratic State.    It  would  naturally  go  to  the  Democratic  party  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Under  the  theory  I  have  suggested  if  they  were 
there  it  would,  naturally  go  to  them. 

Senator  Allen.  What,  in  round  numbers,  is  the  amount  annually 
contributed  by  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  to  the  different 
political  parties  for  campaign  purposes! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  There  is  no  fixed  amount.    I  could  not  guess  at  it 

Senator  Allen.  Does  it  amount  to  $100,0001 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  con- 
tribute anything  in  1892  toward  securing  the  nomination  of  any  par- 
ticular individual  to  the  office  of  President  of  the  United  States t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Kothing  in  a  national  shape  in  any  manner,  shape, 
or  form. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contaribute  to  what  is  known  as  the  ^^  Ajiti- 
Snapper  Fund!^ 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  contribute  to  that  at  allt 

Mr.  Havemeiteb.  There  is  no  doubt  about  positiveness  on  that  point. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  California,  did  you  conlribute  to  the 
campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  or  Eepublican  party  there! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  Western  Eeflning  Company,  in  which 
you  have  a  half  interest.    Does  that  contribute  anything t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Louisiana  you  contribute,  however, 
do  you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  would  know  about  Louisiana  and  California! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  believe  Mr.  Spreckels  is  the  president  of  the 
Western  refinery. 

Senator  Allen.  And  this  money  that  you  contribute  to  these  differ- 
ent parties  for  campaign  purposes 

Mx.  Havemeyeb.  Local  campaign  purposes. 

Senator  Allen.  Certainly;  loc^  campaign  purposes — ^that  money 
comes  out  of  the  corporation  of  the  sugar  refining  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  a  part  of  the  expenses  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Charged  up  on  your  books  as  expenses! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  books  of  your  refining  company  would 
show  the  amount  of  money  which  you  have  annually  contributed  to  tke 
respective  political  parties  and  the  State  in  which  it  was  contributed, 
and  the  party  to  which  it  was  contributed,  would  they  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  don't  think  it  shows  in  that  form. 

Senator  Allen.  How  would  it  show — ^as  so  much  money! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  would  show  that  a  payment  was  made,  and 
that  payment  would  have  to  be  explained  by  the  party  who  made  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Made  to  some  particular  individual! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  He  would  have  to  render  an  account,  which  would 
not  go  upon  the  books,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  that  money  was 
expended! 
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Mr.  Hatbmeteb.  He  wonld  have  to  expend  it  in  confonnity  with 
the  instructions  of  the  board. 

Senator  Allen.  The  manner  in  which  he  did  expend  it  actually 
woold  not  appear  apon  your  books  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  [No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  been  in  the  habit  of  expending  any  money 
in  connection  with  State  legislatures  t 

Mr;  Hayemeteb.  Yon  mean  in  the  campaign  of  the  State!  You  do 
not  mean  in  the  legislature  itselff 

Senator  Allen.  I  mean  in  influencing  State  legislation. 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Oh,  never.  We  have  contributed  to  local  cam- 
paign parties,  but  never  in  the  way  of  influencing  legislation,  and  we 
never  contribute  with  any  obligatiom 

Senator  LoDeE,  I  will  ask  you  whethex  any  money  has  been  con- 
tribnted  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any  member  of  tiie  sugar  trust  toward 
leeonngor  aiding  the  election  of  any  United  States  Senator  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Can  you  ascertain  the  amount  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  I  can  if  I  apply  to  the  books. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  do  it  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  If  it  is  the  order  of  this  committee  I  will  do  any- 
thing. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  as  to  each  of  the  different  States  in  whicb 
money  has  been  contributed  f 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  K  that  is  the  order  of  the  committee.  I  will  get  it. 

Senator  Allen.  So  &r  as  I  am  concerned,  I  request  of  the  witness, 
Hr.  Havemeyer,  to  produce  full  data  as  to  ^1  money  contributed  by 
tlie  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  any  of  its  officers  on  its 
Meonntor  in  its  interest,  in  the  different  States  of  the  Union,  in  1892 
and  1803,  for  pelitioalpurposes  of  any  political  party,  whether  national, 
State,  or  local. 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  As^  to  national,  I  wiU  answer  now,  no;  there  is 
none.  As  to  others,  there  is. 

(The  request  of  Senator  Allen  was  granted  by  the  committee,  and 
Mr.  HaYemeyer  asked  an  opportunity  to  consult  his  counsel  before 
^vnishing  the  data^  called  fbr«) 


WABHmcHroK,  D.  0.,  June  13, 1694. 

Aeeommittee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  Senator  Gray  (the  chairman),  aad  Senators  Lindsay^  Davis^ 
^^te,  and  Allen. 

SWOBV*  SXAXBMBIT  OF  H.  0.  HAVBMBTE&--4%mtiniied. 


.^  CHAncMAjf .  Now^  Mr.  Havemeyer,  you  have  stated  that  you 
^sb  to  make  a  statement  of  some  kind. 

Mr.  Haybmbteb.  It  is  in  relation  to  the  answer  that  I  am  to  make 
^^at  last  interrogatory. 

yeCHATBMAN>  Havo  you  a  copy  of  it  with  yout 

Vr.  Hayemeteb.  Yes,  sir  [handing  a  paper  to  the  chairman]. 

1!lie  Gh^jbmjln.  The  interrogatory  is  as  foUows: 

^itor  Allen.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  request  of  the  witness,  Mr.  Have- 
^%  te  produce  fall  data  aa  to  aU  money  oontributed  by  the  Amerioan  Sugar 
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Befinin^  Company,  or  any  of  its  offioeraM>n  its  acconnt  or  in  its  interest,  !n  the 
differeui  States  of  the  Union  in  1892  or  1893,  for  political  porposes,  to  any  political 
party,  whether  national,  State,  or  local. 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  While  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  answer  any  mate- 
rial matters,  under  advice  of  counsel  I  decline  to  answer  about  outside 
matters.  I  decline  to  answer  about  local  contributions.  I  know  of 
notliiug  given  to  the  national  campaign.  There  exists  no  bargain  of 
any  nature,  and  never  claimed  that  the  company  was  entitled  to  any- 
thing except  what  its  merits  required. 

The  Ohaibman.  Is  that  the  answer  you  desire  to  make  to  this  ques- 
tion t 

Mr.  Havehbyeb.  That  is  the  answer. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Senator  Allen.  Since  your  examination  yesterday  you  have  con- 
sulted counsel  as  to  the  propriety  of  answering  questions  with  refer- 
ence to  divulging  the  amount  of  money  that  you  paid  for  election  par- 
poses  in  the  different  States  t 

Mr.  Havembyeb.  As  to  making  any  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  And  in  declining  to  answer  the  question  put  to  you 
I  observed  that  you  read  your  answer  from  a  piece  of  paper! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  that  answer  prepared  by  you  or  by  your  ooon- 
selY 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  By  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Under  the  direction  of  your  counsel  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Ko,  sir;  under  the  advice  of  counseL 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  understand  you,  however,  to  say  and  repeat, 
that  in  States  where  you  have  a  financial  interest,  at  least  where  the 
sugar  refining  company  has  an  interest  as  refiners,  you  do  contribute 
to  either  the  Democratic  Or  Bepublican  party  as  one  or  the  other  may 
be  in  the  ascendency  in  that  State! 

Mr.  Havembyeb.  We  do  for  local  and  State  purposes,  but  not 
nationaL 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  contribute  to  the  campaign  fimd  of  a 
party  in  the  minorityt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  may;  I  will  not  say  we  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  policy,  however,  is  to  stand  in  with  the  ruling 
power! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  !Not  to  <^  stand  in,"  but  to  contribute  to  the  cam- 
paign expenses  of  that  party,  for  the  reason  that  they,  being  in  iK>wer 
and  control,  it  could  give  us  the  protection  we  should  have. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  that  means  you  placate 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Oh,  no;  there  is  no  placation  or  obligation  at  all; 
nothing  more  than  we  consider  the  proper  thing  to  do;  everybody 
does  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  any  other  corporation  in  these  same  States  do 
the  same  thing,  that  you  know  ! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  understand  every  individual,  cori>oration,  and 
firm  in  existence  do  it  in  their  respective  States. 

Senator  Allen.  So  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company's  XM>li- 
tics,  so  far  as  its  contributions  to  the  campaign  fund  is  concerned,  is 
controlled  by  the  political  complexion  of  the  Stete  in  which  it  happens 
to  have  a  particular  refinery! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  Ajnerican  Sugar  Refining  Oompony  has  no 
politics  of  aDy  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Only  the  politics  of  business! 
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Mr.  Havemeyer.  Only  the  politics  of  business. 

Seoator  Lindsay.  You  say  the  company  is  separate  and  distinct 
from  the  officers  and  stockholders;  each  man  has  his  own  politics! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  politics  in  any  shape 
or  manner.  Our  business  is  the  reining  of  sugar  at  a  slight  profit 
that  is  consistent  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the  industry. 

A  copy  of  the  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  afore- 
said, together  with  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  service  thereof,  is  hereto 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A: 

UimsD  States  of  Amicrica, 

Cinigre89  of  the  United  State9 

ToHeniy  O.  HaYemeyer,  greeting: 

Pnnaint  to  lawful  anthority,  yoa  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  before  the 
ipedal  committee,  appomted  May  17th,  1894,  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
forthwith,  1894,  at  the  committee  room,  Priyilegee  and  Elections,  U.  S.  Senate,  then 
iDd  tiiere  to  testify  what  yon  may  know  relative  to  the  subject-matters  under  con- 
ndention  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  wiU  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
BQch  ciflM  made  and  provided. 

To  Richard  J.  Bnghi,  Sergeant-at^Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
aerre  and  return. 

GiTon  uider  my  hand«  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  6th  day  of  June,  in  the 
yiu  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Geo.  Gray 
Chairman.  Special  Committee. 

Senate  of  the  United  States, 

Office  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arme, 

Idoippoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  subpoena,  and  to 
^xsrdM  all  the  authority  in  relation  thereto  with  which  I  am  vested  by  the  within 
order. 

B.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeant-^t-Arme  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statee, 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  7, 1894, 
i  made  service  of  the  within  subpoena  through  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Lay  ton,  by  the 
withinnamed  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  at  No.  117  Wall  st.,  New  York  City,  at  11:30 
o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  seventh  day  of  June,  1894. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeant-at-Arme,  Senate  of  the  U,  8, 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  said 
▼itneas  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
uiqaiiy  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
ui  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
dnct;  and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
^  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  chapter  7  of 
^oBevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

8>c.  102,  Bev.  Stat.  Every  person  who,  having  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
^  inthority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers 
Jponaay  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House,  or  any  committee  of  either 
Honae  of  Congress,  wiUfnlly  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to 
•^er  any  question  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deemed 
^ilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dollars 
QorleM  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  Jail  for  not  less 
w>u  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

oKC.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
jjoy  paper  respecting  which  he  uiall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress,  or 
1^7  ioy  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
JifiUi  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
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Sec.  104.  Whenever  a  witnesa  summoned^  as  mentioned  in  section  onebnndred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  Honse,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be.  shall  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  ihe  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
whose. duty  it  shall  be  to  brins:  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate,  to  the  end  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid 
failnre  to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusalis  to  answer,  and  all  the  facts 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  tiie  United  States  district  attor- 
ney fi>r1^e  District  of  Columbia,  in  order  that  said  witness  may  be 
proceeded  against  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law^. 

O.  K,  Davis, 
H.  G.  LoDOEy 
Wm.  V.  Allbn, 

Committee. 


ADDITIONAL  EBPOET  OF  MB.  ALLEI^,  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

Id  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  regarding 

the  witness  Hcmry  G.  flavemeyer,  1  have  to  saytbact  I  think  he  ought 

to  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  i^e  Senate  and  be  required  to  there  purge 

lufflself  of  the  contempt  of  irhich  he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily  pun- 

ished  for  refusinrg  to  do  so. 

I  therefore  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by 
the  Senate: 

WbereflA  Henry  O.  HaYemeyer,  «  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  summoned  by  a 
select  committee  of  the  Senate,  and  being  larvrftilly  Tequired  to  testify  before  said 
eommittee,  has,  ae  appears  by  the  report  of  said  committee,  refhsed  to  answer  perci- 
nent  and  material  questions  proponnded  to  him  by  said  oommittee:  Therefore, 

lUtolved,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  dne  form  under  his 
hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  directed  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate, 
commanding  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and  bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of 
said  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  to  ihew  cause  why  heahould  not  be  punished  for  con- 
teamt,  and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  eaid  Hftvemeyer  in  custody  to  await  the 
further  order  of  the  Senate. 

BespeotftQly  submittecL 

WlL  Y.  AliLBN. 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITT. 

The  undersigned  members  of  the  committee,  being  unable  to  agree 
with  the  majority  in  the  report  made  by  them  to  the  Senate  in  the 
case  of  the  witness  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  deem  it  proper  to  state  the 
ground  of  their  dissent. 

The  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which  the  committee  has  been 
prosecuting  this  investigation  directs  it  to  inquire,  among  other  things, 
<^  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any 
person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign  or 
election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legiBlation." 

The  undersigned  do  not  believe  that  in  our  system  of  Government 
unlimited  x>ower  is  deposited  by  the  people  anywhere,  but  on  the  other 
hand,  that  limitation  of  power  was  conspicuously  kept  in  view  by  the 
firamers  of  that  Government.  They  do  not  feel  at  liberty,  therefore,  to 
impute  to  the  Senate  a  purpose  to  pursue  ends  clearly  beyond  the  scope 
of  its  power.  Admitting  that  an  inquiry  as  to  whether  certain  persons 
have  made  contributions  to  any  political  party  to  secure  or  defeat 
Federal  legislation  is  within  the  competence  of  the  Senate  to  make, 
they  deny  that  it  is  within  such  competence  to  direct  an  inquiry  as  to 
who  has  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  any  political  party  with- 
out reference  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  contribution  was  made. 

The  undersigned,  therefore,  in  obedience  to  the  principle  of  the  well* 
established  rule  that  where  a  construction  is  x>ossible  which  brings  a 
law  within  the  enacting  power  of  the  legislature,  such  construction 
shall  obtain,  have  felt  compelled  to  construe  the  resolution  so  as  to 
make  the  instruction  of  the  Senate  to  the  committee  one  commanding 
it  to  inquire  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the  sugar 
trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  politick  party  for 
campaign  or  election  purposes  to  secure  or  defeat  Federal  legislation. 
As  will  appear  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Havemeyer  submitted  to  the 
Senate,  the  question  was,  in  substance,  thus  put  to  him  and  answered 
in  the  negative. 

It  will  be  observed,  from  the  extracts  from  the  testimony  submitted 
by  the  m^ority  of  the  committee,  that  the  witness  Havemeyer  answered 
freely  and  frilly  all  questions  as  to  whether  or  not  contributions  had 
been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  to  the  national  campaign  frmd  of  any 
party,  and  that  the  charge  of  contumacy  rests  solely  upon  questions 
put  to  him  as  to  the  amounts  and  particulars  of  contributions  which 
he  had  testified  had  been  made  by  the  trust  for  local  and  State  pur- 
poses. Therefore  the  question  presented  by  this  rei>ort  is  whether  or 
not  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  directed  this  committee,  or  had 
X>ower  to  direct  this  committee,  to  inquire  as  to  what  contributions 
a  particular  individual  or  corporation  may  have  made  to  campaign 
frinds  for  the  conduct  of  elections,  strictly  State  or  local,  in  the  years 
1892  and  1893. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  undersigned  that  the  resolution  under  which 
this  committee  is  acting  will  not  admit  of  the  interpretation  necessary 
to  support  the  report  of  the  msyority  of  the  committee,  and  that  tiie 
said  witness  has  not  refrised  to  answer  any  question  that  was  pertinent 
to  the  inquiry  with  which  the  committee  was,  or  could  have  been, 
properly  diarged. 

Geo.  Gray, 
William  Liin>SAY. 
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Mf.DAYis,  firom  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery^  etc.,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  nnder  and  in  porsnance  of  a  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  tlie  Snn,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  uiem  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ingtariffbill:  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pnb- 
Kshed  in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
ptign  Dorposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Bemved,  That  a  committee  of  tive  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  su^ar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
ofthetarin  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  sen  I  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

Sesolved  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
sny  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

liave  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tain respects  have  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  herein- 
after stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  aiS  follows: 

Id  pnrsnance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Capi- 
tol on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the 
^mination  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
said  resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the 
matters  submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  13th  day 
of  Jane,  A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  JohnE. 
Searles  who  had  been  duly  subp(Bnaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

In  the  course  of  his  testimony  the  said  witness  was  asked  certain 
questions  and  refused  to  answer  the  same.  The  testimony  in  the  course 
of  which  such  questions  were  asked  him  and  such  refosals  by  him 
^ade,i8  as  follows: 

.Senator  Allen.  I  will  pass  that  question.  I  see  you  and  I  radically 
^sag^  upon  that,  and  probably  always  will.  The  American  Sugar 
defining  Company  is  in  the  habit  of  contributing  money  for  campaign 
purpose  to  the  different  jiolitical  parties,  is  it  nott 

tfr.  Seables.  It  has  done  so;  yes^  sir. 
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Senator  Ai^len.  Has  it  done  so  each  year  of  its  existencel 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not  know  that  it  has  done  so  each  year,  but  it 
has  done  so  from  time  to  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  it  do  so  in  18921 

Mr.  Searles.  It  did. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  States! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  can  not  enumerate  the  States. 

Senator  Allen.  According  to  your  best  recollection,  in  what  States  t 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  not  care  to  testify  directly  on  that  iK>inty 
unless 

Senator  Allen.  The  resolution  embraces  that  inquiry. 

The  Chairman  (to  Mr.  Searles).  Unless  what  ?    Finish  your  sentence. 

Mr.  Searles.  unless  it  does  come  within  the  province  of  this  inquiry. 
I  do  not  understand  that  it  does. 

The  Chairman.  It  does. 

Mr.  Searles.  Kindly  show  me  how  it  doesY 

The  Chairman.  The  resolution  under  which  we  are  acting  reads  in 
this  way: 

Besolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  ap]^ointed  to  investigate  these 
ofaarges,  and  to  inquire  farther  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

Mr.  Searles.  In  answer  to  that  question  with  reference  to  any  con- 
tributions to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  I  answer  emphatically,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  You  misapprehended  the  scope  of  the  resolution. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  we  want  to  get  at,  whether  there  has 
been  any. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  show  you  where  you  misapprehend  it: 

Resolvedf  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  m^e  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

There  are  several  distinct  propositions  embraced  in  that. 

Mr.  Searles.  There  have  been  no  contributions  made  by  the  com- 
pany, to  my  knowledge,  with  any  view  to  pending  legislation  on  the 
sugar  question. 

The  Chairman.  Or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation  t 

Mr.  Searles.  For  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  you,  in  the  language  of  this  resolution, 
whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any 
person  connected  therewith  to  any  political  party  for  campaign  pur- 
poses! 

Mr.  Searles.  Such  contributions  have  been  made  locally,  but  with 
no  application,  or  with  no  purpose  to  influence  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  States  have  contributions  of  that  kind 
been  made? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  can  not  answer  definitely  on  that  point. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  New  Torkt 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  they  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey  t 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  Peonoylvaniaf 

Mr.  Searles.  Nor  am  I  cei'tain  as  to  that. 
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Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Ohiot 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  snch. 

Scmator  Allen.  How  are  these  contributions  madet  That  is,  are 
they  made  and  charged  np  to  the  company,  or  made  by  some  officer  or 
member  of  the  company  on  behalf  the  company! 

Mr.  Seables.  They  have  been  made  by  some  officer  of  the  company, 
Qsnally,  I  think,  by  its  president. 

Senator  Allen.  And  are  charged  to  the  exi>ense  account  of  the 
company,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  they  are. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  your  books  show  a  contribution  to  the  cam- 
paign fond  of  any  party! 

Mr.  8EABLES.  No,  sir* 

Senator  Allen.  How  is  the  entry  made  upon  the  books  of  the 
eompanyt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that.  It  has  been  made,  I 
think)  an  individual  matter. 

Senator  Allen.  It  would  be  charged  to  some  member  of  the  com- 
pany! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  these  entries,  how  they  are 
made. 

Senator  Allen.  What  officer  or  member  of  the  company  usually  dis- 
burses the  money  that  is  appropriated  to  campaign  purposes? 

Mi.  Seables.  I  think  that  what  has  been  done  in  that  direction  has 
usually  been  done  through  the  president. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyert 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  he  make  an  account  to  the  board  of  directors! 

Mr.  Seables.  He  does. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  explained  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Ko^  sir^  there  is  no  explanation* 

Senator  Allen.  Just  a  verbal  explanation  t 

Mr.  Seables.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  no  account  of  that  that  is  carried  back  on 
the  books  after  the  expenditure  of  the  money,  is  there  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  could  not  say  as  to  how  that  is. 

Senator  Allen.  If  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  charged  with  1100,000  to  be 
expended  in  donations  to  political  parties  for  campaign  purposes,  how 
would  that  item  be  balanced  on  the  books! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  could  not  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  access  to  the  books,  have  you  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  noticed  these  items,  have  you  notY 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  aware  that  there  are  such  entries. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors,  are 
you  not! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  these  matters  have  come  before  the  board  of 
directors  for  adjustment,  have  they  not! 

Mr.  Seables.  My  impression  is  that  they  have  been  reported  to  the 

board. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  as  a  matter  of  te^t  that  they  hav^ef 
Mr.  Seables.  I  think  they  have. 

Senator  Allen.  What  amount  was  expended  by  your  company  in 
the  campaign  of  1892 1 
Mr.  Seables.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question. 
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Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  answer  that  also. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  contribate  to  both  of  themt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  also  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  Populist  fund  of  Kew 
York! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  also  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  the  Prohibition  fund,  or  any  other  fundt 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  answer  as  to  any  fund. 

Senator  Allen.  What  return  did  you  expect  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  to  receive  for  the  immense  sum  of  money  you  pat 
into  the  campaign  fund  of  1892  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  expectation  in  that  regard. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  you  are  in  the  habit  of  ooft- 
tributing  large  sums  of  money  to  any  enterprise  without  expecting 
some  pecuniary  return,  do  you  t 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  learned  long  since  the  truth  (tf  the  colored 
man's  version  on  that — ^'Blessed  am  dose  who  exx)ect  nuffin,  and  d^ 
doan't  get  nuffin." 

Senator  Allen.  I  appreciate  that,  but  you  do  not  mean  to  say  as  a 
business  man  and  as  a  business  proposition  that  your  corporation 
would  contribute  to  either  the  Democratic  or  Bepublican  party  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  or  any  other  State,  without  exx>ecting  any  return, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  some  pecuniary  benefit,  do  yout 

Mr.  Searles.  I  mean  to  say  this,  that  under  the  existing  custom,  onr 
corporation,  being  a  corporation  which  has  large  property  interests, 
has  been  called  upon  to  contribute  by  the  political  parties  and  has  done 
so  without  any  definite  understanding  as  to  any  benefits  to  be  received 
thereby,  but  by  reason  of  the  proi)erty  interests  of  the  corporation 
and  of  its  large  representation  of  capital 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  while  you  had  no  definite  contract  or  under- 
standing with  the  managers  of  the  political  parties  to  whom  you  have 
contributed,  is  it  not  true  that  you  expected  fetvorable  consideration 
from  the  party  that  succeeded  in  getting  the  control  of  the  national 
legislation  or  national  affairs — what  you  call  ^^fair  treatment"  of  your 
interest? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  always  believed  that  we  would  get,  by  a  proper 
presentation  of  our  business  industry  and  its  needs,  fair  protection 
from  either  party  aside  from  any  contributions  or  anything  else. 

Senator  Allen.  You  realize,  I  suppose,  as  I  do,  that  every  sane 
man  acts  from  some  motive  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Company's  contribution  to 
the  campaign  fund  of  1892  must  have  been  actuated  by  one  of  two 
things,  either  a  high  sense  of  patriotic  duty  to  some  political  party 
or  the  expectation  of  acquiring  some  benefit  from  the  contribution  when 
it  was  made,  some  pecuniary  benefit.  Now,  which  was  the  motive  that 
inspired  you  in  making  that  contribution! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  say  the  patriotic  duty. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  that  is  all  I  want  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Searles. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  asked  whether  the  contributions  that 
were  made  by  the  sugar  trust  in  the  campaign  of  1892  were  actuated 
by  certain  motives. 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Assuming  that  such  contributions  were  made,  are 
you  referring  now  to  the  contributions  which  you  have  said  were  made 
locallyt 
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Mr.  Seables.  Precisely. 

Senator  Allbh.  And  did  not  want  to  know  anything  at  the  timet 

Mr.  Seables.  I  made  no  inquiry,  if  that  is  what  yon  mean. 

fienatcv  Alles.  What  sam  did  yon  contribute  to  the  Democratic 
campaign  fund  in  the  State  of  New  York  in  1892  that  wa^  used  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  the  campaign  in  that  State,  at  which  time 
Cleveland  and  Harrison  were  candidates  for  President  of  the  United 
Statosf 

Mr.  Seables.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question  for  the  reasons 
itoted. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  did  contribute  some  money,  did  you  nott 

Mr.  SsABLES.  I  think  an  amount  was  contributed.  Personally,  I 
kftveira  knowledge  what  it  was  now. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  was  diarged  to  the  account  of  the  American 
Sugar  Refining  Company  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Charged  to  the  account  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
Big  Company. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  decline  now  to  state  the  amoontt 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  $100,000 1 

Mr.  Seabubs.  I  decline  to  state  the  amount. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  over  $100,000 1 

Jfr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  say. 

Senator  Au^KN.  Was  it  less  than  $100,0001 

Mr.  Seables.  I  deeUne  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  Why  do  you  decline  to  state  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Because  I  do  not  understand  that  is  within  the  prov- 
ince of  year  inqmry. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  decline  to  state  simply  because  you 
know  it  was  disreputable  and  unlawful  to  contribute  this  money  f 

Mr.  Seables.  Ko,  sir;  I  do  not  admit  anything  of  the  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  You  think  it  is  perfectly  laudable  for  the  American 
Sngar  Refining  Company  to  contribute  large  sums  of  money,  by  the 
tiiOQaanda  of  dollars,  for  the  purpose  of  iuSuencing  elections  in  this 
country,  do  yout 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  have  always  understood,  for  many  years,  that  it  is 
tkeenstom  of  both  parties  to  solicit  from  corporations  and  individuals 
oontribations  for  the  carrying  on  of  their  political  campaigns,  and  that 
it  is  the  custom  of  corporations  and  individuals  to  respond  to  such 
invitations.  And  with  that  understanding,  and  what  I  believe  to  be  a 
general  custom,  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  has  made  such 
eontribntions  at  times. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  believe  it  is  perfectly  proper  for  a  corpora- 
tion, the  value  of  whose  stocks  maybe  affected  by  national  legislation, 
to  oontribute  its  funds  to  the  success  or  defeat  of  one  political  party 
wtheothwt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  as  parties  are  now  managed  that  is  proper. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  American  Sugar  llefining  Company,  as  a 
company,  was  actuated  by  a  high  sense  of  patriotic  duty  in  contribu- 
ting thig  money,  I  suppose  Y 

Kr.  Seajilbs.  That  is  a  pleasant  way  of  putting  it. 

_  Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  Democratic  fund  of  Kew 
Torkf 

Kr.  Sbables.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  oontribute  to  the  Bepublican  fond  of  Kew 

Yorkt 
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Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  answer  that  also. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribate  to  both  of  themt 

Mr.  Searles.  I  also  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  contribute  to  the  Populist  fund  of  New 
York! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  also  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  the  Prohibition  fund,  or  any  other  fundi 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  answer  as  to  any  fund. 

Senator  Allen.  What  return  did  you  expect  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company  to  receive  for  the  immense  sum  of  money  you  put 
into  the  campaign  fund  of  1892  in  Few  Torkt 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  expectation  in  that  regard. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  you  are  in  the  habit  of  con- 
tributing large  sums  of  money  to  any  enterprise  without  expecting 
some  pecuniary  return,  do  youY 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  learned  long  since  the  truth  of  the  colored 
man's  version  on  that — <' Blessed  am  dose  who  expect  nuffin,  and  d^ 
doan't  get  nuffin.'' 

Senator  Allen.  I  appreciate  that,  but  you  do  not  mean  to  say  as  a 
business  man  and  as  a  business  proposition  that  your  corporation 
would  contribute  to  either  the  Democratic  or  BepubUcan  party  in  the 
State  of  Few  York,  or  any  other  State,  without  expecting  any  return, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  some  pecuniary  benefit,  do  you  I 

Mr.  Searles.  I  mean  to  say  this,  that  under  the  existing  custom,  our 
corporation,  being  a  corporation  which  has  large  property  interests, 
has  been  called  upon  to  contribute  by  the  political  parties  and  has  done 
so  without  any  definite  understanding  as  to  any  benefits  to  be  received 
thereby,  but  by  reason  of  the  property  interests  of  the  corporation 
and  of  its  large  representation  of  capital 

Senator  Allen.  Kow,  while  you  had  no  definite  contract  or  unde^ 
standing  with  the  managers  of  the  political  parties  to  whom  you  have 
contributed,  is  it  not  true  that  you  expected  fovorable  consideration 
from  the  party  that  succeeded  in  getting  the  control  of  the  national 
legislation  or  national  affairs — wbat  you  call  ^<fair  treatment"  of  your 
interest! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  always  believed  that  we  would  get,  by  a  proper 
presentation  of  our  business  industry  and  it^  needs,  fair  protection 
from  either  party  aside  from  any  contributions  or  anything  else. 

Senator  Allen.  You  realize,  I  suppose,  as  I  do,  that  every  sane 
man  acts  from  some  motive  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Company's  contribution  to 
the  campaign  fund  of  1892  must  have  been  actuated  by  one  of  two 
things,  either  a  high  sense  of  patriotic  duty  to  some  political  party 
or  the  expectation  of  acquiring  some  benefit  from  the  contribution  when 
it  was  made,  some  pecuniary  benefit.  Now,  which  was  the  motive  that 
inspired  you  in  making  that  contribution f 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  say  the  patriotic  duty. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  that  is  all  I  want  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Searles. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  asked  whether  the  contributions  that 
were  made  by  the  sugar  trust  in  the  campaign  of  1892  were  actuated 
by  certain  motives. 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Assuming  that  such  contributions  were  made,  are 
you  referring  now  to  the  contributions  which  you  have  said  were  made 
locallyt 
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Mr.  Seables.  Those  are  the  only  contribations  made  by  the 
oompany. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  States  were  they  madet 

Mr.  Seables.  I  can  not  state  that  definitely. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  make  a  personal  contribution t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  To  what  party  t 

Mr.  Searles.  In  the  State  of  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  To  what  party  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Is  it  within  the  province  of  the  committee  to  inquire 
into  mj  private  contributions  t 

The  Chairman.  I  simply  ask  the  question,  and  am  not  called  upon 
to  pass  upon  it. 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  answer,  it  being  a  private  matter. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Havemeyer  stated  yesterday  that  the  sugar 
refining  company  contributed  money  in  New  York  and  in  Massachu- 
setts.  Do  you  remember  any  other  State  in  which  they  contributed? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  not  attempt  to  state  the  States  in  which 
oontribntions  were  made. 

Senator  Allen.  And  in  New  Jersey? 

The  Chairman.  Have  these  contributions  been  made  in  campaigns 
prior  to  1892,  to  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  contributions  were  made  in 
any  Western  States? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  knowledge  on  that  iK)int. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  a  statement  here  in  an  article  published  in 
the  Philadelphia  Press,  which  article  was  part  of  the  occasion  for  the 
formation  of  this  committee,  that  an  appeal  was  made  to  these  men, 
meaning  the  sugar  men,  for  money : 

The  Bobsoriptions  may  have  been  given  as  individnal  oontribntions,  but  snch  gift 
WM  a  pore  fiction  if  it  was  made  in  that  way.  It  was  a  sngar-trnst  sabsoription  to 
tile  national  campaign  committee  in  retain  for  pledges  which  were  afterwards 
nui<tontly  demanded  to  be  redeemed. 

Ib  that  true,  to  your  knowledge  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  know  of  no  such  subscription. 

The  Ghaibhan — 

T^sobecription  was  the  magnificent  snm  of  $500,000.  And  at  another  place  in 
tiiJa  article  tiiere  wiU  be  reported  a  distinct  and  emphatic  admission  of  this  snb- 
Miiption  and  pledge  ftom  one  of  tiie  highest  officers  of  theOovemment  of  the  United 
States. 

Do  you  know  of  any  such  subscription  to  the  national  campaign  com- 
«"ttee  of  either  party! 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  know  of  no  such  contribution. 

The  Ohaibhan.  '^A  part  of  this  money  bought  Colorado  for  the 
Popnlists."    Do  you  know  of  any  such  purchase  as  thatt 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  ^<A  part  of  it  brought  about  Populist  alliances 
^where.*^ 

tfr.  Seables.  I  know  of  no  such. 

The  Ohaibhan.  <^A  part  of  it  was  used  in  niinois."  Do  you  know 
^  any  such  purchase  t 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  "There  was  no  doubt  that  this  great  fortune  was 
oiamly  instrumental  in  securing  those  alliances  and  influencing  those 
purchasable  or  discontented  elements  whose  action  upon  election  day 
<^aoBed  such  astounding  results  in  the  West." 
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Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  knovrledge  of  any  siKsh  transactioti  as  those 
referred  to  in  the  article  read. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  being  given  for  ffhe 
local  campaign  in  Colorado! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  Kebraskat 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not. 

•  •••••• 

Senator  Allen.  Were  you  approached  by  any  person  on  behalf  of 
the  national  Democratic  or  llepublican  central  committees  in  1892  to 
contribute  to  the  campaign  fund  of  that  year,  either  individually  or  in 
behalf  of  the  company  ? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  been  solicited  in  that  way. 

Senator  Allen,  ^o.  one  asked  you  as  an  individual  to  eontribate,  or 
asked  you  as  an  officer  to  have  the  company  contribute  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  remember  any  such  request. 

Senator  Allen.  All  the  way  through,  when  you  speak  of  loeal  con- 
tributions I  understand  you  to  mean  contributions  to  the  State  orgimi- 
zations  of  the  party,  whichever  party  it  may  be.  For  instance,  if  yon 
speak  of  local  contributions  in  the  State  of  New  York  to  the  Democratic 
party,  you  mean  to  the  Democratic  organization  in  the  State,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  know  as  to  the  organization,  but  for  State 
purposes,  whatever  that  may  have  been. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  your  contributions  larger  in  1892  than  th^ 
were  in  1893? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  remember. 

•  •  •  •  •  •  • 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  objection  to  producing  your  books, 
showing  by  that  means  the  contributions  that  were  made  by  the  sugar 
trust  for  political  purposes  in  the  last  few  years,  in  1892  and  1^931 

Mr.  Seables.  I  shall  decline  to  do  anything  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  You  should  decline  to  do  it  f 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

A  copy  of  the  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid, 
together  with  a  copy  of  the  certifieate  of  service  thoreofi  is  htreto 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A. 

ExmBrr  A. 

Untted  States  of  America, 

Congress  of  the  United  Statu. 
To  J.  E.  Searles,  greeting: 

Parsuant  to  lawfnl  author! ty,  yon  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  forthwith 
before  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  inTestigate 
attempts  at  bribery,  etc.,  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  PrivUeges  and  Kvctio&B, 
then  and  there  to  testify  what  yon  may  know  relative  to  the  sobjeet-DUktteiB  onder 
consideration  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  wiU  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penaltlea  in 
such  cases  made  and  proyided. 

To  Biohard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States^  to 
serve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  13th  day  of  Jane,  in  the 
year  of  oar  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Gso.  Qrat, 
CKakwum  SpeeM  Commitlm, 
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Srnate  of  the  United  States, 

Office  of  ihe  8ergeanUat-AnM, 

I  do  api>oint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Lay  ton  to  serve  this  snbpodna,  and  to 
exercise  all  the  authority  m  relation  thereto  with  whioh  I  am  vested  by  the  within 
Ofdeit 

R.  J.  BUIOHT, 

8tTgea%UaUArm»  of  the  Setuite  of  the  United  States. 

WASHiKOtOK,  D.  C,  June  IS,  1894* 

I  made  service  of  the  within  subposna  through  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Layton,  by  the 
▼ithinnamed  J.  E.  Searles,  at  Arlington  Hote^  Washington,  D.  G./at  one  o'clock 
p.  m.,  on  the  13th  day'of  June,  1894. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeant^UArme,  Senate  of  the  U,  8, 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  sdid 
witness  Was  a  inrbpef  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
mqoiiy  before  the  cobimittee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  Tarious  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  ae  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
act  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  chapter  7  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

Sec.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who,  having  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  i)roduce  papers 
upon  any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House,  or  any  committee  of  either 
Hoiue  of  Congressi  wiUfuHy  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to 
loiwer  any  question  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deemed 
pilty  of  ft  fiiiddemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dol- 
lan  nor  less  than  one  handred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  jail  for  not 
leas  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper  respecting  which  he  shaU  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  hiB  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
in&uiona. 

Sec.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  sununoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  tne  case  may  be,  shaU  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  senate  or  Hoase  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia^ 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate,  to  the  end  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid  fail- 
11^  to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  facts 
berein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  U.  S.  district  attorney  for 
the  District  of  Colombia,  in  order  that  said  witness  may  be  proceeded 
agunst  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 

0.  K.  Davis. 

H.  0.  Lodge. 

Wm.  V.  Allbn. 
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In  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  .committee  regard- 
ing the  witness,  John  E.  Searles,  I  have  to  say  that  I  think  he  ought  to 
be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  be  required  to  there  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt  of  which  he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily  pun- 
ished for  refusing  to  do  so. 

I  therefore  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by 
the  Senate: 

Whereas  John  E.  Searles,  a  witness,  was  heretofore  daly  summoned  by  a  select 
oommittee  of  the  Senate,  and  being  lawfally  required  to  testify  before  said  com- 
mittee, has,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  said  committee,  refosed  to  answer  pertinent 
and  material  questions  propounded  to  him  by  said  committee :  Therefore, 

Besolvedf  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due  form,  under 
his  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  directed  to  the  8ergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate, 
commanding  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and  bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of 
said  John  £.  Searles,  to  show  cause  why  he  snould  not  be  punished  for  contempt, 
and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  said  Havtfueyer  in  custody  to  await  the  further 
order  of  the  Senate. 

Bespectfillly  submitted* 

Wh.  Y.  Aixen. 

w 


f 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 

The  nndersigned  members  of  the  committee,  being  anable  to  agree 
with  the  majority  in  the  report  made  by  them  to  the  Senate  in  the  case 
of  the  witness,  John  E.  Searles,  deem  it  proper  to  state  that  the  ground 
of  their  dissent  is  that  set  forth  by  the  undersigned  in  the  case  of  the 
witnessi  Heniy  O.  Havemeyer* 

Geo.  Gray, 
William  Lindsay. 

u 
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Mr.  ORiYy  from  fhe  Spedal  Oommittee  to  Inyettis^  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc.,  submitted  the  foUowing 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursnanos  of  a  resolntion  of  the 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.1894,  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  The  Sun,  a  newspaper  jrabHshed  in  New  York,  that 
brilMi  have  been  offered  to  certain  Seiiatonito  iudaeetbentovote  against  the  pend- 
iDrteriff  bill :  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  boon  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  Tba  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
jiihed  in  Philadelpbia.  that  the  sn^^  schedule  has  bean  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
ii^  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
P^jXABQipoees  of  the  Democratic  party:  Therefore, 

toWi,  Thai;  a  oemmittee  «lf  Ats  Semtora  be  appointed  tv  hivestigate  these 
^ttges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  oontributions  have  been  made  by  the 
*Qgar  trusty  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
<^r  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
"fni  or  la  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  iogar  stoeks  daring  the  oonsideration 
of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  pen»ns  and 
I^WiB  and  to  administer  eathsb 

Smked  furtkeTf  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
^y  ebane  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
^Mar  has  been  cofraptly  or  improporly  iufluenoed  m.  &e  consideration  of  said 
oil],  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

Ittte  attended  to  th€ir  duties  so  ftr  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tain respects  have  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  hereinafter 
stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as  folD^ws: 

b  pnrsnane^  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Gapi- 
tolon  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o^clock  a.  nu,  and,  after  the  exam* 
iitttioii  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  said 
'^ution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  fhrther  the  matters 
BQbmitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  19th  day  of  June, 
^  D.  IWi,  the  oosmnttee  being  duly  assembled,  one  John  W.  Macart* 
i^ey,who  had  been  duly  subp^naed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
^  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  dufy  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

In  the  course  of  his  testimony  the  said  witness  was  asked  oertain 
QBOBtions,  and  tefiEtsed  to  answer  the  same,  as  wiU  more  fiilly  appear 
by  the  following  oopy  of  Ms  testimony,  vi2 : 

8W0BH  TE8TIK0HT  01  JOBS  W.  KAOABTHEi; 


^tor  Allbs.  Mr.  Macartney,  where  do  you  ....^ 

^•MiOABTNET.  My  house  address  t 

c^nator  Allen.  17o.    The  city  in  which  you  reside. 

^•IiOAATMBT.  Washington. 
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Senator  Allen.  Wliat  is  yonr  oooupationt 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  I  am  in  the  banking  and  brokerage  business  in 
this  city,  and  am  a  member  of  the  Kew  York  Stock  Exchange. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  in  partnership  with  any  other  gentlemen  t 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  "So  one  has  any  interest  in  my  business  except 
mysell 

Senator  Allen.  What  u*  the  name^  or  has  been  the  name,  of  your 
firmt 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Corson  &  Macartney.  My  partner  died  about 
two  years  ago,  and  I  bought  his  interest  from  his  estate. 

Senator  Jo^len.  Is  the  business  conducted  in  your  namet 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  I  have  never  changed  the  firm  name. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  just  Corson  &  Macartney,  of  which  yon  are 
sole  owner  t 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  I  am  sole  owner. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  E.  B.  Chapman,  of  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley,  of  New  York  Cityt 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  him  here  within  ten  dayst 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Becently;  I  can  not  say  whether  within  ten  days 
or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  see  him  after  he  was  subpoenaed  to  testify 
before  this  committee  t 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  After  he  had  been  on  the  stand  and  testified  and 
been  excused  here,  did  you  see  himt 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  At  your  office! 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  the  agent  of  his  firmt 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Fo,  sir;  not  agent.  We  are  only  the  correspond- 
ents of  Moore  &  Schley  here.  They  have  no  interest  in  my  business 
and  I  have  no  interest  in  theirs. 

Senator  Allen.  But  you  transact  business  on  the  stock  exchange 
through  themt 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Through  them;  that  is  it. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  conversations  did  you  have  with  Mr. 
Chapman  at  that  time,  or  about  that  timet 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  I  do  not  recoUect.  He  was.  at  my  office,  because  it 
was  the  natural  place  for  him  to  go,  when  he  was  in  Washington,  but  I 
do  not  know  how  many  times  1  talked  with  him. 

Senator  Allen.  After  he  had  first  been  examined  and  excused  until 
the  next  day,  did  you  see  him  that  evening  t 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  At  your  office! 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Fo;  not  at  my  office. 

Senator  Allen.  At  what  placet 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  I  think  I  saw  him  at  the  Arlington  HoteL 

Senator  Allen.  And  who  was  in  company  with  lumt 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  There  wasn't  anyone  when  I  saw  him. 

Senator  Allen.  No  one^  but  you  twot 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did,  however,  at  that  time,  or  about  that  time, 
have  a  conversation  with  him  at  your  office  t 

Mr.  Maoabtnet.  He  was  in  my  office  that  day. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  any  United  States  Senator  there  with  himt 
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Mr.  Magabtnsy.  'So. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  in  the  presence  of 
any  United  States  Senator! 
Mr.  Maoabtnet.  Fo. 

Senator  Aulen.  Did  he  converse  with  any  United  States  Senator  in 
your  presence  t 
Mr.  Maoabtney.  No;  not  in  my  office  nor  elsewhere. 
Senator  Allen.  Has  any  United  States  Senator  since  the  1st  day  of 
Febmary,  1894,  transacted  any  business  on  the  Stock  Exchange  of  Few 
York  through  your  house  in  purchasing  or  sdling  sagar  stocks  or  cer- 
tificatest 

Mr.  Macartney.  Now,  I  want  to  treat  this  committee  with  all  respect, 
bat  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  On  what  ground  do  you  decline,  Mr.  Macartney! 

Mr.  Magabtney.  Because  in  my  own  opinion  this  committee  has  no 
right  to  ask  such  a  question,  and  I  am  iMlvised  by  counsel  they  have 
noBQch  right;  and  by  saying  that  I  do  not  mean  to  convey  inferenti- 
ally  to  any  member  of  the  committee  that  any  Senator  has  speculated 
in  my  office.  I  simply  refuse  to  answer  as  a  matter  of  principle,  and 
question  the  right  of  even  this  honorable  committee  to  inquire  into  a 
private  business. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  think  that  your  refusal  to  answer  implies 
that  a  United  States  Senator  has  operated  or  speculated  through  your 
fimt 

Mr.  Macartney.  1  do  not  think  that  is  so.  I  would  not  assume  to 
answer  the  question  if  you  asked  if  any  Government  clerk  had  dealt 
through  my  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  Senator's  clerk,  since  the  1st  day  of  Feb- 
niary,  1894,  dealt  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  through  your  firm  t 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question,  not  because  they 
ever  did,  but  simply  upon  the  principle  involved. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  mean  to  say  that  you  decline  to  give  any 
information  upon  this  subject  Y 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  mean  that  I  can  not  tell  the  committee  who  are 
or  are  not  the  customers  of  Corson  &  Macartney. 

Senator  Alusn.  Fotwithstauding  it  may  involve  the  integrity  of 
Mu  who  are  legislating  in  national  affairs  f 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  No  matter  who  it  involves,  or  who  it  does  not, 
that  is  the  decision  I  must  adhere  to. 

Senator  Allen.  You  regard  your  duty  to  your  own  financial  interest 
usaperior  to  your  duty  as  a  citizen  to  the  country  at  large  t 

Hr.  Magabtney.  I  do  not  quite  regard  it  in  that  light. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  put  your  refusal  to  answer  this  question  or 
tbese  qaestions,  and  to  disclose  the  names  of  Senators  and  their  clerks 
who  have  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  last  ninety  days 
through  your  firm,  upon  the  ground  that  it  will  criminate  you  or  expose 
7on  to  ignominy  t 

Mr.  ILioABTNEY.  I  do  not  understand  that  any  crime  is  charged 
against  anybody. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  what  precise  ground  and  upon  what  ground 
^ne  do  you  base  your  refusal  to  answer  these  questions  t 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  On  the  ground  that  a  committee  such  as  this  has 
M  the  right  to  inquire  who  are  or  who  are  not  my  customers  in  a 
prirate  business  such  as  mine  is. 

Senator  Allen.  Notwithstanding  those  customers  may  be  United 
Stotes  Senators  and  their  clerks  t 

Mr.  Macabtnby.  Notwithstanding  who  they  may  be.     . 
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Senator  Dayis.  Mr.  Macartaiey^  did  I  nnderstand  yoa  to  say  tiiat 
frem  your  refiisal  to  answer  no  inlerenoe  was  to  be  drawn  as  to  whether 
any  Senator  or  his  clerk  had  or  had  not  speculated  through  your  offioef 

Mr.  Maoastney.  I  do  not  wish  to  create  an  inference  in  any  duec- 
tion  by  refusing  to  answer. 

The  Ghaibman.  Whether  you  wish  to  create  one  or  not,  do  you 
mean  that  your  answer  is  justly  susceptible  of  the  inference  that  any 
Senator  or  his  clerk  has  speculated  through  your  of&cef 

Mr.  Macartney.  It  might  be  susceptible  of  any  view  of  mind.  At 
the  same  time,  I  would  not  wish  to  convey  that  inference. 

The  Ghaibman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  the  question  put  to 
you  by  Senator  Allen  just  the  same  whether  a  Senator  had  speculated 
or  had  not  speculated! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  It  would  be  just  the  same;  I  would  lefiise  to 
answer,  as  a  matter  of  principle. 

The  Ghaibman.  Ton  would  refuse,  even  if  no  Senator  had  ever 
bought  or  sold  sugar  stock  through  you! 

Si&.  Maoabtney.  I  would  refuse  to  answer. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Ton  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  your  business  m 
a  private  business  and  the  public  hte  no  interest  in  itt 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  That  is  it  exactly. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Tou  would  have  no  objection  to  saying  in  an  ordi- 
nary conversation,  if  asked,  if  such  or  such  a  i>er8on  was  or  was  not  a 
customer  of  yours  I 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  would. 

Senator  Lindhay.  In  a  letter  published  in  the  Philadelphia  Press  of 
May  14, 1894,  it  is  stated  in  substance  that  after  the  formulation  of 
the  present  amendments  to  the  tariff  bill,  which  is  now  jiaiding  before 
the  Senate,  a  copy  of  them  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  agent  of 
Moore  &  Schley,  at  Washington,  in  the  morning  before  he  was  out  of 
bed.    Tou  may  state  if  a  copy  of  that  sehednle  was  presented  to  yout 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  It  was  not 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  did  you  first  see  that  sdiedulet 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  The  first  accurate  knowledge  I  had  of  tiie  schedule 
was  when  it  was  given  to  the  press. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  saw  it  in  the  press! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  Yes;  not  in  the  Philadelphia  Press,  but  in  fhe 
newspapers  generally. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  never  knew  of  its  existence  before  that 
timet 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  never  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  of  any  employ^  in  your  establish* 
ment  to  whom  it  was  given  before  thatt 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  do  not.  I  will  state  for  the  information  of  tiie 
committee  that  in  an  office  like  mine  there  are  a  great  many  speculators 
around,  and  a  great  many  newspaper  people  come  in.  We  hear  a  vast 
number  of  rumors  and  gossip  upon  a  great  many  subjects.  As  perti- 
nent to  my  business,  I  telked  sugar  with  anybody.  We  heard  a  great 
deal  of  rumor,  but  we  had  no  real  accurate  information  in  regard  to 
tiie  amendments  until  everybody  had  it,  and  no  employ^  of  mine  had, 
so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Along  about  the  I5th  of  February,  1894,  were  orders 
sent  by  you  or  by  anybody  in  your  employment  to  the  New  York  Stoek 
Exchange  for  United  States  Senators,  or  any  United  States  Senator, 
for  the  pvirdiase  of  aogar  stoeks  or  certifleatest 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that,  upon  the  eaina  prin- 
ciple inycdved  in  the  other  questioiL 
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Senator  Allen.  Were  any  snch  orders  sent  by  any  United  States 
Senator's  clerk  or  person  in  his  employment  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question* 

The  Chairman.  For  the  same  reason? 

Mr.  Macartney.  For  the  same  reason. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  aware  of  the  statute  which  makes  it  your 
duty  to  answer,  are  yout 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  You  prefer  to  take  your  chances  of  indictment  and 
punishment  here  in  the  District f 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes;  the  ordinary  consequences. 

Senator  Allen.  To  answering  the  truth  Y. 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  say  that. 

Senator  Allen.  WeU,  you  refuse  to  disclose  the  truthi  do  yon  not, 
by  refusing  to  answer? 

Mr.  Macabtney.  I  only  refuse  to  answer  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Don't  you  conceal  the  truth  in  refusing  to  answer? 

Mr.  Macabtney.  I  refuse  to  answer  the  question  as  to  who  are  or 
who  are  not  customers  of  my  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  refuse  to  say  whether  you  do  or  do  not 
secrete  the  truth  by  your  refusal  to  answer  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  question. 

Senator  Allen.  I  desire  you  to  answer  the  question.  If  you  see 
fit,  do  so.    You  seem  to  be  master  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Macartney,  do  you  not  know  that  your  refusal 
is  based  upon  your  purpose  to  secrete  the  names  of  Senators  who  haye 
speculated  through  your  firmt 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  their  clerks  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  it  is  your  intention  to  shield  all  such  per- 
sons as  far  as  x)ossiblet 

Mr.  Macabtney.  That  is  not  my  intention  at  alL 

Senator  Allen.  And  because  you  believe  that  to  give  their  names 
vwld  be  injurious  to  your  business  in  the  future  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  not  what  induces  my  refiisal  at  all,  Senator. 

(A  copy  of  the  subpcjena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
Vpear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  c^ore- 
said^  together  with  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  service  thereof  is  hereto 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A.) 

EzHiBrr  A. 

UlRTID  STATSS  OV  AMSBIOA, 

Cimgre99  of  ike  United  Staiee, 

To  John  W.  Macartney,  of  Comon  &  Macartney,  Washington,  D.  C,  greeting: 

Porsaant  to  lawful  authority,  yon  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  berore  the 
special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  investigate  attempts  at 
bribery,  etc.,  on  Tuesday,  June  19tii,  1S94,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.,  at  the  room  of  the  Com- 
outt«e  on  Priyileffes  and  Elections,  then  and  there  to  testify  what  you  may  know 
nlative  to  the  subject-matters  under  consideration  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  yon  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
iiich  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  Riohard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  StateSi  to 
Mfre  and  return. 

Giren  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  18th  day  of  June,  in  the 
7*v  of  our  Lord  one  thonsand  eight  bandied  and  ninety-fdor. 

Gso.  GbjlTi 
Ckairwum  SpeoUU  Oammftm. 
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Senate  of  the  United  States. 
Office  of  the  Sergeant-at-A\ 


I  do  appoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  Bubpcena,  and  to 
exerciBe  all  the  authority  in  relation  thereto  with  which  I  am  Tested  by  the  within 
order. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
SetgeanUaUArme  of  ihe  Senate  of  the  United  Staiee, 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  19, 1894. 

I  made  service  of  the  within  subpoena  through  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Layton,  by  the 
within-named  John  W.  Macartney,  at  No.  1419  F  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  at 
9:40  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  19th  day  of  June,  1894. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
8ergeanU<it-ArmB  Senate  of  the  U*  S, 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  qaestions  pat  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
act  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  chapter  7  of 
the  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  whicn  chapter  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Ssc.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who,  having  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papen 
upon  any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either 
House  of  Congress,  willfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to 
answer  any  Question  pertinent  to  the  qaestion  under  inquiry,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dol- 
Ukrs  nor  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  jaU  for  not 
less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Skc.  103.  No  witness  is  pdvileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper  respecting  which  he  shaU  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Sec.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  eitbei  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shaU  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, whose  duty  it  shaU  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate  to  the  end  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid 
failure  to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  facts 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  U.  S.  district  attorney  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  in  order  that  said  witness  may  be  proceeded 
against  in  maimer  and  form  provided  by  law. 

George  Geay. 

William  Lindsay. 

C.  K.  Davis, 

Henby  Gabot  Lodgb. 

William  Y.  Ajllsn. 


ADDITIONAL  EBPORT  OF  MR.  ALLEN,  OF  THE  COMMITTEB. 

Id  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  regarding 
witness,  John  W.  Macartney,  I  have  to  say  that  I  think  he  onght 
to  be  bronght  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  be  required  to  there  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt  of  which  he  is  goilty,  or  be  sammarily  pnnished 
for  refusing  to  do  so. 

I,  therefore,  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by 
the  Senate : 

Whereas  John  W.  Macartney ^  a  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  summoned  by  a  select 
eommittee  of  the  Senate,  and  bein^  lawfnUy  required  to  testify  before  said  com- 
mittee, has,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  said  committee,  refused  to  answer  pertinent 
Hid  material  questions  propounded  to  him  by  said  committee :  Therefore, 

Rmltedf  That  the  Presiaent  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due  form  under 
liis  hmd  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  directed  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate, 
commanding  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and  bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of 
lud  John  W.  Macartney,  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  punished  for  con- 
tempt, and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  said  Macartney  in  custody  to  await  the  fur- 
ther order  of  the  Senate. 

Bespectftilly  sabmitted. 

n.  Hep.  lo — 90  Wm.  V.  Allen. 
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JS  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  2, 1894.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gbat,  from  the  Special  Gominittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc.,  submit  the  following 

REPORT: 

Tour  committee,  appointed  under  the  following  resolation  of  the 
Senate  of  the  17th  of  May,  1894— 

Whereas  it  ha»  been  stated  in  The  Sun,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
Itibei  have  been  offured  to  certain  Senators  ta  induce  them  to  yote  against  the 
pndin^  tariff  bill :  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  siened  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pnb* 
liihed  in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
hithe  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam* 
NgB  purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  l*herefore, 

Smhed,  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  inyestigate  thesa 
Q^ges  snd  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  haye  been  made  by  th» 
ngir  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign, 
veleotion  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  haa 
iMn  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
^  ths  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and/ 
Papers  snd  to  administer  oaths. 

^Ived  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
>By  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any^ 
mslor  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
«^  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

mbmit  the  following  report: 

Kiey  have  heretofore  made  fhll  report  to  the  Senate  of  their  invest!- 
gation  as  to  the  matters  concerning  Senators  Hnnton  and  Kyle,  men- 
tioned in  the  first  paragraph  of  t£e  foregoing  resolution.  No  other 
testimony  under  that  head  has  been  sabmitted  to  the  committee  and 
ttey  have  nothing  to  add  to  the  report  already  made. 

There  remain  four  other  distinct  matters  with  the  investigation  of 
which  the  committee  was  charged  by  the  Senate: 

First.  That  it  had  been  stated  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  published  in 
Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  had  been  made  up,  as  it  thei 
itoodin  the  proposed  amendment  to  the  tariff  bill  as  it  came  from  th« 
House  of  Sepresentatives,  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid 
for  campaign  purposes  of  the  Democratic  party. 

Second,  whether  any  contributions  had  been  made  by  the  sugar 
^t,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for 
<2^paign  or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

Third.  Whether  any  Senator  had  been  or  was  speculating  in  what 
M  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill 
then  before  the  Senate. 

Fourth.  To  investigate  and  report  upon  any  charge  or  charges  which 
night  be  filed  before  the  committee  alleging  that  the  action  of  any  Sen- 
itor  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of 
nid  billy  or  that  any  attempt  had  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation* 
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As  to  the  allegations  in  the  Press  newspaper,  the  committee  find 
that  an  article,  signed  **  Holland,''  was  published  in  that  newspaper 
on  the  14th  of  May,  1894,  containing  certain  charges  and  imputations 
against  the  Senate  and  Senators  in  regard  to  the  sugar  schedules  in 
the  tmff  bill  then  pending  before  the  Senate,  the  most  direct  of 
which,  and  the  one  which  more  than  any  other  contained  a  specific 
statement  affecting  the  integrity  of  members  of  the  Senate,  as  well  as 
the  integrity  of  the  Executive  Department,  is  in  the  following  para- 
graphs: 

AN  SXTRAORDINART  INCIDENT. 

But  the  highest,  the  moBt  emphatic  and  anflScient  indication  that  the  admlniBtn- 
tion  waa  bound  to  maintain  these  campaign  pledges  and  to  protect  the  men  who  had 

Siven  half  a  million  dollars,  was  fnmished  by  an  extraordinary  and  onexpected  inoi- 
ent  that  happened  not  long  after  the  Wilson  bill  went  to  the  Senate.  Senator  Brioe 
]^ad  represented  to  the  President  that  these  3  trans-Mississippi  Senators,  who  had 
charge  of  the  bill,  were  determined  to  make  sugar  of  all  sorts  aosolu  tely  free.  Meyer 
and  Croker  had  represented  the  same  thing  to  Dan  Lament.  Whitney  and  Benedict 
indirectly  approached  the  administration  protesting,  and  at  last  the  administratioa 
determined  to  act. 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present,  excepting  two  memoers,  none  other  than 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ^  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  nerer 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  yisit  waa  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  aa  speaking,  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  tnat  he  came  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement,  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  President's  wishes,  and  ^ying  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him, 
excited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  firom  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
accurate,  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

''Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Dgmocrat  to  Democrats.  No  party 
or  the  representatiyes  of  no  party  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations.  I  want 
to  say  to  YOU  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done.  Gentlemen 
associated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you  what  perhaps  you  do  not 
know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fhnd  of  the  Democratic  party  in  1892  a  very  large 
sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  and  at  a  time 
when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be  wrong,  it  would  be 
infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution,  given  at  a  time  when 
it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to  turn  around  and  strike 
down  the  men  wno  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  1  trust  that  you  will  prepare  aa 
amendment  to  the  bUl  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in  some  measure  satisfactory  to 
these  interests.'' 

That,  in  substance,  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national 
campaign  committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1S92.  It 
was  a  plea  powerfully  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more;  he  had  eaid  enough. 
He  turned  and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he 
oame,  but  before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amend* 
ment  which  he  thought  would  he  fair  to  the  Government,  and  yet  be  Just  to  tiie 
sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secretary 
Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.  Yoorhees's 
possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had  scratched 
out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by  interlinea- 
tion had  inserted  the  following  words:  '<0n  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16,  Dutch 
standard,  and  on  all."  After  the  word  ''all"  the  printed  form  remained  in  which 
mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  ''  Instead  of  one- 
eighth  of  1  per  cent  45  percent  ad  valorem." 

There  is  also  upon  the  blank  space  at  the  bottom  of  the  printed  aheet,  in  Mr.  Car- 
lisle's handwriting,  a  clause  providing  that  nothing  contained  in  tiie  bill  shall  be 
construed  as  affecting  the  Hawaiian  reciprocity  treaty.    So  the  administration  is  oa 
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leeord  as  fayoring  even  a  higher  rate  of  protection  than  iras  afforded  by  the  so-called 
Gorman  bill.  This  speech  of  Secretary  Carlisle's  is  sufficient  proof  of  statements 
made  earlier  in  this  article  that  the  sugar  trust  contribnted  $500,000  to  the  Demo- 
cratic campaign  fund,  receiving  in  return  a  pledge  that  no  measure  should  bo 
Allowed  to  pass  Congress  which  endangers  the  sugar  interests. 

In  nndertakiiig  this  branch  of  the  investigation  the  committee  at 
once  songht  the  anthor  of  these  statements,  who  proved  to  be  Elisha 
J.  Edwards,  a  correspondent  of  the  Philadelphia  Press,  resident  in  New 
York  City.  Mr.  Edwards  appeared  before  the  committee  and,  after 
being  sworn,  was  interrogated  by  them  as  to  the  statements  in  the  para- 
graphs jast  quoted.  He  stated  that  he  had  no  personal  knowledge  of 
the  trutii  of  any  of  the  allegations  contained  in  these  paragraphs. 
Upon  farther  interrogation  he  stated  that  he  made  them  upon  the 
authority  of  an  informant,  whose  name  he  declined  to  give  to  the  com- 
mittee. He  stated  that  he  had  no  other  source  of  information  than 
this  undisclosed  informant.  The  committee  urged  upon  Mr.  Edwards 
the  necessity  of  giving  them  this  name,  and  the  importance  to  this 
investigation  of  his  doing  so;  but  he  persisted  in  his  refusal  to  disclose 
the  name  of  his  informant  upon  the  ground  that  the  information  was 
given  to  him  in  confidence. 

The  committee,  after  having  reported  to  the  Senate  this  refusal  of 
tiie  witness  to  testily  as  to  so  important  a  matter,  proceeded  to  exam- 
ine the  only  parties,  other  than  the  alleged  informant,  who  could  have 
any  knowledge  on  the  subject,  viz,  Secretary  Carlisle  and  all  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  Their  sworn  statements 
accompany  this  report,  and  justify  the  conclusion  that  the  statements 
made  in  the  paragraphs  quoted  are  without  foundation  in  fact  and 
utterly  untrue.  Except  that  it  is  a  fact  according  to  Secretary  Car- 
lisle's testimony  that  he  did,  at  the  request  of  Senator  Jones  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  draft  an  amendment  to  the  sugar  schedule,  a  copy 
of  which,  as  described  by  Mr.  Carlisle,  is  attached  as  an  exhibit  to  the 
testimony  herewith  submitted. 

The  conduct  of  Mr.  Edwards  in  making  and  publishing  so  specifio 
and  serious  a  charge  against  public  men,  and  one  affecting  their  dis- 
charge of  high  public  duties,  ux>on  no  personal  knowledge,  and  upon 
no  information,  the  source  of  which  he  is  willing  to  disclose,  calls  for 
lerious  reprobation. 

There  has  been  no  testimony  presented  before  your  committee,  and 
TOUT  committee  has  been  unable  to  discover  any,  tending  to  show  that 
the  sugar  schedule  was  made  up,  as  it  then  stood  in  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  tariff  bill,  in  consideration  of  large,  or  any,  sums  of 
money  paid  for  campaign  purposes  of  the  Democratic  party. 

No  witness  has  testified  before  your  committee  that  such  was  the  foot, 
ftnd  aU  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  all  the 
Senators  whose  names  have  been  mentioned  in  the  public  press  as  espe- 
cially active  in  protecting  the  sugar-refining  industries,  or  in  whose  States 
sugar  refineries  existed,  have,  under  oath,  denied  that  such  was  the 
tntb,  or  that  they  had  any  knowledge  or  information  as  to  any  sums  of 
money,  large  or  otherwise,  having  been  paid  for  campaign  purposes  of 
the  Democratic  party  by  the  sugar  trust,  by  those  connected  with  it,  or 
bj  anybody,  as  a  consideration  for  favorable  treatment  of  its  interests 
by  said  party. 

The  president,  vice-president,  and  the  secretary  and  treasurer  of  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  popularly  known  as  the  sugar 
trust,  have  also  been  summoned  before  the  committee  and  interrogated 
onder  oath  as  to  these  matters,  and  they  have  each  denied  that  any 
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coDtribntions  were  made  by  the  sugar  trust,  so  called,  or  by  them 
individually,  to  the  national  campaign  fund  of  either  party  at  the  last 
general  election.  These  witnesses  stated  that  contributions  had  cua- 
tomarily  been  made  by  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  so- 
called  sugar  trust,  to  the  local  or  State  campaigns  of  each  of  the  two 
great  political  parties  in  several  States,  but  they  also  denied  that 
any  of  such  contributions  were  made  for  the  purpose  of  securing  or 
defeating  legislation  in  Congress,  or  to  aid  in  the  election  of  any  XJ.  S. 
Senator,  or  for  any  other  improper  purpose. 

1^0  other  evidence  or  testimony  has  been  offered  or  suggested  to  your 
committee,  nor  has  any  been  discovered,  which  would  tend  to  support 
the  statements  of  the  said  Edwards  in  this  regard. 

Nov  is  there  any  evidence  whatever  in  support  of  the  statement  in 
the  same  article  that  either  of  the  Messrs.  Havemeyer,  president  and 
vice-president  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  had  an  inter- 
view with  President  Cleveland  on  a  yacht  in  the  summer  of  1892,  or 
the  summer  of  1893,  in  regard  to  the  sugar  interests  of  the  Hawaiian 
Islapds,  or  any  other  sugar  interests,  or  the  policy  of  the  administra- 
tion in  regard  to  them.  On  the  contrary,  it  has  been  affirmatively 
shown,  by  the  testimony,  that  the  statement  is  untrue  as  to  any  such 
interview  having  occurred  at  the  time  and  place  stated,  or  at  any  time 
or  place. 

It  is,  however,  shown  by  the  evidence  taken  by  the  committee  that 
one  or  more  of  the  officers  of  the  so-called  sugar  trust  have  been  in 
Washington  constantly  daring  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the 
Senate.  In  their  testimony  they  have  stated  that  they  were  here  for 
the  purpose  of  looking  after  the  interests  of  the  sugar-refining  business 
generally,  and  to  that  end  had  conferences  with  the  subcommittee  in 
charge  of  the  tariff'  bill  in  the  Senate,  and  with  several  other  Senators, 
chiefly  those  in  whose  States  large  refineries  were  situated. 

They  denied,  as  did  the  members  of  the  sub  committee  and  the  Sen- 
ators alluded  to,  that  anything  was  said  at  these  conferences  that  they 
would  not  have  been  willing  to  say  in  public,  or  that  there  was  any 
improper  proposal  or  suggestion  made;  and  they  stated  that  they  only 
appealed  for  fair  and  equal  treatment  in  common  with  other  indastnea 
of  the  country.  They  denied,  and  members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
denied,  that  any  meeting  took  place  between  them  at  the  Capitol,  or 
elsewhere,  as  was  stated  in  the  '^  Holland"  letter  to  have  taken  plaoe, 
and  there  is  no  evidence  in  support  of  the  statements  in  that  letter  in 
this  regard. 

When  interrogated  as  to  other  imputetions  contained  in  said  article,, 
too  vague  to  be  characterized  as  charges,  the  writer  was  unable  to  give 
any  authority  or  suggest  any  foundation  for  his  statemente. 

Whatever  of  impropriety  may  attach  to  the  presence  at  the  national 
capital  of  representatives  of  aggregated  wealth  engaged  in  industries 
affected  by  a  tariff  biil^  and  to  their  importunities  for  protection  by 
Congressional  legislation — and  the  impropriety  can  not  be  denied — ^uo 
evidence  has  been  adduced  before  your  committee  tending  to  show 
improper  conduct  on  the  part  of  those  engaged  in  the  framing  of  tke 
sugar  schedule  in  the  tariff  bill  then  pending  before  the  Senate. 

Though  perhaps  outside  the  scope  of  the  duty  imposed  upon  your 
committee,  they  take  occasion  to  strongly  deprecate  the  importunity 
and  pressure  to  which  Congress  and  ite  members  are  subjected  by  the 
representatives  of  great  industrial  combinations,  whose  enormous 
wealth  tends  to  suggest  undue  influence,  and  to  create  in  the  public 
mind  a  demoralizing  oelief  in  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices. 
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As  to  the  third  branch  of  this  inquiry,  vi2,  "whetiier  any  Senator 
has  been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during 
the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,"  your  com- 
mittee deem  it  only  necessary  to  refer  to  the  testimony  on  that  subject, 
herewith  submitted.  The  testimony  of  Mr.  Chapman,  a  member  of 
the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  bankers  and  brokers  in  Is  ew  York  City, 
who  declined  to  state  whether  any  Senator  had  speculated  in  sugar 
stociiS  during  the  pendency  of  the  tarifif  bill  in  the  Senate  through  the 
agency  of  his  firm,  seemed  to  make  it  incumbent  upon  the  committee 
to  ask  each  Senator  to  testify  in  that  respect.  In  response  to  such 
request  t^e  sworn  statement  of  each  Senator  has  been  taken  and  is 
made  a  part  of  this  report 

By  these  statements  it  appears  that  two  Senators,  Hon.  John  B. 
McPherson,  of  New  Jersey,  and  Hon.  Matthew  S.  Quay^  of  Pennsyl- 
Tania,  have  held  and  sold  sugar  certificates  during  the  pendency  of 
the  present  tariff  bill.  Their  testimony  further  shows  that  before  the 
voting  upon  the  bill  began  each  had  entirely  closed  out  his  holdings* 
The  circumstances  under  which  these  transactions  were  had  by  these 
two  Senators  are  detailed  in  their  testimony  before  the  committee,  t^ 
▼hich  the  attention  of  the  Senate  is  hereby  called. 

Before  the  statements  of  individual  Senators  were  taken,  however, 
every  suggestion  of  evidence  that  might  throw  light  upon  the  question 
anbmitted  to  us  by  the  Senate  was  followed  up  and  explored. 

Since  the  examination  of  the  Senators,  an  article  appeared  in  the 
ITew  York  Herald  of  July  17,  calling  attention  to  a|)parently  new  evi- 
doice  in  relation  to  speculation  by  Senators  in  sugar  stoi  ks.  Your 
committee  thereupon  continued  the  inquiry  and,  in  the  course  of  this 
lenewed  investigation,  there  came  into  the  possession  of  your  commit- 
tee, as  set  forth  in  the  evidence  submitted  herewith,  a  photographic 
copy  of  an  order  to  buy  sugar  stocks,  dated  March  2,  and  purporting  to 
l)e  signed  by  the  Hon.  J.  N.  Camden,  a  Senator  from  West  Virginia. 

It  is  shown  by  the  evidence  that  the  original  order  was  written  in 
lead  pencil  on  what  appeared  to  be  an  old  envelope.  The  order  was 
net  addressed  or  directed  to  any  firm  of  brokers  or  to  any  one.  The 
original  paper  was  destroyed,  as  appears  by  the  evidence,  after  the  pho- 
tographic copy  was  taken  and  upon  the  appearance  of  the  article  in  the 
New  York  Herald.,  already  alluded  to.  The  order  was  first  found  in  the 
hands  of  one  Battershall,  who  has  eluded  every  effort  of  your  committee 
to  serve  a  subpoena  upon  him  and  who,  it  is  understood,  has  fled  to 
Canada. 

From  the  evidence  of  one  witness  and  the  circumstances  disclosed 
by  the  testimony,  Battershall  appears  to  be  a  man  of  doubtfid  charac- 
ter, which,  with  the  fact  of  the  destruction  of  the  original,  tends  to 
discredit  t^e  original  paper;  and  there  is  testimony  tending  to  show 
that  the  party  who  had  the  photograph  taken  contemplated  using  it 
for  an  improper  purpose.  Upon  an  examination  of  the  photographic 
copy  Senator  Camden,  who  was  recalled  as  a  witness,  said  that  the  pur- 
ported signature  resembled,  in  some  respects,  his  genuine  signature, 
snd  that  the  body  of  the  paper  bore  some  resemblances  to  his  own 
handwriting. 

He  statetl  it  as  his  belief  and  best  judgment  that  the  paper  is  ficti- 
tious or  a  forgery,  but  he  does  not,  in  express  terms,  declare  it  to  be 
a  forgery  and  declines  to  swear  positively  that  it  is  not  in  his  hand- 
writing. He  denies,  however,  substantially,  that  any  such  order  was 
^yer  executed  or  that  any  sugar  stock  has  been  bought  or  sold  for  him 
since  the  tarifi*  bill  has  been  under  consideration,  and  there  in  no  testi- 
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mony  tending  to  prove  that  the  sapposed  order  waa  ever  executed  by 
any  firm,  or  that  any  sngar  stock  has  been  bought  or  sold  by  or  for 
Senator  Camden  at  any  time  during  the  present  session  of  Congress. 

In  the  course  of  the  investigation,  continued  as  described  above,  a 
letter  was  put  in  evidence  written  by  Mr.  Guillaudeu,  a  broker  doing 
business  in  "New  York,  to  Mr.  A.  K.  Seip,  of  Washington.  This  letter, 
in  addition  to  making  the  statement  about  Senator  Camden  already 
considered,  stated  further  that  the  Hon.  James  Smith,  jr.,  a  Senator 
from  Kew  Jersey,  had  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  pendency 
of  the  tariff  bill.  Mr.  Guillaudeu,  being  called  as  a  witness,  admitted 
that  he  wrote  the  letters  read  by  Mr.  Seip.  He  stated  that  the  informa- 
tion in  regard  to  Senator  Smith  came  from  Battershall,  and  that  the 
orders  given  by  Senator  Smith,  according  to  Battershall's  statement^ 
were  verbal. 

Senator  Smith  was  recalled  as  a  witness  and  these  statements  were 
brought  to  his  attention,  and  he  was  questioned  in  regard  to  them. 
He  swore  that  the  statements  made  by  Battershall  and  quoted  by 
Guillaudeu  were  entirely  false,  and  that  he  had  never,  at  any  time, 
bought  any  stock  from  Washington,  nor  had  he  bought  any  sugar 
stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  present  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  and 
that  he  had  never  known  or  seen  Battershall. 

Senator  Smith  reiterated  his  former  testimony,  and  swore  that  he  had 
never  bought  or  sold  sugar  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  preseoit 
tariff  bill. 

As  to  the  fourth  instruction  to  your  committee,  contained  in  the  said 
resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  above  quoted,  they  report  that  no  ^<  charge 
or  charges  have  been  filed  before  them  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration 
of  said  bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legiala* 
tion." 

All  the  testimony  taken  by  the  committee  is  submitted  as  a  part  of 
this  report 

Geo.  Gray. 
William  Lindsay* 
H.  0.  Lodge. 
C.  K.  Davis. 
Wm,  V.  Allxn. 
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ADDITIONAL  VIEWS  OF  MK.  LODGE  A^^D  MR.  DAVIS. 

Three  questions  were  involved  in  the  resolutions  which  created  the 
committee  to  investigate  the  charges  of  bribery  against  certain  Sena- 
tors. The  first  was  that  relating  to  the  alleged  attempts  to  bribe  Sen- 
ators Hunton  and  Kyle,  and  upon  that  branch  of  the  inquiry  the  com- 
mittee has  already  reported. 

The  second  question  was  in  reference  to  the  speculations  of  Senators 
in  the  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  during  the 
pendency  of  the  present  tariff  bill,  and  upon  that  the  committee  now 
reports  without  division  of  opinion. 

The  third  question  related  to  the  influence  of  the  sugar  trust, 
80  called,  on  the  making  of  the  sugar  schedule  as  it  now  stands  in  the 
tariff  bill.  As  to  this  third  question  the  undersigned  desire  to  sub- 
mit their  views  as  follows : 

No  evidence  has  been  submitted  to  the  committee  which  proves  that 
the  sugar  schedule  was  made  up  in  order  to  fulfill  obligations  to  the 
sngar  trust  for  campaign  contributions.  All  of  the  witnesses  have 
denied  in  the  most  explicit  manner  that  such  obligations  existed  or 
played  any  part  in  the  construction  of  the  sugar  schedule,  but  the 
undersigned  feel  that  it  is  their  duty  to  point  out  how  that  schedule 
was  finsdly  made. 

We  will  state,  first,  certain  admitted  facts.  The  sugar  schedule  was 
made  and  reported  to  the  Senate  by  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee.  The  Seucators  composing  the  Democratic  majority 
of  that  committee  are,  therefore^  publicly  responsible  for  the  scbed- 
nle.  It  is  also  admitted,  and  it  is  proved  by  the  sworn  testimony  of 
every  witness  called,  that  the  present  form  of  the  schedule  was  that 
desired  by  the  representatives  of  the  refiners  or  of  the  sugar  trust.  The 
nndersigned  believe  that  it  is  of  interest  and  importance  to  the  public 
that  the  steps,  so  far  as  they  are  proved  by  the  testimony  herewith 
submitted,  by  which  this  schedule  was  formed  and  reported  by  the 
Finance  Committee  should  be  succinctly  stated  without  going  beyond 
the  sworn  testimony. 

There  were  three  sets  of  interests  or  opinions  involved  in  the  settle- 
ment of  this  sugar  question.  First  were  those  who  had  no  local  or 
pecuniary  interest  in  the  matter  whatever,  but  who  believed,  as  a  gen- 
^1  proposition,  that  all  sugars  should  come  into  this  country  free  of 
duty;  second  were  the  producers  of  raw  sugar  in  this  country,  who 
desired  a  protective  duty  for  their  industry;  third  were  the  refiners, 
who  desired  a  protective  duty  for  their  industry,  which  was  the  making 
of  refined  sugar.  When  the  bill  came  from  the  House  it  was  in  con- 
fonnity  with  the  first  of  these  views,  that  is,  it  let  all  sugars  into  the 
connt^  free  of  duty.  It,  therefore,  encountered  the  opposition  both  of 
those  who  represented  the  producers  and  those  who  represented  the 
Teftaers  and  it  soon  became  evident  that  no  bill  could  pass  the  Senate 
which  did  ndt  give  some  proteotion  to  both  these  interests. 

In  the  first  report  of  the  tariff  bill  this  fact  was  made  apparent  by  a 
schedule  which  provided  for  a  graded  specific  duty  on  sugars,  raw  and 
K&ned«    This  schedule,  however,  while  reasonably  satisfactory  to  the 
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producers,  was  very  unsatisfactory  to  the  refiners,  and  the  contest 
over  the  schedule  assumed  a  new  form.  It  was  admiUed  that  there 
must  be  some  duty  on  sugars,  and  the  question  which  now  arose  was, 
what  kind  of  a  dutyf  Here  the  producers  and  the  refiners  came  into 
conflict.  The  producers  favored  the  specific  duty  as  first  reported. 
The  refiners  favored  the  ad  valorem  duty,  and  this  latter  prin<;iple  is 
the  one  embodied  in  the  tariff  bill  as  it  now  stands  in  regard  to  raw 
sugars.  All  the  witnesses  who  were  questioned  testified,  without 
exception,  to  the  fact  that  the  producers  demanded  and  desired  a  spe- 
cific duty  while  the  refiners  demanded  ad  valorem  rates.  The  point  of 
interest  is  to  learn  how  the  specific  duties  were  abandoned  and  ad 
valorem  duties  substituted  for  them. 

It  appears  in  the  testimony  that  the  representatives  of  the  sugar 
trust,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  the  president  of  the  company;  Mr.  Searles,  its 
treasurer;  Mr.  Henry  K.  Beed,  representing  the  Boston  refiners;  Mr. 
Cord  Meyer,  and  Mr.  H.  L.  Terrell  were  in  Washington  more  or  less 
constantly  after  the  passage  of  the  tariff  bill  through  the  House,  and 
that  they  all  urged  the  adoption  ,of  an  ad  valorem  schedule.  It  appears, 
also,  from  the  testimony  that  these  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust 
presented  their  views  fully  to  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and, 
of  necessity,  did  so  privately,  because  public  hearings  as  to  the  various 
industries  involved  in  the  tariff  had  been  refused. 

It  also  appears  in  the  testimony  that  thede  representatives  of  the 
sugar  trust  saw  certain  other  Senators  more  or  less  frequently  on  the 
subject  of  their  interests,  and  these  Senators  were  in  all  cases  the  same. 
They  also  saw  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  testified  that  he  had 
always  believed  in  ad  valorem  duties.  The  Senators  not  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee,  to  whom  the  representatives  of  the  trust 
presented  their  arguments,  were  Senator  Brice,  of  Ohio:  Senator 
Gorman,  of  Maryland;  Senators  Hill  and  Murphy,  of  New  York;  Sen- 
ators Smith  and  McPherson,  of  New  Jersey:  Senators  White  and 
Caffery,  of  Louisiana;  and  Senator  Camden,  of  West  Virginia.  Vari- 
ous meetings,  it  appears  by  the  testimony,  were  held  to  discuss  the 
sugar  schedule  between  the  representatives  of  the  trust  and  these  Sen- 
ators who  have  been  named. 

After  the  tariff  bill  had  been  reported  a  conference  was  held  by  all 
the  Democratic  Senators,  and  it  was  then  decided,  as  appears  by  the 
testimony,  that  the  tariff  bill  as  first  reported  must  be  so  changed  aa 
to  command  the  votes  of  43  Democratic  Senators.  The  change  in  the 
sugar  schedule  from  specific  to  ad  valorem  rates  was  made  by  the 
Finance  Committee  after  this  period,  and  as  the  result  of  this  con- 
ference. 

It  appears  by  the  testimony  of  Senator  Vest  that  after  said  confer- 
ence Senator  Brice,  of  Ohio,  Senator  Gorman,  of  Maryland,  Senator 
Smith,  of  Ifew  Jersey,  Senator  Hill,  of  Kew  York,  and  Senators  White 
and  Caffery,  of  Louisiana,  came  to  the  rooms  of  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee in  regard  to  the  sugar  schedule.  Senator  Vest  testified  that  Sen- 
ator Gorman  urged  a  duty  of  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  one-quarter 
of  a  cent  a  pound  differential  in  fEtvor  of  refined  sugars  as  the  proper 
schedule.  This  was  opposed  by  the  Senators  from  Louisiana,  repre- 
senting the  producers  as  against  the  refiners  of  sugar.  Senator  Vest 
further  testified  that  he  then  stated  to  all  these  Senators  that  he  had 
supposed  that  they  were  agreed  upon  a  sugar  schedule,  but  as  they 
were  not  he  saw  no  use  at  that  time  in  continuing  the  discussion  before 
the  committee,  and  that  meeting  thereupon  came  to  an  end.  Aftcur- 
ward  the  specific  schedule  was  changed  by  the  Finance  Committee  and 
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was  reported  as  it  now  stands,  with  a  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  duty  and 
an  eighth  of  a  cent  per  pound  differential. 

It  was  in  this  way,  according  to  the  evidence  before  the  committee 
of  investigation,  that  the  sugar  schedule  was  made  up  and  that  the 
form  of  duties  advocated  by  the  sugar  trust  was  put  in  the  bill  to 
replace  the  spedflc  form  advocated  by  the  producers. 

All  the  witnesses  stated  that  in  all  these  conferences  and  discussions 
oothhig  was  presented  except  the  ordinary  arguments  offered  by  any 
indastry  in  regard  to  its  interests  in  a  tariff  bill,  but  the  undersigned 
feel  that  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company  occupies  a  very  dif<> 
iferent  position,  not  only  in  the  public  estimation,  but  as  a  matter  of 
&ct,  fix)m  that  of  any  other  industry  in  the  country.  It  is  a  very  rich 
ooqioration  with  an  enormous  interest  in  tariff  legislation.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  conplete  indifference  to  the  trust  what  duties  are  levied  upon 
nigstf  90  long  as  the  form  is  ad  valorem  and  a  sufficient  differentifd  is 
gi?en  in  favor  of  refined  sugar. 

The  sugar  trust,  by  the  evidence  of  its  president  and  treasurer,  has 
eontribuML  freely  to  the  State  and  city  campaign  funds  of  both  par- 
tiee  and  these  contributions  were  made  in  years  in  which  national 
electaoDS  were  also  held.  This  is  a  thoroughly  corrupt  form  of  cam- 
paign ooDtributions,  for  such  contributicms,  being  given  to  two  opposing 
parties,  are  not  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  certain  political  principleS| 
bat  to  establish  an  obligation  to  the  giver  on  the  part  of  whichever 
party  comes  into  x)ower.  The  trust  does  not  give  to  political  parties  for 
tiiepromotiou  of  political  (principles  in  which  it  believes,  but  for  the 
protection  of  its  own  interests,  as  appears  by  the  same  testimony.  The 
&ct  that  it  gives  to  both  x)olitical  parties  is  sufficient  proof  of  the  pur^ 
poses  of  its  contributions  and  of  their  dangerous  nature. 

For  these  reasons  the  undersigned  have  felt  it  importuit  to  lay  before 
the  Senate  and  the  country  the  fact  that  the  sugar  schedule,  as  it  now 
itands,  is,  according  to  the  testimony,  in  t^e  form  desired  by  the  sugar 
trost^  and  to  point  out  also  the  methods  by  which  the  sugar  trast 
Mched  what  it  desired  and  obtained  a  substantial  victory. 

H.  O.  LODOB. 

O.  K  Davis. 
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ADDITIONAL  VIEWS  OF  MB.  ALLBK 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  report  of  the  committee,  in  which  I  eon^ 
cnr,  does  not  set  forth  the  facts  in  this  case  as  folly  as  I  think  th^ 
should  be  stated,  I  have  deemed  it  proper  to  file  an  additional  reporU 

The  resolution,  it  will  be  observed,  requires  us — 

1.  To  investigate  and  report  whether  the  charge  of  an  attempt  to 
bribe  Senators  Hunton  and  Kyle  is  true. 

2.  To  inquire,  further,  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by 
the  SQgar  trust,  or  any  person  acting  therewith,  to  any  political  party 
for  campaign  or  election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation ;  and^ 

3.  Whether  any  Senator  has  been,  or  is,  speculating  in  what  are 
commonly  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration  of  the  tuifl 
bill  now  before  the  Senate. 

I  have  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the  charge  against  Senators  Hunton  and 
Kyle  is  concerned,  there  is  no  evidence  to  sustain  it.  These  gentlemen 
stand  entirely  acquitted,  and  I  will  dismiss  this  branch  oi  the  case 
from  further  consideration,  inasmuch  as  we  have  heretofore  fhlly 
reported  thereon. 

Begarding  the  second  proposition  I  have  to  say  that  the  testimony 
shows  to  my  mind  quite  conclusively  that  contributions  were  made  by 
the  sugar  trust  to  both  the  Bepublican  and  Democratic  parties  for 
campaign  purposes.  The  testimony  of  Henry  O.  and  Theodore  Have- 
meyer  and  John  E.  Searles  leaves  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  the  sugar 
trust  in  the  State  of  New  York,  in  1892,  contributed  money  to  th# 
Democratic  party  for  campaign  purposes,  and  at  the  same  time,  and 
for  the  same  purpose,  contributed  money  to  the  Bepublican  party  im 
the  State  of  Massachusetts.  It  is  true  that  these  witnesses  testified 
that  their  contributions  were  made  for  local  and  State  purposes;  but 
there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  money  went  into  the  general 
campaign  fund  of  those  States,  and  was  used  as  much  for  national  as 
for  State  and  local  purposes. 

The  evidence  ftirther  discloses  that  the  books  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  contain  an  accurate  account  of  the  amount  of  these 
contributions,  or  at  least  sufficient  data  firom  which  the  amount  can  be 
accurately  ascertained.  But  the  witnesses  in  each  instance  refused  to 
produce  the  books  or  to  disclose  the  amounts  of  such  contributions.  I 
think  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  popularly  and  more 
properly  known  as  the  Aimerican  Sugar  Trust,  has  been  in  the  habit  of 
contributing  money  to  the  national  campaign  fund  of  both  the  Demo- 
cratic and  Bepublican  parties  through  its  president,  with  the  expecta- 
tion, if  not  the  implied  promise,  that  whichever  party  succeeded  to 
power  the  interests  of  the  company  should  be  ^^ cared  for''  by  it. 

This  deduction  is  fully  warranted  by  the  testimony  taken  by  us. 
That  a  political  party  must  have  money  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
a  legitimate  campaign,  and  to  be  legitimately  expended,  no  one  will 
deny;  but  that  a  great  corporation  that  overshadows  and  threatens  the 
nation  should  contribute  liberally  to  promote  the  success  of  one  political 
party  in  one  State,  and  the  success  of  another  x)olitical  party  in  another 
State  at  the  same  general  election,  I  think  can  not  be  justified  by  any 
standard  of  morality  or  process  of  honest  reasoning.    Such  oontribtt- 
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tioEs  can  only  be  prompted  by  the  expectation  of  the  contributor  that 
vhi3hever  party  shall  succeed  to  the  control  of  the  Government  will 
look  with  some  degree  of  leniency  in  its  legislation  upon  his  interests. 
A  wisely  drawn  and  judicious  law  looking  to  a  prompt  and  efficient 
remedy  for  this  growing  evil  should  be  passed  by  Congress  and  approved 
by  tte  President. 

The  testimony  shows  that  two  Senators,  the  Hon.  John  E,  McPher- 
80D,  of  New  Jersey,  and  the  Hon.  Matthew  S.  Quay,  of  Pennsylvania, 
did  eLgage  in  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  or  certi- 
ficates during  the  pendency  of  the  present  tariff  bill  before  the  Senate. 
As  their  testimony  accompanies  this  report  and  is  self  explanatory,  I 
wHl  do  no  more  than  to  say  that  I  think  it  fully  discloses  the  necessity 
for  a  l&w  prohibiting  this  practice. 

I  can  add  nothing  to  what  is  said  by  the  committee  regarding  that 
branch  of  the  inquiry  affecting  the  Hon  J.  N.  Gamden,  a  Senator  from 
West  Virginia,  and  the  Hon.  James  Smith,  jr.,  a  Senator  from  Kew 
Jersey. 

Speaking  entirely  apart  from  the  facts  disclosed  in  this  case,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  conceive  of  a  person  who  is  engaged  in  discharging 
tiie  duties  of  the  office  of  U.  S.  Senator,  and  who  may  at  any 
time  be  required  to  consider  or  vote  on  a  measure  affecting  the  public 
▼elfare,  to  divorce  his  private  interests  from  those  of  the  public;  and 
if  he  is  compelled  to  neglect  the  one  or  the  other  I  think  we  have  a 
right  to  conclude  that  he  will  invariably  neglect  the  public  interest  to 
pieserye  his  own. 

It  is  a  delicate  matter  for  me  to  speak  upon  this  subject,  but  a  sense 
of  public  duty  requires  me  to  condemn  the  practice  as  unwise  and 
fraught  with  danger,  and  one  which,  if  indulged  in  to  any  considei'able 
extent  by  Senators  and  Bepresentatives,  will  inevitably  lead  to  the 
defeat  of  needed  reform  in  legislation. 

There  is  no  evidence  whatever  connecting  Senator  Bansom,  of  North 
Carolina,  with  any  speculation  in  sugar  or  other  stocks.  The  testimony 
shows  that  his  son,  George  Bansom,  a  young  man  of  22  years  of  age, 
and  Gapt.  Barnes,  the  messenger  to  the  committee  of  which  he  is 
ehairman,  speculated  in  a  small  way  in  stocks.  But  the  evidence  leaves 
no  doubt  that  this  was  done  entirely  without  the  knowledge  or  consent 
of  Senator  Bansom,  and  that  he  never  knew  of  it  until  within  a  very 
few  hours  of  the  time  he  was  called  to  the  witness  stand.  He  is  fully 
exonerated  from  either  engaging  in  speculations  or  having  knowledge 
that  his  son  and  Gapt.  Barnes  were  doing  so. 

The  evidence  does  not  show  that  the  sugar  trust  had  any  direct  influ- 
ence in  procuring  the  presentation  to  the  Senate  of  the  committee 
Amendment  to  the  sugar  schedule,  although  I  think  that  schedule  in 
80  Dbo'  as  it  prescribes  an  ad  valorem  system  of  taxation  ia  entirely  satis- 
ftctory  to  the  trust.  There  is  nothing  in  the  evidence  to  show  that 
Secretary  Garlisle  had  any  improper  interview  with  any  representative 
of  the  trust,  or  that  any  advice  he  may  have  given,  or  assistance  he 
may  have  rendered,  the  Finance  Gommittee  was  at  all  improper  or  out 
of  ilace. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  evidence  discloses  that  such  services  as  he 
Tendered  in  the  premises  were  strictly  in  accordance  with  a  long-pre- 
Tauling  custom  of  the  Treasury  Department.  He  drafted  the  sugar 
ichednle  as  presented  to  the  Senate  at  the  request  of  Senator  Jones,  of 
Arkansas,  an  active  member  of  the  subcommittee,  and  I  am  well  con- 
Tineed  ttiat  in  what  Senator  Jones  did  in  the  premises  he  was  actuated 
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by  honorable  moUves,  and  had  no  desire  to  unduly  favor  the  sagar 
trust  in  any  respects 

I  believe  it  to  be  due  to  all  of  these  officers  to  say  that  the  evidence 
does  not  cast  a  suspicion  upon  their  conduct  when  viewed  in  the  light 
of  the  custom  heretofore  prevailing  in  the  Treasury  Department  of 
transacting  this  part  of  the  public  business. 

I  am  thoroughly  convinced,  however,  that  no  Senator  or  Bepresenta- 
tive  should  ever  permit  himself  to  be  approached  upon  any  subject  con- 
nected with  legislation  by  those  representing  private  or  special  interest, 
except  on  occasions  when  such  persons  maybe  heard  by  the  committee 
of  which  he  is  a  member,  exactly  as  they  would  be  heard  in  a  court  of 
justice  ib  ji  case  there  pending  and  to  be  determined.  I  know  of  no  more 
reason  why  a  Senator  or  Bepresentative  should  be  approached,  talked 
with,  and  importuned  by  a  person  representing  a  special  interest  to  be 
affected  by  legislation  than  a  judge  before  whom  a  case  is  pending  and 
is  to  be  tried  should  be  approached  by  one  of  the  litigants  and  the  case 
be  privately  argued  and  presented  to  him  out  of  court. 

The  place  to  present  all  arguments  is  in  the  committee  room  before 
the  committee  or  a  subcommittee.  This  being  done  and  the  committee 
fully  informed,  the  rule  prevailing  in  courts  should  be  observed. 

It  is  proper  to  call  attention  to  the  reckless  and  open  defiance  of  the 
authority  of  the  Senate  to  require  witnesses  to  answer  questions  that 
may  be  put  to  them,  or  make  disclosures  germane  to  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  investigation.  The  defiance  of  our  authority  by  the  witnesses 
Edwards,  Shriver,  Walker,  Chapman,  McCartney,  the  Havemeyers, 
Searles,  and  others,  demonstrates  to  me  that  if  the  Senate  ever  expects 
to  arrive  at  the  truth  of  any  matter  under  investigation  by  a  committee 
appointed  by  it,  it  must  promptly  take  contumacious  witnesses  in  hand 
and  deal  with  them  without  delay  as  they  would  be  dealt  with  in  a 
court  of  justice  under  like  circumstances. 

To  turn  such  witnesses  over  to  the  grand  jury  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  for  indictment  and  prosecution  and  not  require  them  to  be 
brought  before  the  bar  of  the  Senate  to  purge  themselves  of  contempt 
and,  failing  to  do  so,  punish  them  for  a  refusal,  is  a  practical  abdica- 
tion of  the  authority  of  the  Senate  and  leaves  it  possible  for  irrespon* 
sible  persons,  without  any  risk  to  themselves,  to  make  serious  charges 
against  the  integrity  of  those  in  authority,  and  when  called  on  to  din- 
close  their  knowledge  of  the  facts  to  hide  themselves  behind  the  asser- 
tion that  there  is  no  authority  in  the  Senate  to  compel  disclosure. 

The  Senate  has  ample  and  undoubted  jurisdiction  of  this  matter  and 
has  repeatedly  asserted  it  and  can  punish  witnesses  for  contempt  and 
incarcerate  them  until  they  purge  themselves  thereof;  but  so  long  as 
partisan  politics  enter  into  the  discussion  and  consideration  of  investt* 
Rations  of  this  character  the  people  can  expect  such  witnesses  i» 
escape  unpunished,  and  no  one  knows  this  better  than  the  witnessea 
themselves.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  under  such  circumstances  investi- 
gations of  this  character  eventuate  in  nothing.  There  must  be  a 
radical  reform  in  this  respect  before  the  public  can  expect  Congres- 
sional investigations  to  be  of  any  practical  value.  Without  extending 
this  report,  I  have  to  state  in  conclusion  that  I  think  this  investigation 
has  demonstrated  the  necessity  for  two  laws. 

.  First.  A  law  prohibiting  speculation  by  Senators  and  Bepresenta- 
tives  in  Congress  in  any  class  of  speculative  stocks  whose  value  may 
be  immediately  affected  by  nation^  legislation,  and  thus  remove  all 
temptation  from  them.  When  a  Senator  or  Bepresentative  is  elected 
and  takes  his  seat  he  thereby,  at  least  impliedly,  agrees  with  the  public 
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that  80  long  as  he  holds  his  office  he  will  abstain  from  the  transaction 
of  any  private  business  that  may  conflict  with  the  faithfal  discharge  of 
his  public  duty.  I  have  introduced  a  bill  into  the  Senate  making  such 
q)6culation  a  cause  for  expulsion  from  Congress. 

Second.  A  law  should  be  speedily  passed  which,  when  a  committee 
reports  that  a  witness  duly  summoned  before  it  is  recalcitrant  or 
refuses  to  answer  germane  questions  put  to  him  by  the  committee, 
will  require  him  to  be  brought  promptly  before  the  bar  of  the  Senate, 
and  there,  without  delay  or  unnecessary  debate,  the  Vice-President  or 
presiding  officer  shall  repeat  the  questions  to  him,  and  if  he  shall  then 
reftise  to  answer  them  he  shall,  by  prox>er  resolution,  without  delay  or 
debate,  be  placed  in  confinement  until  he  shall  have  purged  himself  of 
contempt.  Unless  laws  of  this  character  can  be  enacted  and  be 
promptly  and  in  good  faith  enforced,  all  Congressional  investigations 
will  be  failures  and  fall  short  of  accomplishing  any  usefril  or  practical 
piurpose. 

fiespectiully  submitt^ 

Wm.  V.  Allen. 


ALLEGED  BRIBERY  OF  U.  S.  SENATORS. 

(See  p.  85  for  additional  title.) 


Ou  May  17,  the  Senate  adopted  the  following  preamble  and  resolu- 
tion: 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  The  Snn^  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
l>Tibe8  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill:  and 

w  hereas  it  nas  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  su^ar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
ixi  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
"paip  purposes  of  the  Democratic  party:  Therefore, 

linolred.  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trast,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
l>een  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariif  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers 
and  to  administer  oaths. 

tlmhed  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  anv 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said  bill, 
or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

The  Vice-President  was  authorized  to  appoint  Raid  committee,  and 
announced  the  appointment  of  Senators  Gray,  Lindsay,  Lodge,  Davis, 
and  Allen  as  the  said  committee. 

Washington,  D.  0.,  May  21^  1894. 

The  committee  met  parsnant  to  the  foregoing  resolution  of  the  Sen- 
ate, all  the  members  present. 

8W0BV  SIATEltENT  OF  SENATOR  EPPA  HUHIOH. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  from  the  State  of  Virginia! 

Senator  HuNTON.  Yes. 

TheCHAiBHAN.  How  long  have  you  been  a  Senator  t 

Senator  Hunton.  I  succeeded  Mr.  Barbour  when  he  died.  I  believe 
»?a8  in  June,  1893. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  Your  home  is  in  Virginia  t    Where  t 

Senator  Hunton.  Warreuton,  Fauquier  County. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  been  in  attendance  continuously  upon  this 
»«ion  of  the  Senate! 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  An  allegation  has  been  published  in  the  newspapers 
that  yon  have  been  directly  or  indirectly  approached  with  corrupt  propo- 
^ons  to  influence  your  vote  on  measures  pending  before  the  Senate. 
*Hathave  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that!    Have  you  any  knowledge 

Senator  Hunton.  I  have  never  been  directly  approached  at  all.    I 
^n  be  glad  to  state  the  circumstances  attending  an  indirect  approach. 
Senator  Davis.  I  think  that  is  proper. 
The  Chairman.  State  what  you  know  in  that  direction. 

I 

iBRI 
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Senator  Hunton.  On  the  2d  day  of  April  last,  which  was  Monday,  I 
took  my  wife,  who  had  been  spending  the  winter  here,  to  the  upper  part 
of  the  country  on  a  visit  to  my  sister.  In  the  evening  I  went  after  her 
and  took  her  home.  We  got  back  home  at  half-past  7  o'clock  Saturday 
evening.  When  we  reached  my  home  my  son  told  me  of  a  visit  of  a 
Mr.  Buttz,  which  was  made  to  him  the  Suncifiy  preceding. 

Senator  Davis.  At  Warrentont 

Senator  Hunton.  At  Warrenton.  Mr.  Buttz,  as  I  learned  from  my 
son,  went  up  there  on  the  Sunday  preceding  my  arrival,  went  to  my 
house,  rang  the  bell.  My  son  was  near  the  door  and  opened  it  and 
received  him.  Mr.  Buttz  presented  a  letter  of  introduction  from  a  man 
in  this  city  named  Walker,  who  came  here  from  Virginia.  That  letter 
stated  that  Mr.  Buttz  had 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  that  letter  t 

Senator  Hunton.  My  son  has  the  letter  and  will  produce  it  The 
letter  stated  that  Mr.  Buttz  had  some  business  with  my  son.  The  point 
mentioned  in  the  letter  was  that  he  had  a  matter  before  the  Land 
Department,  in  which  he  (Buttz)  wished  to  employ  my  son  as  counsel 
I  suppose  it  is  not  proper  for  me  to  state  what  I  learned  from  my  son, 
about  what  occurred  between  him  and  Mr.  Buttz;  he  is  here  and  will 
state  it  himself.  In  the  course  of  the  conversation  with  my  son  1  learned 
that  the  efforts  of  this  man  was  to  enlist  my  son's  services  on  a  very 
large  contingent  fee  to  influence  my  vote  on  the  tariff  question. 

Senator  Davis.  What  the  son  said,  I  think,  may  be  proper. 

The  Chairman.  I  agree  with  you.  But  I  wish  to  proceed  with  due 
deliberation. 

Senator  Hunton.  What  is  thatt 

The  Chairman.  You  can  state  all  that  occurred  between  you  and 
your  son  at  that  time. 

Senator  Hunton.  My  son  told  me  that  he  just  glanced  at  the  letter 
of  introduction,  more  to  see  the  name  of  the  man  that  was  introduced 
than  to  read  it.  This  was  when  it  wa«  flrst  presented  to  him.  Accord- 
ing to  my  recollection  of  my  son's  statement,  the  man  told  him  that  he 
was  very  much  interested  in  the  defeat  of  the  tariff  bill.  I  think,  prob- 
ably, he  said  that  he  represented  some  party  that  was  very  much  inter- 
ested, and  that  he  would  give  my  son,  he  first  named,  $15,000;  that 
he  had  an  argument  against  the  tariff  bill  which  he  thought  would 
control  my  vote,  and  he  desired  to  present  that  argument  to  my  son  so 
that  my  son  might  present  it  to  me;  that  if  he  would  undertake  the 
job  and  prove  successfril  in  it,  I  think  he  first  named  the  sum  he  would 
give  as  $15,000  and  immediately  rose  to  $25,000^  that  he  woidd  give 
him  $25,000.  My  son  said  that  he  could  not  influence  my  vote  if  he 
would,  and  he  would  not  if  he  could;  that  he  was  a  tariff-reformer  him- 
self, and  immediately  dismissed  the  subject.  The  man  attempted  to 
come  baok  and  renew  the  conversation. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  the  man  leave  the  house  on  that  and  afterward 
come  back  t 

Senator  Hunton.  No;  this  was  the  first  interview.  My  son  said  he 
would  not  hear  anything  farther  on  the  subject,  and  the  man  took  his 
leave.  That  evening  my  son  was  lying  down  and  had  directed  that  he 
be  not  disturbed.  The  man  rang  the  bell,  and  the  servant  told  him 
that  my  son  said  he  was  not  to  be  disturbed.  The  man  presented  a 
card.  The  card  is  not  in  existence.  It  was  an  invitation  for  my  son 
to  call  on  him  at  his  office  on  F  street. 

It  was  an  effort  to  bribe  me  through  my  son.  My  son  did  not  deal 
with  the  man  as  he  ought  to  have  done.    I  found  him  in  a  state  of 
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indignation.  He  told  about  the  affair  to  some  friends  of  ours  in  the 
town.  That  was  Saturday  nigbt,  and  on  Monday  morning  I  returned 
to  Washington.  So  Koon  as  I  rea^cbed  the  Senate  chamber  I  told  Sena- 
tor Harris  what  had  occurred,  and  told  him  that  I  thought  it  was  my 
duty  to  inform  my  friends  in  the  Senate,  and  especially  him  (Senator 
Harris)  as  the  manager  of  the  tariff  bill,  what  was  going  on,  that  they 
night  take  such  steps  as  they  thought  proper.  I  afterward  told  it  to 
all  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  to  a  good 
many  friends  on  the  floor.  I  recollect  telling  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  about 
it   I  believe  that  is  about  all  1  know.  ' 

The  Chairman.  That  is  all  you  know  in  regard  to  itt 

Senator  Hunton.  That  is  all,  and  most  of  that  is  hearsay.  I  never 
have  been  approached  at  all  by  this  man  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  himf 

Senator  Hunton.  I  first  supposed  when  I  heard  of  this  matter  that 
I  had  never  laid  eyes  on  the  man^  but  I  understand  I  served  a  term 
in  Congress  with  him,  the  Forty-sixth  Congress. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  him  f 

Senator  Hunton.  1  do  not  know  that  I  ever  spoke  to  him.  He  may 
possibly  have  come  up  and  offered  his  hand.  If  he  was  to  come  into 
this  room  I  would  recognize  him  as  a  man  whom  I  have  seen ;  but  I 
thought  I  had  never  laid  eyes  on  him,  and  did  not  to  know  him  as 
Buttz. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  is  the  name  of  your  sont 

Senator  Hunton.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr. 

Seuator  Lindsay.  What  is  his  profession! 

Senator  Hunton.  Lawyer  in  Warrenton. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  Mr.  Walker's  first  namet 

Senator  Hunton.  James  W.  Walker. 

Senator  Davis,  Do  you  know  what  his  business  ist 

Senator  Hunton.  He  professes  to  be  a  lawyer  here.  He  was  a  resi- 
dent of  Madison  County,  Va.,  and  came  from  there  to  this  city. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  is  his  office  f 

Senator  Hunton,    1  do  not  think  I  could  tell  you. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  he  any  middle  namef 

Senator  Hunton.  James  W.  Walker.  About  two  weeks  ago  James 
W.  Walker  sent  his  card  up  to  me  at  the  Kormandie,  and  supposing 
that  he  was  the  man  who  had  written  this  letter  of  introduction,  I  sent 
for  him  to  come  to  my  room.  When  he  came  in  I  recognised  him  as 
this  man  who  formerly  lived  in  Virginia.  I  said,  "  Mr.  Walker,  are 
yon  the  gentleman  who  gave  a  letter  of  introduction  to  my  son  for  a 
Mr.Bnttzf"  He  said  he  was.  I  said,  "Do  you  know  the  object  of 
that  man's  visit  to  my  sonF  He  said,  "No  further  than  stated  in  the 
letter  of  introduction;''  which,  as  I  said  a  while  ago,  spoke  of  employ- 
'^ifmyson  in  a  matter  pending  in  the  Land  Department.  I  said,  "Do 
you  tell  me  positively  that  you  never  knew  that  Mr.  Buttz  had  any 
other  object  in  view  in  his  visit  to  Warrenton  f  He  said  he  did  no^ 
^nd  I  dropped  the  subject.  Mr.  Walker  told  me  in  the  same  conver- 
^tion  that  he  boarded  in  the  same  house  with  Buttz,  and  a  suspicion 
crossed  my  mind  that  he  and  Buttz  had  discussed  this  matter  between 
^hem.  But  he  said  he  knew  nothing  on  the  subject,  except  what  he 
stated  in  that  letter. 

I  would  be  glad  if  the  committee  would  send  for  him  and  examine 
lum  on  that  subject. 
Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Walker's  numbert 
Senator  Hunton.  No;  but  I  can  get  it 
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The  Chairman.  What  is  his  Ml  namet 

Senator  Hunton.  James  W.  Walker.  I  would  be  exceedingly  glad 
if  the  committee  would  ask  me  any  questions  that  may  occur  to  any  of 
them.  I  beg  to  say  that  I  have  felt  a  good  deal  humiliated  by  this 
whole  affair.  I  thought  I  had  lived  a  life  which  protected  me  firom  any 
such  approaches^  and  that  I  knew  my  sou  was  as  high  above  anything 
of  that  sort  as  I  claimed  to  be.  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  as  soon  as  I 
heard  it  to  let  it  be  known  among  my  friends  in  the  Senate.  And  I 
did  not  confine  it  to  Senators,  but  told  my  friends  of  it  pretty  freely, 
that  they  might  know  that  there  was  an  effort  being  made,  and  that 
they  might  take  such  steps  as  were  necessary.  When  I  first  spoke  to 
Senator  Harris  about  it  I  suggested  that  he  get  four  or  five  members 
of  the  Senate  and  that  we  would  withdraw  from  the  Senate  chamber, 
talk  the  matter  over,  and  determine  what  was  best  to  do  in  the  prem- 
ises; but  the  Senate  was  engaged  at  that  time  and  we  did  not  get 
together  and  did  not  hold  a  consultation.  But  it  was  understood 
among  those  with  whom  I  talked  on  the  subject,  and  fiom  the  start, 
that  I  desired  the  Senate  to  take  such  steps  in  the  premises  as  were 
proper. 

Senator  Davis.  This  interview  between  your  son  and  Mr.  Buttz,  I 
believe  you  said,  was  on  the  2d  of  April! 

Senator  Hunton.  No;  on  the  Ist  of  April.  I  left  here  on  the  2d  of 
April  and  got  home  on  the  7th.  I  asked  my  son  afterwards  to  give 
me  a  statement  of  what  had  occurred  between  him  and  Buttz.  He 
gave  it,  and  I  showed  it  around  among  my  friends  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  finally  decided  you  to  make  it  j)ublict 

Senator  Hunton.  Why,  I  did  not  make  it  public.  It  was  finally 
made  public  on  last  Monday. 

Senator  Davis.  By  whom  ? 

Senator  Hunton.  I  can  not  tell  you.  The  first  I  knew  of  its  pub- 
licity Senator  Quay  came  over  to  me  with  a  copy  of  the  Philadelphia 
Becord,  and  asked  me  if  that  was  true,  I  told  him  that  it  was  sub- 
stantially true.  That  was  the. first  I  knew  of  its  publicity.  I  after- 
wards went  over  to  Senator  Quay's  seat  and  said,  "  I  desire  to  correct 
what  I  stated  to  you  in  an  unimportant  particular;  1  told  you  it  was 
all  true."  The  piece  stated  that  it  had  just  come  out  that  morning, 
and  I  desired  to  say  to  Senator  Quay  that  that  part  was  not  true;  that 
I  had  immediately  told  my  friends  in  the  Senate  about  it;  but  with 
that  exception  the  piece  was  substantially  true.  During  my  absence 
from  the  Senate  Chamber  Senator  Lodge  introduced  this  resolution, 
and  when  I  came  back  he  informed  me  that  it  was  introduced  and 
adopted,  which  was  a  mistake — ^it  came  up  the  next  morning,  and  was 
adopted. 

I  hope  no  member  of  this  committee  will  feel  the  slightest  delicacy 
in  asking  any  question  which  may  occur  to  him. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  given  the  transaction — about  all  there  is 
to  it! 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes;  all  that  I  know  about  it,  and  a  good  deal 
that  I  did  not  know — that  I  learned  from  my  son.  As  I  said  awhile 
ago,  I  never  really  was  approached  at  all;  and  if  I  ever  met  this  man 
Buttz  in  ten  years  I  do  not  know  it. 

Senator  Allen.  The  entire  attempt  to  reach  you  was  through  your 
Bont 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes;  entirely  so.  I  regret  that  it  did  not  come  to 
me  directly  instead  of  through  my  son.  Of  course,  the  result  would 
have  been  the  same;  but  I  regret  that  he  was  approached.  He  is  my 
only  child;  and  I  love  him  dearer  than  life  itself. 
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BWOBV  8TATEMEHT  OF  EPPA  BUETOiH,  JS. 

The  Ghaibman.  Where  do  you  reside  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  reside  in  Warrenton,  Va. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  old  are  yout 

Mr.  HuNTON.- 1  am  39. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  are  the  son  of  Senator  Hnnton,  of  Yirglniaf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Are  yon  keeping  honse  in  Warrentont 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No;  I  live  with  my  father. 

The  Ghaibman.  Are  yon  a  married  mant 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  is  yonr  profession  f 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  am  a  lawyer. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  have  yon  been  a  lawyerf 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  came  to  the  bar  in  1877. 

The  Ghaibman.  WiU  yon  state  to  the  committee  in  yonr  own  way 
that  yon  know  in  regard  to  an  alleged  attempt,  through  yc/n,  to 
make  improper  approaches  to  yonr  father  as  a  Senator  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  On  Sunday,  the  1st  day  of  April,  I  wonld  say  between 
1  and  2  o'clock,  I  was  at  my  home  in  Warrenton.  The  door  bell  rang; 
I  answered  the  bell  myself.    I  found  a  man  there  who  asked  for  me. 

The  Ghaibman.  A  stranger  to  yout 

Mr.  HxJNTON.  A  stranger  absolutely.    When  he  found  out  who  I  was 
said  that  he  wished  to  see  me.    He  told  me  his  name,  and  handed 
me  a  letter  of  introduction.    I  glanced  at  the  letter,  without  reading 
it,  however,  I  think  to  discover  his  name,  which  I  had  not  noted.    I 
have  the  letter  of  introduction  [producing  paper]. 
The  Ghaibman.  This  is  the  letter  to  which  you  refer f 
Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes;  unless  I  have  made  a  mistake. 
The  Ghaibman.  We  might  as  well  read  it  now. 

472  Louisiana  Avenue  NW., 

Waskingtonf  D.  C,  March  £0, 1894. 

Hon.  Eppa  Hunton,  Jr  , : 

Dear  Sir  :  This  will  introdnce  MaJ.  C.  W.  Buttz,  formerly  a  resident  of  Yirginiay 
snd  an  ex-member  of  Congress. 

I  hsTe  known  Mai.  Bnttz  for  twenty-five  years,  and  yon  will  find  him  an  honor- 
^l>le,  worthy  gentleman.    He  has  some  business  here  before  the  Land  Office  and 
desires  your  assistance. 
Yours,  respectfully, 

Ja9.  W.  Walker. 

Mr.  Hunton.  A^  I  said,  I  did  not  read  the  letter  when  it  was  pre- 
scuted;  but  when  Mr.  Buttz  teld  me  that  he  wanted  to  see  me  on 
private  business  I  invited  him  into  the  parlor.  We  went  in,  and  he 
hegan  by  saying  some  complimentary  things  about  father.  He  then 
^gm  to  speak  about  my  course  in  the  last  legislature  of  Virginia,  and 
said  some  i)leasant  things  about  it.  I  think  at  that  point,  though  it  is 
Tery  hard  to  ^x.  the  sequence,  he  referred  to  the  letter  of  introduction, 
ftnd  said  that  he  purported  in  the  letter  to  have  some  business  before 
^6  Land  Office,  but  that  he  wanted  to  see  me  about  a  different  matter. 
He  said  he  wished  to  employ  me  as  a  lawyer  in  a  matter  in  which  he 
^as  willing  to  pay  a  contingent  fee  of  $16,000.  I  told  him  to  state  his 
business.  He  said  that  he  was  very  much  opposed  to  the  passage  of 
the  tariff  bill  as  reported  from  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate, 
ftod  that  he  was  particularly  interested  in  the  defeat  of  the  income- 
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tax  feature  of  the  bill;  that  there  were  some  arguments  against  the 
measure  which  he  wished  me  to  auderstand  and  present  to  my  father, 
and  that  if  they  succeeded  in  convincing  him,  my  father,  he  would  pay 
me  a  fee  of  $25,000 — if  he  voted  against  the  bill.  He  said  that  the 
bill  was  already  defeated  by  a  majority  of  three  votes,  but  he  wanted 
to  make  it  absolutely  certain,  and  therefore  wished  my  father's  vote. 
I  told  him  at  once,  and  very  positively,  that  I  would  riot  for  a  moment 
consider  a  proposition  to  receive  compensation  for  the  purpose  of  influ- 
encing my  father's  vote  in  the  Senate.  He  at  once  dropped  the  sub- 
ject— ^my  manner  was  determined — and  began  talking  indifferently 
about  other  matters.  I  can  not  detail  all  of  that.  He  talked,  possibly, 
somewhat  generally,  about  the  tariff  bill,  although  to  a  very  limited 
extent,  and  he  then  gave  me  something  of  his  own  history. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  he  say  about  his  own  history  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  He  said  that  he  had  been  a  resident  of  Virginia  soon 
after  the  war;  that  he  was  anxious  for  a  nomination  from  the  Norfolk 
district  when  Piatt  was  nominated,  the  man  who  had  a  contest  in  the 
House  with  Mr.  John  Goode  some  years  ago,  but  that  he  failed  in  that 
nomination  in  some  way;  that  he  afterward  fell  out  with  Governor 
Wells,  and  was  a  participant  in  the  Walker  movement,  which  resulted 
in  the  election  of  Gilbert  Walker  as  governor  of  Virginia.  He  told  me 
that  after  that  he  moved  to  South  Carolina,  and  was  elected  to  Con- 
gress from  South  Carolina.  He  then  told  me  that  he  had  gone  to  one 
of  the  Dakotas,  and  was  now  a  Populist.  That  is  about  all  1  can  recall 
of  the  conversation.  During  this  general  conversation  he  returned  again 
to  this  proposition  to  employ  me. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  in  that  second  attempt  t 

Mr.  fluNTON.  I  can  not  tell  you.  It  made  the  impression  on  my 
mind  that  he  wished  to  come  back  to  the  subject;  but  what  it  was 
that  he  said  to  create  that  impression  I  can  not  state.  I  at  once  told 
him  that  that  subject  was  an  ended  matter  between  us,  and  I  wished  to 
hear  nothing  further  about  it.  That,  I  believe,  is  all  of  the  conversa- 
tion that  I  can  recollect. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  was  the  man  in  your  house! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  It  is  very  bard  to  form  an  estimate;  I  should  say  fif- 
teen minutes.  It  was  on  Sunday,  and  dinner  was  rather  earlier  than 
usual.  The  dinner  bell  rang,  I  showed  him  to  the  door,  and  went  to  my 
dinner.  After  dinner — I  can  not  fix  the  time  at  all  accurately;  I  would 
say  it  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  5  o'clock,  as  nearly  as  I  can  come  at 
it,  possibly  earlier,  if  anything— I  was  lying  down  in  my  chamber 
when  the  doorbell  rang.  The  servant  ha])i)ened  in  the  chamber,  and 
I  told  her  when  she  answered  the  doorbell  to  say  we  were  lying  down. 
She  returned  in  a  very  short  time  and  brought  with  her  a  card  from 
this  same  man.  I  am  sorry  to  say  thati  did  not  preserve  that  card.  Upon 
it,  however,  was  a  certain  address  in  Washington,  and  written  in  pen- 
cil the  request  that  if  I  came  to  Washin.i»:ton  during:  that  week  to  let 
him  know  that  1  was  here.  The  man  had  left  wlien  the  woman  returned 
with  the  card. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  remember  that  address! 

Mr.  Hu>5TON.  I  do  not.  I  am  satisfied  it  was  F  street.  My  recol- 
lection is  vague  and  can  not  predicate  anything  upon  it.  The  impres- 
sion made  upon  my  mind  during  this  inquiry  was  that  it  was  the  purpose 
of  this  man  to  employ  me  as  a  lawyer  to  present  to  my  father  legitimate 
arguments  against  this  bill.  I  was  in  my  own  house.  It  was  on  Sun- 
day. It  was  on  the  1st  of  April,  before  any  considerable  amount  of 
talk  had  come  to  me,  at  least,  of  a  use  of  any  corrupt  means  in  oonneo- 
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tioB  yfiiiL  this  bill.  I  was  absolutely  ansnspicions.  My  father  has 
arrived  at  tiie  age  of  70  years;  a  number  of  tbem  have  been  spent  in 
public  life.  He  held  a  position  in  the  body  that  determined  the  forma- 
Uon  of  this  Government  lor  four  years,  the  result  of  which  was  decided 
by  a  vote  of  one  majority.  His  character  was  always  above  suspicion. 
I,  myself,  at  least  my  life  has  been  open.  I  felt  that  to  some  extent  I 
bad  such  a  reputation  as  to  render  me  free  from  suspicion;  that  by  my 
^  own  life,  as  well  as  by  inheritance,  under  my  own  roof,  I  should  have 
'  been  at  least  protected  from  an  approach  of  a  cori'upt  character.  I 
therefore  say  that  I  was  entirely  unsuspicious;  that  it  never  crossed 
my  mind  during  the  interview  that  it  meant  what  I  now  believe  to  be 
its  true  import.  Had  I  understood  it  in  the  way  in  which  I  now  believe 
it  to  have  been  intended,  and  as  sub^^equeut  events  have  confirmed  it 
to  be,  my  conduct  with  Mr.  Buttz  would  have  been  very  different  from 
what  it  was. 

I  think  it  was  the  natural  light  in  which  to  receive  a  statement  of 
this  sort  under  those  circumstances.  I  believed  that  it  was  nothing 
more  than  an  effort  to  employ  me  as  counsel  to  present  legitimate  argu- 
ments to  my  father  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  his  vote,  so  far  as 
those  arguments  could,  in  the  Senate.  Such  employment  was  abhor- 
rent to  me  and  was  positively  and  promptly  declined,  for  the  dual  rea- 
son that  I  was  unwilling  to  ac(iept  compensation  in  such  a  service,  and 
for  the  additional  reason  that  I  believed  the  bill  contemplated  was  one 
that  should  pass.  It  was  one  that  the  party  to  which  my  father  belongs 
was  conm)itted,  and  under  no  circumstances  would  I  consider  a  propo- 
sition of  that  sort  for  a  moment.  The  proposition  for  his  compensation 
to  me  I  should  not  say  lasted  over  two  minutes.  He  never  renewed  it, 
although  this  attempt  to  renew  it  I  thought  I  discovered. 

Permit  me  to  tell  what  I  subsequently  did  in  the  matter.  My  father 
returned  home,  on  the  Saturday,  I  think,  of  that  same  week.  I  at  once, 
at  the  dinner  table,  told  him  of  it,  and  we  discussed  the  conversation. 
The  repellent  character  of  the  interview  grew  upon  me.  I  read  the 
letter  of  introduction  for  the  first  time  after  the  man  had  left,  and  so 
far  as  I  could  recall  I  had  never  known  and  had  never  heard  of  the 
man  who  gave  Mr.  Buttz  the  letter  of  introduction. 

Senator  Davis.  Let  me  ask  right  there  if  3Ir.  Buttz  said  a  word  in 
that  interview  about  any  business  in  the  Land  Department? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Except  that  he  alluded  to  the  letter  of  introduction  to 
say  that  that  purported  to  be  his  business  there,  but  that  was  not  his 
true  basiness.  The  man  who  gave  the  letter  of  introduction  has  since 
been  identified,  and  I  am  confirmed  in  my  belief  that  I  had  never  seen 
nor  heard  of  him  before. 

I  went  to  dinner,  and  there  this  conversation  was  discussed.  The 
repellent  character  of  the  interview  grew  upon  me;  my  indignation 
began  to  increase;  I  talked  with  friends  about  it  as  they  came  in  my 
way,  and  its  true  character  occurred  to  me.  I  think  on  the  Saturday 
of  that  week,  certainly  the  latter  part  of  the  week,  my  father  returned 
from  Washington,  and  very  soon  after  he  arrived  I  told  him  of  the 
whole  matter.  He  and  I  talked  it  over  quite  fully;  discussed  as  to 
what  should  be  done  by  either  or  both  of  us,  and  it  was  determined 
that  he  should  go  to  Washington  and  inform  some  of  his  Senatorial 
friends  what  had  occurred ;  lay  the  whole  matter  before  them  for  their 
jadgD3ent.  These  occurrences  having  taken  place  in  the  week  beginning 
the  first  of  April,  I  think  my  father  went  to  Washington  the  8th  or  9tlu 

Senator  Lodge.  The  9th 

Mr.  HiJi^TON.  The  9th.    I  think  he  returned  quite  early  thut  week 
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sick.  He  told  me  that  he  had  conferred  with  some  of  his  friends  here, 
and  that  the  result  of  the  conference  was  that  I  should  write  a  state- 
ment of  what  had  occurred,  as  well  as  I  could  remember  it,  and  give 
him  the  letter  of  introduction,  that  he  might  have  it  with  him;  that  if 
the  occasion  arose  upon  which  it  could  be  done,  or  if  his  friends  thought 
it  was  proper  that  any  steps  should  be  taken  in  the  matter,  the  material 
would  be  at  hand.    I  have  a  copy  of  that  letter  if  you  gentlemen  wish  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  have  it  come  in. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  it  go  in  as  a  part  of  Mr.  Hunton's  statement. 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  would  rather  have  it  go  in.  I  think  I  have  stated 
everything  in  it.  I  did  not  make  one  point  plain  in  this  statement. 
There  is  one  omission  from  the  letter,  and  that  is  as  to  his  statement 
about  the  business  before  the  Land  Office.  I  think  that  is  not  in  the 
letter.  There  is  another  pomt  in  the  letter  I  do  not  make  clear,  and  that 
is,  when  the  card  was  brought  me  the  man  had  left.  He  was  not  at 
the  house,  and  I  was  in  deshabille  in  my  room.  I  can  recall  nothing 
farther. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  look  over  the  letter  and  refresh  your  mind 
on  any  points  about  which  you  wish  to  speak. 

Mr.  HuNTON.    I  have  looked  over  it,  and  will  do  so  again. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  this  man  tell  you  he  represent^  anyone f 

Mr.  HuNTON.  He  told  me  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  tariff  bill  as 
reported  from  the  Finance  Committee,  and  was  especially  opposed  to 
the  income-tax  feature  of  that  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  say  he  represented  anyone,  or  acted  as 
counsel  or  agent  for  anybody! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  can  not  say  that  he  made  it  any  stronger  than  he 
was  especially  opposed  to  the  income  tax  feature  of  that  bill.  Whether 
he  said  he  represented  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  income-tax 
feature  of  the  bill^  I  can  not  tell ;  I  do  know  that  he  created  the  impres- 
sion upon  my  mmd  by  his  statement  that  his  special  object  was  his 
opposition  to  the  income  tax.  I  think  I  made  that  comment  to  him  in 
the  conversation,  that  it  was  a  curious  position  for  a  Populist. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  had  you  known  Mr.  Walker,  who  gave 
that  letter  of  introduction! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  To  my  knowledge  I  had  never  seen  him  in  my  life. 
As  I  told  you,  I  did  not  read  his  letter  until  after  the  man  left.  Alter 
he  left  the  interview  was  very  much  enhanced  in  my  mind,  from  th# 
fact  that  he  came  with  credentials  from  a  man  who,  if  I  had  ever  known, 
was  such  a  casual  acquaintance  that  I  could  not  recall  having  heard  of 
him.  Since  then  the  man  Walker  has  been  identified,  and  I  can  not 
recall  that  I  had  ever  heard  of  him.    He  was  a  Virginian. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  give  the  name  of  any  man  in  this 
business  who  had  money! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  claim  to  represent  any  business  interest, 
sugar  or  otherwise! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Unless  he  represented  those  who  opposed  the  income 
tax;  that  was  all  he  represented. 

Senator  Lodge.  As  I  understand  you,  it  was  the  income-tax  feature 
and  not  the  customs  feature! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes.  He  told  me  that  he  was  interested  in  the  defeat 
of  the  tariff  bill  as  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  and  that  he  was 
especially  opposed  to  the  income-tax  feature. 

Senator  Davis.  And  his  first  offer  wa«  J15,000! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Yesj  a  contingent  fee  of  $15,000. 
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Senator  Davis.  And  he  afterward  increased  his  offer  to  $25,000 1 
Mr.  HuNTON.  After  he  completed  his  business   he  stated  the  re- 

Bolt 

Senator  Davis.  Did  yon  in  the  meantime  say  anything  by  way  of 
repulsion  of  his  offer  that  caused  him  to  raise  his  offer  f 

Mr.  HuNTON.  Nothing  at  all.    I  think  I  had  been  absolutely  silent 
during  the  statement  of  his  business^  as  well  as  I  can  recall. 
Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  when  it  was  to  be  paidt 
Mr.  HuNTON.  No;  he  did  not  discuss  the  details  at  all. 
Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  contingency  upon  which  it  was  to  be 
paidf 
Mr.  HuNTON.  Upon  the  vote  of  father  against  the  tariff  bill. 
Senator  Davis.  Not  upon  the  defeat  of  the  bill,  but  upon  your 
father's  vote  against  itt 
Mr.  HuNTON.  His  vote,  as  I  understood  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  submit  any  written  argument,  or  wish  you  to 
BQbmit  one  to  your  father  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No;  we  did  not  discuss  the  details  at  all.  As  soon  as 
the  proposition  was  detailed  it  was  repulsed,  and  thei'C  was  an  end  of 
the  conversation. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Y6u,  of  course,  knew  absolutely  nothing  about  him 
except  what  was  stated  in  this  letter,  and  that  was  from  a  man  whom 
yojadid  not  know  t 
Mr.  HuxiTTON.  I  did  not  know  at  the  time. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  know  that  is  all  you  knew  absolutely  about  itt 
Mr.  HuNTON.  Never  heard  about  him.    When  he  figured  in  Virginia 
politics  it  was  in  my  youth,  and  I  did  not  remember  him. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  what  form  did  the  man  Buttz  make  the  statement 
that  $15,000  and  afterwards  $25,000  would  be  given  to  you  f 
Mr.  HuNTON.  What  form! 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  say  that  he  would  give  it,  or  it  would  be 
paid  youf    Do  you  recollect  that! 

Mr.  HxjNTON.  I  could  not  tell  whether  he  said  he  would  pay  me  a  fee 
of  $15,000  or  $25,000,  or  that  it  would  be  paid. 
The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  say,  "I  will  pay  youf" 
Hr.  HuNTON.  I  could  not  tell  you  what  his  language  was. 
Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  tell  you  he  was  an  attorney  t 
Mr.  HuNTON.  I  think  not. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  said  here  that  he  wanted  to  employ  you  in 
■ome  business,  and  was  willing  to  give  you  a  contingent  fee  of  $15,000. 
Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  was  said  before  his  business  was  stated.   After 
Ub  proposition  was  stated  he  wound  up  by  saying  $25,000 1 
Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  is  as  nearly  as  you  can  recollect — a  contingent 
fee  of  $15,000,  and  afterwards  $25,000 1 
Mr.  HuNTON.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ask  Buttz  whether  his  visit  to  Warrenton 
▼as  principally  on  this  business  or  not? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  asked  hira  no  questions  whatever.    I  understood  that 
lus  proposition  was  formulated  and  completed,  and  I  closed  the  subject. 
Senator  Allen.  Did  you  learn  from  him  where  he  had  been  spend- 
ing the  winter  t 
Mr.  HuNTON.  I  did  not. 
Senator  Allen.  Or  whether  he  professed  to  be  an  attorney  or  nott 
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Mr.  HuNTON.  I  do  not  know.  He  registered  at  the  hotel  from  Bicli- 
moud,  so  I  have  been  informed.    I  have  never  looked  at  the  register. 

Senator  Allen«  Did  you  gather  from  his  conversation  at  any  time 
that  he  was  representing  himself  particularly  on  some  other  businew 
or  interest! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  That  was  a  mere  matter  of  inference.  I  think  I  have 
stated  the  facts  as  fully  as  my  memory  permits. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  conversation  with  him  did  not  lead  you  to 
suppose  that  he  was  personally  interested  in  the  defeat  of  the  billt 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No.  Several  of  you  gentlemen  asked  me  whether  he 
was  au  attorney.  He  told  me,  I  think,  that  he  was  a  Populist  farmer 
in  Dakota. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  to  you  how  he  came  to  be  in  Washing- 
ton or  Warren  ton! 

Mr.  Hunton.  No.  I  think  he  said  that  he  had  come  to  Warrenton 
to  see  me  about  this  business.    I  think  he  said  that. 

Senator  Allen.  But  during  the  conversation  did  he  say  anything 
that  indicated  that  he  came  on  his  personal  responsibility,  to  protect 
his  own  interest,  or  as  an  agent  or  attorney  for  some  other  interest  t 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  think  I  have  given  everything  of  the  conversation. 

Senator  Allen.  You  formed  a  conclusion  yourself  at  the  time  with 
reference  to  that! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  think  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  thatt 

Mr.  Hunton.  My  belief  is  that  be  was  not  speaking  for  himself. 

Senator  Allen.  That  he  was  speaking  for  somebody  elsef 

Mr.  HuNTON.  He  said  he  was  representing  those  who  were  opi)osed 
to  the  income  tax.  My  own  judgment  was  that  he  was  not  a  man  who 
was  opposed  to  that  tax  individually.  But  that  was  a  pure  matter  of 
inference. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  indicate  in  this  conversation  that  it  was  an 
organized  attempt  to  defeat  the  income  tax? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No  further  than  I  have  told  you. 

Senator  Allen.  He  did  not  tell  you  who  the  persons  were  or  where 
they  resided  ? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  think  that  a  Dakota  farmer  had  much 
interest  in  the  income  taxi 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  think  not.  I  think  I  remarked  to  him  that  it  was  a 
very  singular  position  for  a  Populist  farmer  to  occupy. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  to  that? 

Mr.  HuNTON.  I  can  not  recall. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  did  not  bear  the  evidence  of  being  a  Populist 
farmer  or  any  other  farmer,  did  hef 

Mr.  HuNTON.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  you  impressed  with  anything  peculiar  about 
the  man's  manner! 

Mr.  HuNTON.  The  impression  made  on  my  mind  was  that  he  was  a 
man  of  blunted  sensibilities;  that  he  came  to  my  house  to  make  aprop- 
osi  tion  that  was  intensely  disagreeable  to  me.  During  the  conversation 
and  as  soon  as  the  proposition  was  made,  I  stopped  talking.  I  suppose 
it  was  marked— the  idea  I  was  conveying  by  my  manner,  that  I  did  not 
wish  any  further  talk  and  that  the  time  to  leave  had  come,  and  he  said. 
In  a  rather  deprecating  way  I  thought,  "Am  I  detaining  you  from  any- 
thing F  And  I  rather  reproached  myself  mentally.  I  thought,^ "This 
man  has  made  a  proposition  which  is  very  unpleasant  to  me;  possibly 
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he  i8  a  man  of  blunted  sensibilities;  he  does  not  see  this  matter  as  I 
do,  and  I  am  being  rude  to  him  in  my  own  house."  1  said,  "  "Sof  and 
he  went  on  with  Ms  autobiography. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  inform  you  as  to  where  his  residence  was  or 
his  office  in  this  city  was  at  this  time,  or  explain  that  he  had  this  letter 
of  introduction  to  yout 
Mr.  Hunton.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  understand  from'  him  that  he  had  met  this 
man  Walker  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Hunton.  Yes;  and  I  think  I  understood  from  him  that  he  came 
from  Washington. 
Senator  Allen.  You  mean  Mr.  Buttzf 
Mr.  Httnton.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  from  him  who  Walker  wast 
Mr.  Hunton.  I  did  not.    His  name  was  not  called  that  I  remember. 
Senator  Allen.  However,  you  understood  that  they  were  together 
in  Washington  in  some  way,  or  inferred  that? 

Mr.  Hunton.  No;  I  drew  no  inference  with  regard  to  Mr.  Walker. 
The  letter  was  not  read  until  after  Mr.  Buttz  left. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  you  have  since  learned  who  Mr.  Walker 
was! 

Mr.  Hunton.  I  am  told  he  was  a  man  from  Madison  County,  Ya., 
and  that  he  was  at  one  time  a  member  of  the  Virginia  legislature. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Walker  makes  his  resi- 
dence? 
Mr.  Hunton.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  understand  him  to  be  a  resident  of  this  city  t 
Mr.  Hunton.  I  understand  he  is  here,  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
is  a  resident  or  not.    At  one  time  he  lived  in  the  southwestern  sec- 
tion  of  my  State. 
Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  gather  any  idoa  as  to  his  business  f 
Mr.  Hunton.  Ko.    He  did  not  wish  father  to  know  that  I  was  to 
receive  a  fee  in  the  matter.    He  did  state  that. 
The  Ghaibman.  Is  that  a  fact? 

Mr.  Hunton.  Yes.  It  is  also  a  fact  that  he  said  father's  public  life 
^as  at  an  end. 

I  woold  like  this  letter  to  my  father  to  form  part  of  my  statement 
here. 
The  letter  is  as  follows: 

Warrenton,  Va.,  April  16, 1894. 

My  Dear  Father  :  As  requested  by  you,  after  conference  with  some  of  your  friends, 
I  desire  to  state  all  of  the  facts  as  accurately  as  I  can  connected  with  the  occur- 
ence at  my  house  on  Sunday,  April  the  1st. 

I  was  at  home  and  answered  the  doorbell  in  person.  A  man  was  there  and  asked 
fof  nie.  lieamin^  who  I  was,  he  presented  a  letter  of  introduction.  Without  read- 
^g  the  letter  of  introduction,  except  to  glance  at  it  to  ascertain  the  man's  name, 
'^mch  I  had  not  heard,  I  invited  him  in  the  parlor,  he  having  stated  that  he  wanted 
to  8ee  me  privately  on  a  matter  of  business.  I  inclose  the  letter.  He  commenced 
l^lkiD^  to  me  about  you.  He  then  spoke  pleasantly  of  my  course  in  the  legislature 
w  wmter.  He  said  he  wanted  to  employ  me  in  some  business,  and  was  willing  to 
^ve  me  a  contingent  fee  of  $15,000.  I  told  him  to  state  tJie  business.  He  stated 
^at  he  wA  very  much  interested  in  defeating  the  tariff  bill  as  reported  from  the 
P^Dftte  committee,  and  that  he  was  especially  opposed  to  the  income  tax  feature  of 
%  and  that  he  desired  to  present  to  you  certain  arguments  against  the  bill,  and  that 
»e  desired  to  inform  me  of  these  arguments  that  I  might  present  them  to  you,  and 
that  if  I  succeeded  in  convincing  you,  and  you  did  vote  against  the  bill,  he  would 
pay  me  a  fee  of  $26,000. 

He  stated  also  in  the  conversation  that  the  bill  was  already  defeated  by  a  majority 
^i  3  votes,  bat  that  they  desired  to  make  the  matter  absolutely  sure,  and  were 
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ftnxionB  to  secnre  yoar  vote,  bat  that  he  did  ii3t  wish  voa  to  know  <hftt  I  waa  to 
receive  a  fee  in  the  matter.    He  also  stated  that  yoar  pablio  life  was  aboat  at  an  end. 

I  at  onoe  told  him  that  I  would  not  for  a  moment  consider  a  proposition  to  receive 
money  to  try  to  inflaenoe.  vonr  vote  as  a  Senator.  I  told  him  this  in  a  very  positive 
way  and  the  subject  was  aropped. 

He  remained  a  short  time  longer  talking;  about  indifferent  matters,  during  which 
he  told  me  that  he  had  been  a  resident  oi  Virginia  for  a  short  time  after  the  war, 
and  joined  in  a  movement  that  resulted  in  the  election  of  Walker  as  governor, 
although  a  Republican ;  that  he  had  desired  to  be  nominated  for  Congress  when 
Piatt  had  first  been  nominated  bv  the  Republicans  in  the  Norfolk  district;  that  he 
had  moved  to  South  Carolina  and  represented  a  district  in  that  State  in  Congress  as 
a  Republican;  that  he  was  now  living  in  one  of  the  Dakotas  and  was  a  Populist. 

During  the  general  conversation  he  sought  to  again  direct  the  conversation  to  his 
proposition  to  me.  I  told  him  I  desired  to  hear  nothing  farther  from  him  on  that 
subject. 

After  dinner  the  doorbell  rang,  and  I  told  the  servant  to  tell  whoever  might  be 
there  that  I  was  lyius  down.  She  returned  with  a  card  'from  this  man  with  the 
request  written  on  it  that  if  I  were  in  Washington  during  the  week  I  would  inform 
him  of  it  at  a  certain  address.  This  card  I  did  not  preserve.  I  have  neither  seen 
nor  heard  of  this  man  since. 

I  have  stated  all  that  occurred  as  accurately  as  possible,  and  I  am  sore  I  havo 
stated  the  interview  with  absolute  accuracy,  but  without  any  effort  to  give  ths 
language  and  with  no  doubt  as  to  its  acouraoy,  except  as  to  the  order  in  which  stato- 
ments  were  made. 

Your  affectionate  son, 

Eppa  Hukton,  Jb. 

Qen.  Eppa  Hunton, 

Washington,  D,  C. 

SWORN  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  JAMES  H.  KTLE. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  South  Dakota  f 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  are  serving  out  yoar  term  now  in  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes.  , 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  a  Senator! 

Senator  Kyle.  Beginning  March  4, 1891,  to  end  March  3^  1897. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  on  the  present  session 
of  the  Senate  continuously! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  continuously  since  the  5th  day  of  January. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  in  your  own  way 
all  you  know  in  regard  to  an  alleged  attempt  to  bribe  you  by  someone 
to  influence  your  vote  on  measures  pending  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Kyle.  I  will  state  that  I  did  not  consider  it  a  matter  of 
very  great  importance  at  the  time  that  such  a  thing  occurred;  but  I 
was  approached  by  a  gentleman  in  the  neighborhood  of  two  months 
ago,  during  the  last  week  in  March,  and  several  times.  The  gentle- 
man referred  to  is  known  as  Maj.  C.  W.  Buttz,  of  North  Dakota,  whom 
I  had  known  for  some  time.  In  fact,  he  had  been  to  my  committee 
room  in  reference  to  certain  amendments  to  the  sundry  civil  bill.  I 
knew  him  as  Maj.  Buttz,  of  Korth  Dakota,  who  had  formerly  been  a 
member  of  Congress  from  South  Carolina,  who  had  the  privilege  of 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  the  House,  and  whom  I  had  seen  for  two 
or  three  years  around  Washington.  I 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  him  during  his  residence  in  North 
Dakota! 

Senator  Kyle.  No;  I  had  not  known  him  there  at  all,  exct^pt  I  had 
known  bim  by  hearsay.  The  first  time  I  met  him  was  in  Washington, 
he  having  approached  me  in  relerence  to  certain  amendments  which 
h«  wished  made  to  the  sundry  civil  bill. 
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The  Ohairman.  When  did  you  meet  himt 
Senator  Kyle.  The  latter  part  of  January  or  first  of  February, 
The  Chairman.  Of  this  year! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes.    The  amendments  I  considered  all  good,  and  I 
went  before  the  Judiciary  Oommittee  to  make  a  statement  about  one 
amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill.    Later  he  probed  me  to  know  what 
I  thought  of  the  tariff  bill.    That  was  during  the  last  week  in  March. 
He  came  to  my  house  one  morning  about  8  o'clock,  and  opened  up  the 
convert^ation  about  his  proposition,  his  amendments,  and  wanted  to 
know  if  they  could  not  be  considered  in  committee  during  the  week. 
The  Chairman.  These  were  amendments  to  the  sundry  civil  bill! 
Senator  Kyle.  I  told  him  that  I  would  go  before  the  committee  to 
argue  the  acceptance  of  an  amendment  relating  to  some  land  claims  in 
tbe  State  of  Montana.    He  asked  me  if  I  was  going  down  to  my  commit- 
tee room.   I  said  yes,  and  he  said  he  would  walk  along  with  me.    On 
our  way  from  my  house  down  to  my  committee  room,  he  asked  what  I 
thought  of  the  tariff  bill.    I  said  I  thought  it  was  an  improvement  on 
the  McBanley  bill.    He  said:  "You  are  not  satisfied  with  the  bill,  are 
you!"    I  said:  "No,  many  things  I  am  not  satisfied  with.''    I  did  not 
care  to  define  the  particular  things.    He  said :  "  How  do  you  intend 
to  vote  on  the  tariff  bill  f "    I  said  I  would  not  state  how  I  would  vote. 
He  said  if  certain  amendments  were  offered  and  the  income-tax  amend- 
ment is  killed,  could  I  vote  for  the  biU  f    I  said  I  could  not  vote  for  the 
bill  if*  the  income-tax  feature  were  taken  oft'.    I  said :  "  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  what  I  should  do."    He  said:  "We  have  the  income-tax 
feature  killed ;  we  have  11  votes  against  that  feature." 
The  Chairman.  Eleven  majority! 

Senator  Kyle.  Eleven  majority.  He  said,  "We  have  a  majority  of 
3  against  the  whole  bill.^  He  said, "  The  bill  will  be  defeated.^  I  said, 
^'I  do  not  know  anything  about  that;  I  could  not  say  what  shape  the 
bill  is  going  to  be  in  until  we  get  through  with  the  amendments;  never 
can  tell."  He  said,  '*We  have  great  interests  to  look  after  in  the 
Northwest;  we  have  wool,  barley."  I  said,  "I  recognize  that."  He 
said,  *'Tou  know  the  Northwest  is  developing  as  a  sheep  country,  and 
grain  country,  and  all  this,  and  you  ought  to  look  after  the  interests 
of  your  constituents."  I  said,  ^^I  expect  to  look  after  the  interests  of 
my  constituents  when  I  vote."  He  said,  ^'I  would  like  to  have  a  talk 
with  you";  and  he  handed  me  a  report  on  the  wool  interests  made 
by  Senator  Mitchell — ^not  a  report,  but  a  memorial  presented  by  the 
woolgrowers.  He  asked  me  to  look  it  over.  I  did  not  state  to  him 
what  I  exx)ected  to  do,  but  I  told  him  that  I  would  look  the  matter  * 
over  carefully  and  expected  to  cast  a  vote  that  would  be  in  the  interest 
of  the  woolgrowers  of  South  Dakota,  because  my  people  were  inter- 
ested in  that  industry.  The  next  day,  I  think,  or  the  next  day  or  two, 
he  came  to  my  house  again  in  reference  to  his  amendment. 
Senator  Allen.  An  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  billf 
Senator  Kyle.  Sundry  civil  bill.  That  was  ostensibly.  He  did  not 
mention  but  a  few  words  about  that.  He  walked  down  to  the  Cap- 
itol again  and  asked  what  I  thought  of  the  memorial  presented  by  Sen- 
ator Mitchell.  I  told  him  that  I  had  not  read  it.  He  said,  ^^  It  is  to 
your  interest  to  vote  against  the  bill  if  they  are  going  to  put  wool  on 
the  free  list."  I  told  him  that  I  expected  to  cast  a  vote  when  the  time 
came  that  would  be  in  the  interest  of  my  constituents.  He  said,  ^^the 
matter  is  of  very  much  interest  to  us  up  there."  I  said,  "  I  am  inter- 
wted,  too — ^my  constituents  are  interested  in  wool."  He  said,  "there 
is  something  in  it  if  we  defeat  this  bill;  it  is  defeated  anyhow;  the 
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income  tax  is  defeated  by  11  majority;  you  fellows  can  not  vote  for  the 
bill  with  the  income  tax  off;  but  what  you  do  we  want  you  to  do  con- 
scientiously— we  want  you  to  vote  against  this  bill."   I  said,  "Is  that 

My  first  feeling,  of  course,  at  such  a  time  as  that,  was  to  give  the 
man  a  kick  aud  land  him  to  the  other  side  of  the  street;  at  the  same 
time,  I  felt  a  special  interest  in  the  matter  of  bribery.  I  had  often 
heard  that  money  had  been  used  to  influence  legislation  in  the  U.  S. 
Congress,  and  my  idea  was  to  get  hold  of  any  facts,  to  see  if  there 
was  any  money  being  used  to  defeat  this  bill  or  any  other  bill.  I 
concluded  to  lay  the  trap  to  see  if  he  would  fall  into  it.  I  asked 
him  how  much  was  in  it.  "Why,"  he  said,  "there  is  a  good  deal  in 
it;"  and  he  said,  "there  are  men  here  who  are  trying  to  defeat  this 
bill,  and  they  have  the  money  to  defeat  it,  and  you  might  as  well  have 
your  share  of  it."  I  said,  "Who?"  He  said,  "There  is  a  Sjnadicate 
organized  to  defeat  this  bill,  and  tbey  represent  a  good  deal  of  money." 
I  said,  "Is  that  true!"  He  said,  "Yes;  it  is  true."  And  he  said, 
"They  have  their  representatives  here  in  Washington."  He  said, 
"Tbe  other  side  has  their  money  furnished  by  England;  I  understand 
that  is  true;  but  they  have  a  syndicate  organized  to  defeat  the  bUl, 
and  I  have  seen  the  man  who  has  the  money  here — he  is  here  in  Wash- 
ington, and  he  has  asked  me  to  see  certain  parties  in  the  I^orthwest, 
and  thought  you  were  independent,  did  not  know  how  you  were  com- 
mitted on  this  bill,  and  I  want  to  know  how  you  feel  about  it;  do  not 
consider  this  as  a  bribe,  but  I  want  to  know  whether  you  are  going  to 
vote  against  the  bill,  and  we  will  see  that  you  are  taken  care  of;  we 
have  the  money  to  see  that  you  are  taken  care  of." 

I  said,  "flow  much  will  they  give  a  fellow!"  He  said,  "You  can 
have  any  sum  you  name;  we  have  three  votes  now  against  the  bill,  a 
majority  against  the  bill,  but  we  want  to  make  sure  in  case  any  man 
slips  up  before  the  final  vote — you  can  have  any  sum  you  name,  $50,000, 
$75,000,  or  $100,000."  Says  I,  "I  have  not  read  this  report  yet;  you 
come  to  see  me  again  at  my  committee  room,"  and  we  parted  then. 
He  came  to  see  me  at  my  committee  room  another  day.  It  occurred  in 
the  last  week  of  March.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not  take  down  the  particu- 
lar date,  but  it  was  just  shortly  after  Mr.  Mitchell  presented  his  memo* 
rial  on  wool.  It  was  after  this  copy  came  out  he  presented  it  to  me 
and  asked  me  to  look  it  over.  He  came  in  the  committee  room  and 
went  over  the  same  conversation  we  bad  gone  over  before,  all  but  the^ 
point  about  the  money.  He  said,  "This  agent  is  here  in  Washington, ' 
and  he  has  the  money  with  him,  and  he  has  authorized  me  to  say  that  I 
can  give  $15,000  to  any  man  who  will  vote  against  this  bill — ^tbat  I  can 
have  $15,000  for  this  purpose,  you  cRn  have  $14,000  for  that  and  I  can 
have  $1,000  myself."  I  said,  "  That  i  a  pretty  good  sum  to  offer  for  a 
vote."  He  said,  "You  may  hesitate,  of  course,  about  doing  this;  you 
need  not  figure  in  the  matter  yourself  at  all;  I  can  have  this  money 
go  to  your  secretary  or  any  member  of  your  family — ^you  need  not  fig- 
ure in  the  matter  at  all  so  that  anybody  need  know  that  you  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  matter  at  all." 

Said  he,  further,  "  This  is  a  matter  of  interest  to  you;  it  ia,one  chance 
in  a  lifetime  to  get  a  good  sum  of  money."  He  said,  "I  need  the  money, 
too;  you  know  how  we  have  to  struggle  up  in  the  Northwest.  I  have 
been  down  here  all  the  winter  presenting  claims,  and  I  have  to  do  it  on 
a  percentage,  and  I  do  not  get  the  percentage  until  the  cases  are 
through;  a  thousand  dollars  would  be  a  good  deal  to  me."  Said  I,  "  It 
is  not  exactly  the  straight  thing  for  a  man  to  enter  into  a  combination 
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to  t4ke  a  bribe  for  a  vote  on  a  bill  of  tliis  kind."  He  said,  ^^  Wby,  you 
might  jast  as  well  have  your  share,  and  need  not  figure  in  the  matter 
at  all;  there  are  a  great  many  down  here  do  it,  quite  frequently; 
prominent  men  do  such  things  as  this."  Said  I,  *^  I  will  see  you  further 
about  this." 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  name  any  men  who  had  done  it? 

Senator  Kyle.  No;  he  did  not  name  any  men.  Said  I,  ^^Is  this 
money  in  Washington?"  Said  he,  "Yes;  it  is  in  Washington;  the 
ageut  is  a  banker  and  is  from  Few  York :  he  has  been  here,  got  the 
money,  and  is  acting  as  agent  for  this  syndicate  that  has  the  money  to 
defeat  the  bill."  Said  he,  "  I  have  met  him."  I  asked  him  to  go  back 
again  and  see  what  arrangements  we  could  make,  etc.,  with  this  agent. 
He  went  back  to  the  agent,  and  reported  the  next  day. 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  reported  that  he  had  been  back  ? 

Senator  Kyle.  Eeported  that  the  agent  was  very  anxious  that  the 
matter  should  be  fixed  at  once.  He  said  he  would  put  the  money  in 
the  hands  of  some  parties  from  whom  it  could  be  gotten  as  soon  as  the 
vote  was  cast.  He  said  if  he  could  not  settle  it  with  the  man  he  was 
working  with,  then  he  would  strike  some  other  party.  I  told  him  to 
come  around  the  next  day;  I  wanted  to  see  him  further  about  the  mat- 
ter. I  was  going  down  to  the  Department;  he  wanted  to  talk  very 
badly,  and  when  we  got  down  town  near  one  of  the  hotels  I  told  him, 
"  Now,  Buttz,  you  have  gone  through  this  whole  matter  very  care- 
fully, and  I  want  to  say  here  that  I  shall  vote  for  this  bill  or  against  it 
w  my  own  conscience  shall  dictate,  but  I  do  not  want  any  money  for  it; 
that  no  money  shall  figure  in  the  transaction  whatever."  Said  he, 
"Ion  might  just  as  well  take  it;  we  can  put  it  in  the  hands  of  a  third 
party,  your  secretary  or  whomever  you  may  name;  you  need  not  figure 
to  it  at  all."  I  said,  "I  do  not  care  for  your  money;  you  had  better 
8eemy  secretary;  my  secretary  and  I  were  members  of  the  legislature 
of  South  Dakota.  We  worked  together  in  all  matters,  and  I  want  you 
to  see  him." 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  your  secretary's  name? 

Senator  Kyle.  Duncan  S.  McFarlane. 

The  Chairman.  What  object  had  you  in  referring  Mr.  Buttz  to  your 
secretary? 

Senator  Kyle.  I  am  going  to  state.  I  said,  "  I  want  you  to  see  my 
seca'etary  and  explain  the  matter  fully  to  him."  I  thought  I  had  got- 
ten him  as  far  as  I  could  carry  him,  and  I  wanted  to  get  from  him  the 
names  of  the  party  from  whom  he  expected  to  get  the  money,  and  after 
I  had  got  out  of  him  all  that  I  wanted,  I  wanted  him  to  see  my  secre- 
^  and  have  him  corroborate  it  as  a  witness,  because  I  thonght  as  the 
bill  progressed  something  of  the  kind  might  come  up,  charges  of  brib- 
ery, and  I  wanted  the  fact  in  my  own  mind  that  the  money  had  been 
offered  to  members  of  Congress  to  vote  upon  a  particular  question  as 
tliey  might  wish.  I  had  often  heard  of  the  fact,  and  I  wanted  it  estab- 
lished, and  I  had  it  all  stated  to  my  secretary  that  he  might  corrobo* 
rate  it 

I  will  state  farther  in  regard  to  this  that  after  the  first  time  that  I 
^  this  gentleman  I  went  to  the  Senate  Chamber  and  told  Senator 
Bate  the  fact  that  money  was  being  used  to  try  to  defeat  the  present 
tariff  bill  That  was,  I  think,  after  the  first  time  I  met  Mr.  Buttz. 
After  the  first  day  I  met  Mr.  Buttz  I  talked  the  matter  all  over  with 
niy  secretary,  Mr.  MaoFarlane,  and  told  him  everything  Mr.  Buttz 
stated.  After  the  second  meeting  I  stated  the  whole  circumstances  to 
^J  secretary.    After  the  third  meeting  I  stated  all  the  circumstances 
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to  my  secretary,  in  order  that  be  might  be  posted  as  to  what  was  going 
on«  and  the  statements  that  he  made  to  my  secretary  were  jotted  down 
on  a  piece  of  paper. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  statement  that  he  made  in  the  presence  of  you 
secretary  was  taken  down? 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  After  you  desired  him  to  do  it,  Mr.  Bnttz  went  to 
yoar  secretary  and  restated  the  whole  thing! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  did  he  say  when  yon  suggested  that  he  go  to 
your  secretary? 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said,  "Will  it  be  all  right  if  I  go  to  Mac?''  I  said, 
^^Go  to  Mac  and  make  whatever  statement  yon  choose,  because  I  want 
him  to  know  everything  that  is  goiug  on."  I  told  him  that  it  would  be 
entirely  satisfactory  whatever  he  did  with  him.  I  went  to  Senator 
Yoorhees  and  stated  to  him  that  there  was  an  attempt  being  made  to 
defeat  the  present  bill,  and  to  watch  out.  Senator  Coke  was  there  at 
the  time,  and  I  told  him.  I  did  not  tell  him  the  name  of  the  party, 
but  to  be  on  the  lookout.  I  then  let  the  matter  drop,  and  did  not 
expect  to  use  it  publicly,  but  had  all  the  facts  in  case  it  should  be 
brought  out,  not  only  in  defense  of  myself,  but  I  intended  to  use  them 
in  some  campaign  I  was  going  to  carry  on. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  have  gone  over  this  fully  or  stated  all  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  interviews.  If  you  choose,  I  will  be  glad  to  answer  any 
question. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  have  any  memoranda,  just  use  them  to  make 
your  statements  as  full  as  possible. 

Senator  Kyle.  I  think  I  have  covered  nearly  all.  I  repeated  to  my 
secretary  the  last  interview,  told  him  that  I  had  sent  Mr.  Buttz  to  him, 
and  instructed  him  to  meet  him  the  next  morning  or  evening,  I  have 
forgotten  which — the  secretary  has  the  point  in  connection  with  that — 
and  to  be  prepared  to  take  down  anything  Mr.  Buttz  said  to  him;  to 
have  it  all  in  good  shape.  My  secretary  has  all  the  facts,  and  as  he 
stated  them  to  me,  I  have  gone  over  them  particularly. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  in  town  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  at  the  Capitol  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  and  as  I  said,  he  corroborated  everything  I 
stated  to  him. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  your  personal  acquaintance  with  Mr. 
Buttz  first  begin  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  think  it  was  about  the  time  the  sundry  civil  bill 
was  reported  this  spring. 

Senator  Davis.  This  session  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  this  spring. 

Senator  Davis.  You  had  not  known  him  personally  before t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  had  not  known  him  personally,  except  by  hearsay, 
as  being  a  member  of  Congress  from  South  Carolina  and  a  man  who 
lived  in  Korth  Dakota. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  you  understand  his  business  in  North 
Dakota  to  be! 

Senator  Kyle.  Farming  up  in  ButtzviUe. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  as  a  fact  that  he  is  a  farmer  f 

Senator  Kyle.  Only  that  I  have  been  told  that  he  is  a  farmer.  He 
told  me  that  he  had  to  go  back  there. 
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Senator  Davis.  This  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  is  In  refer- 
ence to  the  repeal  of  a  statute  relating  to  land  interests! 

Senator  Ktle.  Yes;  I  introduced  that  amendment  for  Mr.  Buttz. 

Senator  Davis.  The  one  that  was  introduced  by  you  a  short  while 
agot 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  He  said  that  there  were  two  classes  of  men  here,  ont 
to  pass  the  bill,  the  other  to  defeat  it  with  money— one  English  people 
and  the  other  people  of  the  United  States! 

Senator  Kyle.  He  ^aid  there  was  a  syndicate  organized  to  defeat 
this  bill;  that  they  had  an  unlimited  supply  to  do  it  with;  and  he  said 
the  otber  fellows  have  the  money  to  pass  the  bilL 

Senator  Davis.  Where  did  he  say  that  money  was  to  come  from! 

Senator  Ky^e.  That  is  what  he  said. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  how  much  money  was  at  the  disposal  of 
either  of  these  interests  for  that  purpose! 

Senator  Eyxe.  Ko  ;  only  an  unUmited  amount,  the  one  he  represented* 

SenatorDAVis.  Did  he  say  where  the  money  was! 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said  the  money  was  raised  in  the  East.  The  syn- 
dicate was  a  Few  York  syndicate,  the  agent  was  from  New  York  and 
was  here  in  Washington, 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  about  the  money  raised  in  England! 

Senator  Kyle.  He  did  not  speak  about  that;  that  was  merely  a  cas- 
ual remark  to  show  that  there  was  money  raised  on  both  sides. 

Senator  Davis.  Not  what  interests — whether  sugar,  iron,  or  anything 
elset 

Senator  Kyle.  No.  In  all  his  remarks  to  me  he  did  not  specify,  but 
referred  to  the  bill  as  a  whole. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  not  say  what  interests,  whether  sugar,  iron, 
wool,  woolens,  or  any  other  interests  comprehended  in  the  pending  bill, 
this  money  had  been  raised! 

Senator  Kyle.  He  did  not  specify  any  particular  thing  for  which 
the  money  had  been  raised,  but  generally  to  defeat  the  bill.  His  own 
individnal  interests  he  referred  to.  He  was  interested  in  wool,  and 
<^  that  as  an  argument  why  I  should  defeat  the  bill,  my  own  State 
l>eiDg  a  wool  State. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  ever  approach  you  after  you  directed 
Wm  to  see  your  secretary ! 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  him  since! 

Senator  Kyle.  No;  I  think  he  went  off  to  North  Dakota. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  just  returned  from  South  Dakota! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Buttz  since  then! 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  In  your  conversation  you  gave  him  to  understand 

that  you  were  to  vote  for  this  bill,  and  rejected  any  money  considera- 
tion! 

Senator  Kyle.  I  absolutely  rejected.  I  told  him  that  I  should  vote 
for  or  against  this  bill  as  my  conscience  would  dictate. 

Senator  Davis.  Having  so  rejected  him  in  that  way — ^his  proposi- 
uon-.why  did  you  refer  him  to  your  secretary! 

Senator  Kyle.  For  corroboration  of  these  facts. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  it  first  occur  to  you  to  refer  him  to  youi 
aecretary! 

2bbi 
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Seoator  Kyle,  My  first  thought  was  to  conceal  my  stenographer 
behind  my  screen  in  my  committee  room,  but  I  could  not  do  that  prop- 
erly, because  he  might  come  behind  the  screen. 

Senator  Davis.  Wben  did  you  conceive  that  thought? 

Senator  Kyle.  From  the  start,  the  first  time  I  started  my  conversa- 
tion. 

Senator  Davis.  Why  did  you  not  refer  him  to  your  secretary  before 
you  rejected  his  proposition! 

Senator  Kyle,  My  object  in  waiting  was  finally  to  get  out  of  him 
all  that  he  would  state  in  regard  to  the  source  of  this  money  that  was 
being  used — ^the  parties  that  were  using  it.  I  wanted  to  get  the  name 
of  the  agent  here  in  Washington.  I  made  the  statement  to  bim  in  this 
way,  when  we  came  down  last — I  said,  "  You  can  not  use  any  money 
with  me,  whatever;  you  go  and  see  Mac  and  state  all  these  facts  to 
him,  just  as  you  have  stated  them  to  me." 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  when  you  told  him  that? 

Senator  Kyle,  He  said,  '*Will  it  be  satisfactory  if  I  make  these 
statements  to  him  t " 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  you  say  t 

Senator  Kyle.  I  said,  <^  You  go  and  make  these  statements  to  Mac." 
I  did  not  say  they  would  be  satisfactory  to  him.  He  said,  ^*May  I  go 
and  see  Mac  in  regard  to  this?"    I  said,  "You  may  go  and  see  Mac." 

Senator  Davis.  Was  your  answer  to  his  question, "  What  you  arrange 
with  Mac  will  be  satisfactory!" 

Senator  Kyle.  Fo;  I  did  not  say  that  it  would  be  satisfEictory  if  he 
made  the  statement  to  Mac. 

Senator  Davis.  State  what  you  did  say. 

Senator  Kyle.  Buttz  at  that  time  wanted  to  know — I  said,  "You 
go  and  see  my  secretary."  I  was  playing  the  ruse  all  the  while  in 
order  to  get  my  secretary  as  a  witness.  I  said,  "  You  go  and  see  my 
secretary;  I  do  not  want  to  do  any  business  publicly,  openly,  myself; 
I  want  my  secretary  in  this  thing  with  me,  if  we  are  going  into  it." 
He  said,  "Can  I  go  and  see  Mac?"    I  said,  "Yes;  go  and  see  Mac? 

Senator  Davts.  Was  this  conversation  which  you  have  detailed 
after  you  rejected  Mr.  Buttz's  proposition? 

Senator  Kyle.  He  did  not  understand,  because  I  was  playing  a 
ruse.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  want  any  money  for  this;  that  I  had 
absolutely  rejected  it — I  did  not  want  to  give  that  impression. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  conversation  directly  after  what  you  said 
about  voting  on  this  bill  on  your  conscience  without  any  money  con- 
sideration? 

Senator  Kyle.  The  statements  that  I  made  were  just  as  I  gave  them 
to  you  a  moment  ago. 

Senator  Davis.  Which  was  first  and  which  was  second? 

Senator  Kyle.  After  I  told  him  that  I  should  vote  for  the  bill  or 
against  it  according  as  my  conscience  should  dictate,  said  he:  "The 
money  need  not  go  to  you  in  anyway  whatever;  some  third  party  can 
receive  it — your  secretary  or  some  member  of  your  family." 

Senator  Davis.  Then  you  told  him  to  go  to  your  secretary? 

Senator  Kyle.  Not  at  all;  I  told  him  to  go  to  my  secretary  before 
that. 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  after  you  told  him  to  go  to  your  secretary  that 
you  told  bim  that  you  should  vote  for  the  bill  without  any  money  con- 
sideration ? 

Senator  Kyle.  I  told  him  beforehand  to  go  to  my  secretary.  Then 
I  bad  a  conversation  with  him  about  my  own  position  on  those  ques> 
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tioDB,  and  then  to  go  and  see  my  secretary  farther  in  regard  to  this, 
because  we  always  had  our  dealings  together.  I  wanted  him  to  make 
the  statement  to  my  secretary  as  he  did  to  me,  in  order  to  corroborate 
the  fact  that  he  was  using  money  for  bribery. 

Senator  Davis.  What  we  want  to  know  is  whether  you  told  Mr. 
Buttz  to  go  to  your  secretary  before  or  after  you  had  rejected  his  prop- 
osition. 

Senator  Ktle.  I  told  him  to  go  to  my  secretary  two  or  three  differ- 
ent times. 

Senator  Davis.  Tou  rejected  his  propositions  but  once,  did  you? 

Senator  Ktle.  I  rejected  his  propositions  emphatically,  and  said, 
^*Yoa  can  go  and  talk  with  Mac;  Mac  will  know  how  I  vote  on  this 
biU." 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  before  or  after  you  rejected  his  proposi- 
tions f 

Senator  Ktle.  That  was  after  I  rejected  his  propositions. 

Senator  Davis.  You  understand  that  Mr.  Buttz  did  go  and  talk  with 
Mr.  McFarlane,  and  Mr.  McFarlane  understood  him  to  make  the  same 
propositions  to  him  (McFarlane)  that  he  had  made  to  you! 

Senator  Ktle.  Understood  that  he  would  give  $15,000;  he  had 
115,000,  $14,000  of  which  he  would  give  to  him  in  case  I  voted  against 
this  biU. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  inform  Mr.  McFarlane,  when  you  indicated 
that  Buttz  would  probably  come  to  him,  that  you  had  rejected  Buttz's 
propositions  t 

Senator  Ktlb.  Yes;  I  told  him  from  the  start  everything  I  knew 
about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  McFarlane  understood  that  you  were  playing  a  ruse 
on  Buttz! 

Senator  Ktle.  Yes;  I  told  him  the  first  day.  I  came  down  to  the 
committee  room  and  told  McFarlane  everything  that  transpired — that 
I  was  leading  Buttz  into  a  trap. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  had  no  letters  from  Mr.  Buttz  since  this 
began  t 

Senator  Ktle.  ;No. 

The  Chaieman.  I  understand,  then,  that  after  these  various  conver- 
sations with  Mr.  Buttz,  in  which  he  opened  up  to  you  the  scheme  by 
which  the  bill  was  to  be  beaten,  you  finally  told  him  one  day,  when  you 
thought  you  had  gotten  out  of  him  all  that  you  could,  how  you  should 
vote  upon  that  bill  would  depend  upon  the  dictates  of  your  own  con- 
science, and  that  you  could  not  take  any  money! 

Senator  Ktle.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  After  that  you  referred  him  to  your  secretary  to  talk 
the  matter  over  with  him,  leading  him  to  suppose  that  your  objection 
%  in  dealing  directly  with  him,  and  left  it  to  your  secretary? 

Senator  Ktle.  I  wanted  to  play  a  ruse  on  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  rejected  his  proposition  you  were  playing 
fte  ruse  on  him  that  though  you  rejected  it  personally  you  were  willing 
for  him  to  go  to  your  secretary? 

Senator  Ktle.  That  was  the  ruse  I  was  playing.  That  will  explain 
^he  point  to  Senator  Davis — ^that  when  he  made  the  remark  it  need  not 
come  to  me  personally,  I  said  that  I  would  vote  for  the  bill  as  my  con- 
Wience  dictated,  and  he  said, "  The  money  need  not  go  to  you  personally, 
but  may  go  to  your  secretary  or  any  member  of  your  family  that  you 
may  indicate."    I  said,  '^  You  go  to  Mac  and  talk  it  all  over  with  him,^ 

The  Chairman.  Who  Is  Mr.  Mac! 
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Senator  Kyle.  Mr,  McFarlane,  my  secretary. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  know  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  he  was  acquainted  with  him  befpre.  I  said, 
<*  You  go  to  MacFarlane  and  talk  it  all  over  with  him ;  we  will  read  the 
bill  over;  he  knows  how  I  will  vote  on  this  bill.  You  go  and  talk  it 
over  with  him  and  he  will  know  how  I  vote  in  the  matter.'' 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  you  to  state  that  in  this  first  interview 
that  you  had  with  Mr.  Buttz,  he  said  you  could  have  any  sum  you 
wanted,  from  $75,000  to  $100,000,  and  the  only  sum  he  offered  was 
$15,000.    flow  did  he  go  back! 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said  he  had  talked  the  matter  over,  and  aU  he 
could  let  me  have  was  $15,000.  He  wanted  to  know  if  this  was  satis- 
factory. 

Senator  Davis.  I  think  he  said  he  declined  to  give  the  name  of  the 
agent  here. 

Senator  Kyle.  I  did  not  ask  him  outright;  I  was  trying  to  get  him 
to  state  it  of  his  own  tree  will.  But  he  did  not  state  it  to  me  and  1 
was  in  hopes  my  secretary  would  get  his  name  from  him — the  name  of 
the  agent  who  was  here  with  the  money.  I  do  not  know  that  he  suc- 
ceeded; I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  1  was  not  in  when  your  testimony  began,  so  that  I 
may  ask  something  already  stated.    You  had  known  Buttz  before  this! 

Senator  Kyle.  I  had  known  him  by  reputation,  of  course;  knew 
that  he  lived  in  INorth  Dakota,  had  been  formerly  a  member  of  Con- 
gress from  South  Carolina,  and  the  fact  that  he  was  in  Washington — 
had  some  business  here  before  the  Court  of  Claims,  1  think,  as  a 
lawyer,  and  that  he  was  interested  in  one  particular  case  relating  to 
the  Great  Falls  Town  Site  Company,  in  the  interest  of  which  he  wanted 
an  amendment  introduced  to  the  sundry  civil  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  came  to  see  you  in  regard  to  this  amendment  to 
the  sundry  civil  bill! 

Senator  Kyle:  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  introduced  thatt 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  I  introduced  that  amendment,  and  I  felt  that  it 
was  a  good  measure.  It  had  been  defended  on  the  floor  by  Senators 
Vilas  and  others  two  years  before,  and  I  think  it  should  have  gone 
through  then,  but  it  did  not.  It  was  defeated  by  Mr.  Holman  in  the 
House.    I  offered  it  as  an  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  considered  Buttz,  from  what  you  knew  of  him, 
as  a  man  who  might  be  intrusted  with  large  schemes  of  this  kind,  as 
a  man  to  carry  out  such  a  scheme;  that  he  was  a  man  likely  to  be 
intrusted  with  an  unlawful  negotiation  requiring  the  handling  of  large 
sums  of  money? 

Senator  Kyle.  I  considered  him  capable  of  doing  business  in  this 
way.  He  had  this  large  claim  against  the  Interior  Department  of 
$100,000.    He  and  Phil  Thompson  were  interested  together  in  it. 

Senator  Davis.  What  claim  was  that! 

Senator  Kyle.  This  claim  before  the  Interior  Department. 

The  Chairman.  For  himself,  or  another? 

Senator  Kyle.  For  another  party  whom  he  represents  as  a  lawyer. 
He  says  that  there  are  lands  there  valued  at  in  the  neighborhood  of 
$100,000.  They  are  at  Great  Falls.  I  never  have  been  there,  but  I 
judge  from  the  fact  that  as  he  was  associated  with  Phil  Thompson  he 
is  a  lawyer  of  some  importance.  That  gave  him  standing  in  my  eye. 
I  knew  that  he  was  a  farmer  living  at  Buttzville,  a  town  named  a^r 
him.    I  knew  him  to  be  a  member  of  Congress  from  South  Carolina  and 
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entitled  to  the  floor  of  the  House.  When  he  made  the  statement  to 
me  that  he  was  looking  after  the  Northwest  in  reference  to  this  tariff 
bill  I  thought  probably  he  was  a  man  to  be  intrusted  with  this  thing — 
that  he  was  a  man  they  would  confide  in,  and  properly,  perhaps — he 
was  a  very  sharp  man,  shrewd  man,  though  his  looks  would  deceive 
anyone,  being  cross-eyed.  He  looks  very  queer. 
Senator  Lodge.  He  mentioned  no  names  to  yout 
Senator  Kylb.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Simply  spoke  of  a  syndicate? 
Senator  Kyle.  Syndicate  here  in  Washington;  and  each  day  he  had 
gone  back  and  forth  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  this  man.    My  hope  wad 
to  get  the  name  of  the  party. 
The  Chairman.  Did  you  ask  the  name  of  the  party! 
Senator  Kyle.  I  did  not  ask  the  name  of  the  party.    But  I  will  say 
this:    From  the  first  day  that  he  came  to  me  I  spoke  to  Senator  Voor- 
hees,  to  Senator  Bate — Senator  Bate  was  sitting  near  to  me,  and  I  told 
them  to  be  on  their  guard;  that  money  was  being  used  around  for  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  bill.    I  spoke  also  to  Senator  Coke,  and  told 
him  and  Senator  Bate  that  a  man  was  talking  with  me,  and  I  was  lay- 
ing a  trap  for  the  purpose  of  catching  him. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  told  that  to  Senators  Bate  and  Goket 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes.  And  I  mentioned  the  matter  to  Senator  Voor- 
hees,  I  think,  that  money  was  being  used  to  defeat  the  bill. 

Senator  Allen.  This  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  which  you 
introduced  for  this  man,  as  I  understand  it,  was  for  the  purpose  of  rein- 
stating a  contest  then  before  the  Interior  Department  and  which  had 
been  once  decided  in  favor  of  Mr.  Buttz's  client,  but  which  decision 
was  destroyed  by  reason  of  an  act  ^hich  was  surreptitiously  passed  by 
Congress  f 

Senator  Kyle.  The  bill  passed  Congress  March  3,  1891,  entitled  "A 
bill  to  repeal  the  timber-culture  laws,"  etc.,  in  which  there  was  a  clause 
inserted  intended  to  settle  a  great  many  disputed  and  contested  cases. 

Senator  Allen.  To  quiet  the  title  to  certain  lands! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  to  quiet  the  title  to  certain  lands. 

Senator  Davis.  By  limitation  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  The  effect  of  that  bill  was  to  destroy  pending  liti- 
gation before  the  Interior  Department! 

Senator  Kyle.  To  destroy  what? 

Senator  Allen.  For  instance,  there  was  a  contest  at  this  town  of 
Great  Falls,  which  had  passed  through  the  subland  offices  to  the 
hiterior  Department,  and  which  had  been  decided  in  favor, of  Mr. 
JDUttz's  client;  that  appeal  was  pending  before  the  Secretary  of  the 
"l^nry  when  this  act  was  passed! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes;  the  contest  was  pending,  and  the  effect  of  the 
bill  Was  that  it  was  not  to  affect  contests  then  pending. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  bill  was  introduced  by  you  to  modify  the 
^%  80  that  it  would  not  affect  i>ending  litigation! 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes.  1  was  told  by  the  Commissioner  of  Public 
^uds  that  there  were  twenty  cases  so  affected  at  the  time,  and  at  pres- 
ent two  or  three  are  affected  by  this  amendment  offered  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Allen.  And  this  amendment  which  you  introduced  sought 
to  repeal  a  certain  clause  which  it  was  claimed  was  surreptitiously 
t^ked  on  by  a  conference  committee  and  passed! 

Senator  Kyle.  Here  is  the  case:  There  was  not  a  member  of  the 
conlerence  committee  understood  that  that  interpretation  was  to  be 
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given  to  the  law  of  1891— understood  that  it  was  going  to  affect  x>eDd- 
ing  contests.  Three  of  live  members  of  the  conference  committee  have 
written  letters  stating  that  they  knew  nothing  of  the  pending  contests. 

Senator  Allen.  But  the  Interior  Department  construed  the  act  of 
1891  to  affect  those  pending  contests  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  this  amendment  was  for  the  purpose  of  repeal- 
ing this  act,  so  far  as  it  applies  to  that  easel 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  is  as  far  as  you  have  had  any  connection 
with  this  man  before  the  time  that  he  approached  you  on  the  subject 
of  the  tariff  bill! 

Senator  Ktle.  That  is  the  only  one. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  knew  anything  about  him  personally 
before  that. 

Senator  Kyle.  "No. 

Senator  Allen.  Either  as  a  corrupt  man  or  as  a  lobbpstf 

Senator  Kyle.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  And  all  you  know  about  him  is  as  you  formed  your 
judgment  when  you  from  time  to  time  met  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  He  spoke  to  you  on  two  or  three  occasions  about 
defeating  propositions  in  this  tariff  bill,  and  the  first  time  was  on  the 
road  from  your  house  to  the  Capitol,  when  your  first  impulse  was  to 
use  some  violence  toward  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  Sure. 

The  Chairman.  Your  impulse  was  to  kick  him  across  the  street  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  second  impulse  was  to  lay  a  trap  to  catch  this 
man  and  those  behind  himt 

Senator  Kyle.  Sure. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  suppose  that  he  was  the  outward  represen- 
tative of  some  person  t 

Senator  Kyle.  He  said,  "  Eight  here  is  money  you  can  have  for  thaf 

Senator  Allen.  You  took  him  as  the  outward  representative  or 
agent  of  some  syndicate  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  had  money  t 

Senator  Kyle.  The  agent  of  the  syndicate. 

Senator  Allen.  !N'ow,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  developing  that  fact, 
who  these  persons  were,  and  the  extent  to  which  money  would  be  used; 
you  conducted  these  other  negotiations  t 

Senator  Kyle.  For  that  sole  purpose  and  nothing  else. 

Senator  Allen.  You  had  not  the  slighest  idea  of  accepting  his  prof- 
fer t 

Senator  Kyle.  To  be  sure,  not. 

Senator  Allen.  To  that  end  you  held  two  other  conversations,  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  these  persons  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Two  others;  I  think  one  in  the  street  car. 

Senator  Allen.  For  the  purpose  of  developing  this  bribery  t 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  said  to  Mr.  Buttz  that  you  would  nut 
accept  any  money,  or  would  a«t  for  or  against  the  bill  as  it  might  pre- 
sent itself  to  you,  he  made  the  remark  that  you  need  not  be  known  in 
the  transaction;  that  the  money  couki  be  given  k>  your  seoretary  or 
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isome  member  of  your  family,  or  some  third  person,  and  reach  yon  in 
that  way? 
Senator  Ktle.  That  is  true. 

Senator  Allen.  For  the  purpose  of  laying  the  trap  still  farther,  and 
to  make  it  more  complete,  so  that  you  might  have  corroborate  evidence 
of  the  facts,  and  with  the  hope  that  Buttz  would  develop  the  persons 
behind  him  in  this  scheme,  you  consented  that  he  might  approach  your 
secretary,  Mr.  McFarlane,  with  whom  he  was  acquainted,  and  unfold 
his  purpose  to  him! 
Senator  Ktle.  Exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  sole  purpose  was  to  ascertain  whether  this 
man  was  representing  a  real  scheme,  and  whether  the  money  was  really 
behind  him,  and  the  extent  to  which  bribery  was  being  practiced! 
Senator  Kyle.  Solely  so. 

Senator  Allen.  You  at  no  time  had  the  slightest  purpose  of  acced- 
uig  to  Battz's  wishes  about  the  bill! 

Senator  Kyle.  Not  for  one  moment.  From  the  first  time  my  purpose 
was  to  lay  a  trap  to  catch  the  man,  because  I  had  heard  that  bribery 
had  been  resorted  to  in  past  years  and  I  wanted  to  have  a  fact  that  I 
could  pat  my  hand  on  for  campaign  purposes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  felt  that  you  could  bear  the  insult  to  which 
Buttz  subjected  you  if,  by  so  doing,  you  could  develop  these  proposi- 
tions of  bribery? 
Senator  Kyle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  In  this  conversation  with  Mr.  McFarlane,  as  I 
understand  you,  you  told  him  from  time  to  lime  exactly  what  Buttz 
said  to  yout 

Senator  Kyle.  All  these  conversations  that  occurred  each  day  I  told 
*fter  each  meeting. 

Senator  Allen.  Each  day  you  informed  Mr.  McFarlane  of  your 
purpose  to  uncover  this  matter  so  far  as  you  could! 
Senator  Kyle.  Of  laying  the  trap  to  catch  this  man. 
Senator  Allen.  And  when  this  man  approached  your  secretary,  Mr. 
McFarlane  understood  at  the  time,  and  the  purpose  was  that  whatever 
he  might  say  to  Buttz  was  for  the  purpose  of  catching  Buttz  and  thus 
bind  him! 

Senator  Kyle.  The  date  was  fixed  for  McFarlane  to  see  Buttz  for 
^t  specific  purpose. 

Senator  Allen.  And  Mr.  McFarlane,  so  acting  on  your  suggestion 
Md  for  that  purpose,  took  a  note  of  the  conversation  he  had  with  Buttz f 
Senator  Kyle.  Exactly  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  Mr.  McFarlane  a  shorthand  reporter  t 
Senator  Kyle.  He  is  a  shorthand  reporter.    I  do  not  know  how  he 
^k  the  notes  down.    He  probably  did  not  take  them  down  in  Buttz's 
Prwence,  but  he  did  it  to  keep  track. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  conduct  in  this  transaction  has  been  to  develop 
^^^  extent  to  which  bribery  was  intended  to  be  practiced,  and  the  per- 
sons by  whom  it  was  intended  to  be  practiced  t 
Senator  Kyle.  Solely  so. 

Senator  Allen.  So  far  as  Buttz  is  concerned,  you  never  knew  that 
"c  was  a  reputable  or  disreputable  man  f 

Senator  Kyle.  I  never  knew  anything  about  his  character.    I  have 
i^^  something  in  the  papers  since,  but  not  at  that  time. 
{    Senator  Allen.  At  the  time  that  you  formed  his  acquaintance  in 
^^nnection  with  this  measure  that  you  introduced  for  him,  the  repeal 
luf  the  act  of  1891,  qp  to  that  time  you  had  never  seen  himt 
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Senator  Ktle.  Never  had  seen  him  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  And  knew  nothing  abont  him,  except  that  there 
was  such  a  place  as  Buttzviile,  F.  Dak. ;  a  man  by  the  name  of  Bnttz, 
proprietor  of  the  placet 

Senator  Ktle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  time  you  examined  that  measure  you  thought 
it  was  a  justifiable  measure,  and  you  so  regard  it  nowt 

Senator  Ktle.  I  do  regard  it  so  at  present. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  nothing  at  that  time,  or  any  previous 
conversation,  to  indicate  that  Buttz  was  a  corrupt  mant 

Senator  Ktle.  Nothing. 

Senator  Allen.  Nothing  more  than  like  any  other  attorney  having 
business  before  the  Departments  he  was  anxious  to  have  the  matter 
pressed  through  t 

Senator  Ktle.  He  came  over  to  me  and  said  Judge  Holman  had 
introduced  it  in  the  House,  and  he  wanted  somebody  from  the  North- 
west to  introduce  it  in  the  Senate.  He  said :  *'  Your  colleague  is  on  the 
other  side" — and  I  knew  he  was — "and  Senator  Vilas  had  made 
speeches  in  favor  of  it.'' 

Senator  Allen.  In  meeting  Mr.  Buttz  in  connection  with  this  bill 
which  you  introduced  for  him,  you  never  thought  anything  abont  him, 
or  anything  of  his  conduct,  or  anything  of  his  reputation  in  the  direc- 
tion of  his  being  corrupt? 

Senator  Ktle.  I  knew  nothing  about  the  man. 

Senator  Allen.  The  first  time  that  you  knew  the  man  was  corrupt 
in  his  purposes  was  the  time  that  he  revealed  his  purpose  to  you  on  the 
road  from  your  house  to  the  Capitol  t 

Senator  Ktle.  That  is  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Never  before  that  time,  by  his  conduct  or  his  man 
ner,  did  you  know  that  the  man  was  corrupt  or  had  corrupt  purposes? 

Senator  Ktle.  That  is  true. 

Senator  Allen.  And  all  your  negotiations  from  that  time  on  was 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  developing  the  fact  that  bribery  was  offered 
and  developing  the  persons  who  were  using  the  bribery  to  reach 
Senators? 

Senator  Ktle.  Solely  so. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  ever  disclose  to  you  the  names  of  any 
one  of  the  11  Senators  who  would  vote  against  the  income  tax  or  any 
one  of  the  3  who  would  vote  against  the  entire  bill? 

Senator  Ktle.  He  did  not  tell  those  names. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ask  him  the  names? 

Senator  Ktle.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  kindly  get  for  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee the  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  bill  that  you  introduced  for  Mr. 
Buttz? 

Senator  Ktle.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  never  any  presentation  to  you  of  any 
money  at  all? 

Senator  Ktle.  No  presentation  nor  tender  of  money. 
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SWORN  TESTIMONY  OF  DUNCAN  McFABLANE 

Tie  Chairman.  Where  do  you  live? 

Mr:  McFarlanb.  Pierre  Point,  S.  Dak.  » 

The  Chairman,  What  is  your  occupation  t 

Mr.  McFarlanb.  Clerk  to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

The  Chairman.  Of  which  Mr.  Kyle  is  chairman! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Of  which  Mr.  Kyle  is  chairman. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Kyle! 

Mr.  McFarlanb.  I  have  known  him  for  about  five  years.  We  were 
members  of  the  legislature  together,  and  represented  adjoining  dis- 
tricts in  the  South  Dakota  legislature. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  with  Mr.  Kyle  ever  since  he  has 
been  in  the  Senate! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  Ever  since  he  has  been  in  the  Senate! 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  Mr.  Kyle's  private  secretary. 

Mr.  McFarlane.  I  am  his  secretary. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  0.  W.  Buttz! 

Mr.  McFarlanb.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Where  does  he  live! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  by  reputation  where  he  lives! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  I  have  heard  of  his  living  in  Buttz ville,  in  N'orth 
Dakota. 

Senator  Davis.  What  does  the  C  in  his  name  stand  for! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  I  do  not  know.  I  have  known  him  only  as  C.  W. 
Bnttz,  of  Buttzville,  K  Dak. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  in  North  Dakota! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  No  ;  I  have  seen  his  name  mentioned  here,  but  I  did 
not  know  him  in  the  State. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  meet  him  here! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  About  two  months  ago. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  him  before  that  time^ 

Mr.  McFarlane.  Not  to  speak  to  him.  I  have  seen  him  about  the 
corridors  of  the  Capitol,  but  did  not  know  who  he  was. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  have  any  conversation  with  you  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Kyle's  vote  on  the  tariff  bill! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  tell  when  and  where  that  conversation  was, 
fte  first  time  you  saw  Mr.  Buttz,  and  all  you  know  about  it! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  The  Senator  called  on  me  one  evening  after  the 
Senate  adjourned,  and  we  walked  down  the  avenue  together. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  when  that  was! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  About  two  months  ago.    He  told  me  that  a  man 

darned  Bnttz  had  called  on  him  and  spoke  about  how  he  would  vote  on 

wie  tariff,  and  intimated  to  him  that  it  would  be  worth  a  good  deal  of 

nioney  if  he  would  vote  to  defeat  it.    He  said  he  tried  to  get  out  of  him 

the  name  of  the  parties  and  all  in  connection  with  it,  and  he  said:  "I 

J^i  tell  you  all  about  it  in  the  morning.''    He  said,  "  I  told  him  that 

Jfi  had  better  call  to  see  you  and  speak  with  perfect  freedom."    I  said 

1  Would  remember  that.    Buttz  called  on  me  the  next  morning  between 

^  And  10  o'clock  and  said  he  had  seen  the  Senator  the  last  night. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Buttz  introduce  himself  when  he  came  to  see 
yon! 

Mr.  McFarlane.  I  had  seen  him  once  or  twice  in  the  committee 
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room  taJkiDg  with  the  Senator  with  reference  to  some  bill,  I  think 
some  town-site  bill  up  in  the  I^orthwest.  I  saw  them  talking,  but  did 
not  pay  any  attention.  I  think  it  was  some  town-site  bill,  but  I  had 
never  taken  any  interest  in  what  was  said.  Mr.  Buttz  commenced  by 
speaking  of  the«industries  in  the  West,  especially  the  wool  industry, 
which  would  suffer  if  free-wool  clause  of  the  tariff  bill  should  pass, 
and  he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  everybody  who  had  the  interests  of 
the  country  at  heart  to  defeat  that.  I  listened  to  all  he  had  to  saj, 
and  then  he  said  he  represented  a  firm  of  Few  York  bankers  and  capi- 
talists, and  they  had  a  good  deal  of  money  to  spend  in  defeating  that 
bill;  that  if  the  Senator  would  vote  against  the  bill  there  would  be 
$15,000 J  I  would  get  $1,000  and  he  would  get  $14,000.  He  said,  "I 
am  not  m  this  business  for  the  love  of  it,  but  $1,000  would  be  a  good 
deal  to  him.^  I  said,  "When  will  I  get  this?"  He  said,  "Just  as  soon 
as  the  vote  is  cast."  I  said,  "Where  is  the  money?"  and  he  said,  "The 
money  is  all  right;  it  will  be  placed  in  your  hands  in  a  sealed  package." 
He  said,  "You  can  trust  me."  I  said  I  did  not  know  whether  I  could 
or  not.  He  said,  "You  can  trust  me  to  pass  the  money  over  after  the 
vote  is  cast."  I  said  that  I  did  not  know  that  I  could.  I  said,  "Where 
is  the  money!"  and  he  said  in  a  bank  in  the  city. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  give  the  name  of  the  bank? 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Fo. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ask  the  name  of  the  bank  or  the  firm? 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  Yes;  and  he  would  not  tell  me.  He  said  that  he 
represented  a  very  wealthy  firm. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  use  the  word  "firm,"  or  "syndicate?" 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  He  used  the  words  "  syndicate  of  bankers  and 
capitalists  who  were  bound  to  defeat  the  bill."  I  told  the  Senator  of 
the  conversation  that  occurred.  The  room  of  the  Committee  on  Educa- 
tion and  Labor  is  narrower  than  this,  and  nobody  could  be  in  there 
without  being  seen.  Several  times  Mr.  Buttz  came  in  and  asked  me  to 
come  out. 

The  Chairman.  Before  or  after  this  proposition? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  After  this.  He  wanted  to  know  what  progress  I 
was  making  with  the  Senator.  I  said,  "  Well,  these  things  can  not  be 
decided  in  a  day  or  an  hour;  I  can  not  tell  you  point-blank  what  he 
will  do."  He  wanted  an  absolute  certainty  that  the  Senator  would 
vote  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  time  was  occupied  in  this  first  conversa- 
tion? 

Mr.  McFarlane.  Probably  three-quarters  of  an  hour. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  said  besides 
what  you  have  stated? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  do  not  remember.  He  mentioned  no  other  people 
toine. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  he  talk  about? 

Mr.  McFarlane.  Mostly  talking  about  the  great  hardship  it  would 
inflict  on  the  woolen  industry  in  the  West.  That  was  the  clause  of  the 
bill  that  he  spoke  about  mostly,  and  the  injury  that  it  would  inflict  on 
the  people  in  the  West. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  make  any  memorandum,  or  dot  down  any 
notes  of  what  was  said? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  first  time  that  the  Senator  spoke  to  me  about 
it 

The  Chairman.  When  the  Senator  spoke  to  you  about  what? 

Mr.  McFarlane.  About  this  man  coming — 1  made  a  note.    I  jusc 
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• 

said:  <<  Senator  Kyle  told  me  of  Bnttz  and  of  the  scheme  that  he  is 
working."  I  put  it  that  "  he  is  working  for  a  syndicate  of  New  York 
bankers  and  capitalists.  Met  him  in  the  morning  and  had  a  long  talk 
with  him.  He  said  that  if  I  got  the  Senator  to  vote  against  the  bill  1 
would  get  $14,000  and  he  the  balance." 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  date  that! 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No;  I  did  not  date  that,  because  I  was  intending 
if  I  could  get  anyone  in  the  room  to  get  full  notes  of  that.  But  1  could 
not  get  anyone. 

Senator  Davis.  Bead  the  balance. 

Mr.  MoParlane.  That  was  all. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  make  any  other  notes  of  what  was  saidf 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  Senator  state  to  you  at  any  time,  or  when 
he  said  that  Buttz  was  coming  to  see  you,  why  he  wanted  to  see  you! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes;  he  said  he  often  heard  of  these  things  hap- 
peuing  in  Congress,  and  he  wanted  to  know  if  there  was  any  truth  in 
it,  and,  if  possible,  whether  this  man  had  anybody  behind  him.  The 
Senator  told  me  that  the  night  before  I  met  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  Try  to  recall  as  much  as  you  can  of  that  conversa- 
tion between  you  and  Mr.  Buttz. 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  He  commenced  by  speaking  about  the  tariff,  and 
what  I  said  before  about  the  way  the  sheep  industry  would  be  cmshed 
if  this  free-wool  clause  went  through;  and  be  thought  that  anybody 
and  everybody  should  try  to  defeat  it.  I  partly  agreed  with  him  to 
hear  the  rest  of  what  he  had  to  say  to  me.  Then  he  said  that  he  repre- 
sented this  New  York  firm  or  syndicate,  and  that  they  had  a  large  sum 
of  money,  but  did  not  say  how  much  money,  to  defeat  the  bill,  and  they 
were  bound  to  do  it;  that  if  I  could  get  the  Senator,  or  if  the  Senator 
wotdd  vote  against  the  bill,  he  would  give  me  $14,000.  Then  he  said, 
"I  will  get  $1,000  for  myself.  Of  course,'^  he  said,  *<  $1,000  will  pay  me 
for  this  work  around  here,  and  you  vrtll  get  $14,000;  nobody  wiU  ever 
know  anything  about  it;  it  will  be  in  a  sealed  package;  it  is  here,  and 
as  soon  as  the  vote  is  cast  the  money  will  be  paid  over  to  you." 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  say  to  him! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  said,  ^'I  will  see  the  Senator  this  afternoon  and 
talk  the  matter  over  with  him."  He  said,  ^'How  do  you  think  he  will 
vote  on  the  wool  question."  I  said,  "Well,  I  do  not  know;  he  is  pre- 
paring a  speech  on  that  wool  question  now,  but  it  is  not  far  enough 
advanced  for  me  to  say  what  he  will  do  or  which  side  he  will  take." 
I  had  been  making  up  some  figures  on  the  wool  question  myself  at  the 
time.  There  were  some  people  came  into  the  room,  and  that  closed  the 
conversation. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  Mr.  Buttz  came  to  see  you  afterward! 

Hr.  MoFarlane.  Several  times. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  have  another  interview  with  himf 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Not  extended.  He  was  wanting  to  know  what 
progress  I  had  made  with  the  Senator,  and  each  time,  to  use  the  phrase, 
1  wonld  stand  him  off  and  tried  to  get  the  names  of  the  people  he  rep- 
rinted himself  to  be  with,  but  I  could  not.  One  day  he  called  me  to 
the  door.  There  were  a  number  of  people  in  the  room.  He  said,  "I 
ftm  going  down  town  to  see  the  people  now,  and  I  want  a  definite 
answer,  5  possible.''  I  said,  "I  have  not  seen  the  Senator  this  morn- 
ing; he  is  very  busy,  and  I  have  no  time  to  talk  the  matter  over  with 
miP    I  have  not  seen  him  to  talk  to  since  then. 
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tii^  i^ViRMAN.  How  long  after  the  fliTSt  conversation  in  which  he 
Ji>*i'lu^<\l  his  object  did  the^e  calls  npon  you  by  Buttz  continuet 

Ml*.  Mi'FARLANE.  He  would  call  in  the  next  day  and  the  day  after. 

'rtio  i'H AIRMAN.  How  loug  a  period  did  it  cover  after  the  first  visit! 

Wi\  McFarlane.  Probably  it  extended  over  a  week  or  ten  days. 

'llie  Chairman.  What  was  the  la^t  interview  you  had  with  him,  if 
you  rt>collectf 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  last  interview  was  when  he  said  he  was  going 
down  to  see  the  people. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  never  came  backt 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  He  never  came  back. 

Senator  Lodge.  When  the  Senator  first  spoke  to  you  did  he  men- 
tion having  more  than  one  conversation  with  Buttz! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  Had  the  Senator  spoken  to  you  before  on  this  sub- 
ject; I  mean  before  the  time  he  told  you  the  man  would  call  the  next 
day! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No.  K  I  remember  aright  Buttz  called  on  the 
Senator  at  his  house,  and  when  the  Senator  saw  me  he  told  me  about  it. 
If  I  remember  aright  he  told  me  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  The  Senator  told  you  ot  an  interview  with  Buttz 
before  he  told  you  that  Buttz  was  to  call  on  you! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  That  was  at  the  same  tune.  I  had  seen  Buttz  fre- 
quently in  the  committee  room  when  he  was  talking  to  the  Senator  on 
the  bill  that  he  had  before  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  the  Senator  tell  you  his  purpose  in  having  Buttz 
call  on  you! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  Senator  said  to  me :  "I  told  Buttz  to  call  to 
see  you,  and  that  he  might  speak  with  every  confidence  before  you; 
that  in  everything  we  had  been  concerned  together;  we  had  been  part- 
ners and  gone  in  together." 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Lodge  wants  to  know  whether  Senator  Kyle 
told  you  his  object  in  having  Buttz  call  on  you. 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Senator  Kyle  said  he  wanted  Buttz  to  call  on  me 
so  that  I  would  be  a  witness  to  these  attempted  bribes.  He  told  me 
that  was  his  object  in  having  Buttz  call  on  me. 

The  Chairman.  After  a  week  or  ten  days,  when  Buttz  called  at  your 
room  and  wanted  you  to  give  a  definite  answer  as  to  what  the  Senator's 
intentions  were,  he  gave  you  as  a  reason  therefor  that  there  were  par- 
ties down  town  whom  he  wanted  to  see,  and  you  never  saw  him  again! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Not  on  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  him  at  all! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  think  he  came  in  once  and  said  he  had  been  out 
of  town.  He  said  that  he  thought  he  had  left  some  papers  in  the  com- 
mittee room.  He  just  stepped  in  and  asked  me  if  I  had  seen  some 
papers  there,  a  bundle  of  papers.  I  think  he  said  he  had  been  out  of 
town  visiting  some  place. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  memoranda,  or  any  means  of  fixing 
the  date  of  these  interviews! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No;  I  made  none.  In  fact,  while  he  was  there,  I 
could  not  take  down  anything  that  he  said.  I  had  not  anything  defi- 
nite as  to  place  or  people. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ask  who  any  of  the  New  York  bankers  or 
capitalists  were! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  Mr.  Buttz  say  t 
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Mr.  McFABiiANE.  He  said  he  coidd  not  tell  me  their  names,  could 
not  tell  me  anything  about  them,  except  that  they  had  plenty  of  money. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  tell  you  they  were  interested  in  the  wool 
industry  t 

Mr.  MgFablane.  He  said  they  were  interested  in  defeating  this  biU 
in  ioto,  if  possible.  But  in  speakiug  about  the  defeat  of  the  bill,  it 
was  mostly  the  wool  industry  that  he  spoke  about — the  sheep  industry 
m  the  West  that  was  being  damaged  by  the  bill,  and  that  there  was  no 
protection  on  foreign  products,  and  we  ought  to  have  it. 

The  Chairman.  Fourteen  thousand  dollars  was  the  amount  that  he 
was  to  give  to  you,  according  to  his  statement? 

Mr.  McFablaxb.  Fourteen  thousand  dollars. 

The  Chairman.  Was  any  larger  sum  mentioned? 

Mr.  McFablanb.  Just  the  $15,000 — $14,000  that  he  was  to  give  to  me 
and  11,000  that  he  wanted  for  himself. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  anything  else  about  a  larger  sumt 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  Ko;  he  did  not  mention  anything  else  to  me. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  conversation  that  you  have  detailed 
between  yourself  and  Senator  Kyle  the  first  conversation  that  you  ever 
had  npon  this  subject  with  the  Senator! 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  the  first  intimation  that  you  ever  had  that 
Bnttz  had  been  approaching  him  t 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  The  first  intimation. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Buttz  since  this  investigation 
was  ordered  t 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  talked  with  himt 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  I  said,  ''Good  morning,  major, ** 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  allt 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  I  met  him  at  the  door  of  the  Maltby  House,  and 
he  said,  "Good  morning,  Mr.  Mac,"  and  I  said,  "Good  morning,  major.'^ 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  all  that  occurred  t 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  him  on  this 
^object? 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  None  at  all. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  say  anything  to  you  about  the  income 
tax! 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  !Not  that  I  remember. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  how  many  votes 
had  been  secured  in  fshvoT  of  the  defeat  of  the  bill  or  any  particular 
portion  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  state  or  claim  to  you  that  the  votes  of  any 
other  Senators  had  been  secured  for  the  defeat  of  the  billt 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Never  mentioned  the  fact  at  allf 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  If  I  remember  aright,  he  said  they  wanted  three 
votes. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  how  many  they  had  secured  t 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  that  (14.000  were  to  go  to  you  in  the  event 
of  Senator  Kyle  voting  to  defeat  the  Dill! 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  That  is  right. 
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Senator  Dayis.  Was  tliei*e  anything  said  between  yon  and  Mr. 
Battz  as  to  wliat  yon  were  to  do  with  that  $14,000 1 

Mr.  MgFablane.  It  was  tacitly  understood  that  it  was  to  [;:o  to 
Senator  Kyle. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  you  had  but  one  conversation  with  Buttz 
where  this  matter  was  gone  overt 

Mr.  MgFablane.  In  detail. 

Senator  Davis.  You  reported  that  conversation  to  Senator  Kyle, 
when! 

Mr.  MoFablane.  The  same  day. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  he  say  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  He  said  he  would  like  to  know  who  these  parties 
were — know  something  definite  about  them — and  whether  Buttz  was 
really  empowered  to  make  this  offer. 

Senator  Allen.  When  Senator  Kyle  first  spoke  to  you  about  this 
matter,  and  said  to  you,  as  I  understand  it,  that  Buttz  had  this  talk 
with  him  on  his  way  over  from  the  Senator's  house  to  the  Capitol, 
Buttz  first  approached  the  Senator  thent 

Mr.  MgFablane.  That  is  what  I  understood. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Senator  Kyle  say  anything  to  you  about  his 
thinking  of  kicking  Buttz  across  the  street  when  he  made  the  proposi- 
tion? 

Mr.  MgFablane.  He  said  something  about  that. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  was  itt 

Mr.  MgFablane.  If  I  remember  aright,  he  felt  tempted  to  knock 
the  fellow  down. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  his  second 
thought  of  endeavoring  by  specific  means  to  develop  this  fellow  Buttz; 
to  ascertain  what  was  beMnd  himt 

Mr.  MgFablane.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  he  say  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  MgFablane.  That  was  when  he  told  him  if  he  would  come  and 
see  me  he  could  speak  with  perfect  confidence  before  me;  and  he  said 
any  business  matters  that  we  have  we  have  gone  in  partnership. 

Senator  Allen.  When  Senator  Kyle  first  spoke  to  you,  and  before 
Buttz  came  to  see  you  and  Senator  Kyle  warned  you  that  Buttz  would 
be  to  see  you,  what  did  the  Senator  say  that  Buttz  had  said  to  himt 

Mr.  MgFablane.  He  told  me  that  Buttz  said  if  he  would  vote 
against  the  bill  he  would  get  (15,000;  and  he  said  <<  I  have  told  the 
fellow  to  come  to  you  so  that  you  can  worm  out  of  him  all  you  can  in 
regard  to  the  matter." 

Senator  Allen.  Why  did  Senator  Kyle  arrange  with  you  about  the 
matter  and  have  Buttz  to  meet  you — what  was  the  object  of  thatt 

Mr.  MgFablane.  To  have  some  other  testimony  than  his  own  that 
such  a  thing  was  attempted. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  what  Senator  Kyle  said  when  he  Bi>oke  to 
you  about  itt 

Mr.  MgFablane.  His  words  were  pretty  much  like  these:  ^* I  have 
often  heard  about  such  attempts  being  made,  and  I  want  to  And  out 
how  much  is  in  it  t " 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact.  Senator  Kyle's 
pui*pose  in  speaking  to  you  about  it  and  arranging  about  the  meeting 
with  Mr.  Buttz,  whether  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
there  was  bribery  t 

Mr.  MgFablane.  That  was  his  object. 
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Senator  AiiLEN.  To  trace  out  the  attempted  bribery  to  its  proper 
scarce  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  his  belief  of  the 
man  behind  Buttz  and  his  desire  to  know  who  the  persons  weret 

Mr.  MoFablane.  That  is  what  he  told  me. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  it  was  arranged  between  you  and  Senator 
Kyle  that  you  should  talk  with  Buttz  with  some  degree  of  freedom,  for 
the  specific  purpose  of  ascertaining  who  was  behind  Buttz,  and  what 
was  their  view  t 

Mr.  McFablanb.  That  was  the  object. 

Senator  Allen.  To  that  end,  did  you  ask  Buttz  who  was  associated 
with  him  in  this  matter  t 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  give  you  any  names  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  He  gave  me  no  names  at  all,  except  that  it  was  a 
very  wealthy  syndicate. 

Senator  Allen.  Of  New  York  bankers  and  capitalists  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Those  were  his  words. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  no  offer  of  money  of  any  kind — ^no  pro- 
duction of  money  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  all  you  did  iu  the  matter  was  at  the  ung- 
gestion  of  Senator  Kyle,  for  the  purpose  of  uncovering  this  entire 
attempt  to  bribe  t 

Mr/McFABLANE.  That  was  the  whole  idea. 

Senator  Allen.  And  getting  evidence  of  the  names  of  the  persons 
who  were  engaged  in  itt 

Hr.  MoFablane.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  With  the  view  of  making  the  matter  public  if 
thought  necessary  or  proper t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  that  the  way  Senator  Eyle  talked  to  you 
about  his  purpose  f 

Mr.  MoFablane.  That  is  what  he  told  me  he  wanted  it  for;  that 
WM  the  object. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  to  the  effect  tliat  when 
^uttz  first  mentioned  this  matter  to  him  he  thought  of  kicking  him 
^ross  the  street  or  knocking  him  down,  but  upon  second  thought  he 
thought  it  wiser  to  appear  to  be  indifferent  to  the  matter  for  the  pur- 
pose of  developing  the  persons  behind  Buttz  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  Yes;  that  is  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Buttz  at  any  time  state  to  you  the  amount 
of  money  that  this  alleged  syndicate  had  with  which  they  were  pre- 
pared to  beat  this  billt 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  When  Senator  Kyle  spoke  to  you  on  this  occasion 
to  which  you  have  referred  did  he  mention  having  had  more  than  one 
conversation  with  Buttz  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  On  that  subject  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  that  subject,  I  mean,  of  course. 

Mr.  MoFablane.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  that  subject  he  mentioned  only  this  one  conver* 
lation  t 

Mr.  MoFablane.  This  one  conversation. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  other  conversa 
tions  with  Battz  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  No,  1  do  not  know  that  he  had.  Buttz  used  to  f^o 
into  the  office — the  committee  room — ^before  that  and  sit  and  talk  with 
the  Senator,  but  he  always  had  some  papers. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  was  about  his  land  billt 

Mr.  MgFarlane.  About  his  land  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  on  this  subject.  And  this  conversation 
with  Buttz  occurred  the  day  before  thatT 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  day  before  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  was  about  two  months  agot 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  About  two  months  ago.  The  Senator,  after  I  had 
met  Buttz,  of  course,  came  down,  and  I  told  him  all  that  had  happened. 

The  Chairman.  When  Senator  Kyle  told  you  that  Buttz  was  to 
meet  you,  did  he  tell  you  what  the  purport  of  his  conversation  with 
Buttz  was  and  give  you  any  instructions  as  to  how  you  were  to  con- 
duct yourself  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  In  a  general  way.  I  was  to  find  out  all  about 
this  afiair,  and  try  to  find  out  the  names  of  all  the  parties — worm  out 
of  him,  if  possible,  everything  connected  with  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  and  Senator  Kyle 
had  been  in  the  Dakota  legislature  together  as  senators  from  adjoining 
districts,  and  that  you  were  partners  in  some  transactions? 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  We  were  members  of  the  State  senate  together, 
but  we  had  no  business  transactions  together. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  were  partners  in 
some  transactions.    That  is  what  you  were  to  t«ll  Buttz  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  Senator  told  Buttz  that. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  for  the  purpose  of  allaying  any 
suspicion  that  Buttz  might  have  in  talking  with  yout 
•    Mr.  MoFarlane.  That  was  it. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  and  Senator  Kyle  were 
not  partners  in  any  transaction  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Except  that  we  might  have  shares  in  the  National 
Watchman. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  a  newspaper  t 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes;  we  do  not  hold  these  shares  in  common; 
it  was  simply  a  business  enterprise  in  which  I  had  some  shares  and 
the  Senator  also. 

Senator  Allen.  I  hand  you  an  amendment  to  House  bill  5575,  and 
ask  you  if  that  is  the  amendment  you  spoke  of  as  having  been  intro- 
duced by  Senator  Kyle  to  the  sundry  civil  bill,  and  about  which  Mr. 
Buttz  and  Senator  Kyle  were  talking  m  the  committee  roomt 

Mr.  MoFarlane  (after  examining.)  I  can  not  tell  yout 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  name  of  that  town  in  North  Dakota; 
Great  Falls!  Is  it  true  that  these  conversations  that  Senator  Kyle 
had  with  Mr.  Buttz  in  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor  were  with  reference  to  a  claim  covering  a  town  in  Montana! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  The  only  conversations  that  I  took  any  notice  of— 
they  would  sit  close  to  me,  and  I  was  writing — was  about  the  town  site, 
as  I  understood. 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  at  Great  Falls,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  I  believe  it  was. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  not  a  contest  for  Jim  Hill's  road,  where  Hill 
had  gotten  fraudulent  control  of  the  town — ^10  sections  of  land! 

Mr.  MoFarlane.  Yes^  but  I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  it. 
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Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Buttz  wanted  Senator  Kyle  to  introduce  a  bill 
to  repeal  a  part  of  an  act  passed  in  1891,  which  quieted  title  to  that 
iandf 

Mr.  MgFablane.  I  understood  that  to  be  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  draft  the  original  of  this  amendmentt 

Mr.  MgFablane.  JSTo  ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  I  would  like  that  amendment  to  be  made  a  part  of 
this  record.    I  will  have  Senator  Kyle  come  up  and  identify  it. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  anything  else  that  you  wish  to  say,  Mr. 
McFarlanet 

Mr.  MgFablanb.  I  might  say  this:  When  the  Senator  told  Mr. 
Bnttz  that  we  had  no  business  enterprise  apart,  that  we  had  always 
gone  in  in  common,  I  understood  the  Senator  to  mean  that  we  were 
stockholders  in  that  newspaper.  The  Senator  had  $100  worthy  some- 
thing like  that. 

^Ir.  0.  W.  Buttz  appeared  with  counsel. 

Mr.  MgGowan  (counsel  for  Mr.  Buttz).  I  request,  Mr.  Ohairman 
and  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  that  there  be  presented  to  Maj.  Buttz 
a  copy  of  any  testimony  that  has  already  been  taken  before  the  com- 
mittee touching  his  connection  with  this  alleged  bribery,  that  he  may 
examine  it  and  make  his  statement  with  reference  to  it.  I  have  already 
made  a  similar  request  in  writing  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  I, 
of  course,  asked  that  I  be  permitted  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses, 
though  I  do  not  now  ask  that.  But  I  think  that  my  client  should  be 
permitted  to  examine  the  testimony. 

The  Chaibman.  The  committee  has  discussed  the  matters  mentioned 
in  yonr  letter,  and  while  there  will  be  no  difficulty  about  your  seeing 
the  testimony  that  has  been  already  taken,  or  hearing  it  read,  yet  the 
committee  thought  that  we  were  entitled  to  ask  Mr.  Buttz  some  ques- 
tions in  regard  to  the  matter  we  have  in  hand  and  without  reference  to 
the  testimony  already  taken.  We  think  so  now.  Therefore,  we  will 
proceed,  subject  to  your  advice  to  your  client,  to  ask  the  questions 
which  we  thought  proper  to  be  propounded  to  Mr.  Buttz. 

swobh  testimoht  op  chables  w.  buttz. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  full  namet 

Mr.  Buttz.  Charles  Wilson  Buttz. 

The  CHAraMAN.  What  is  your  aget 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  was  bom  in  1837.    I  think  I  am  57  years  old. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  reside  at  Buttzville,  Bansome  County,  N.  Dak. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  occupation? 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  am  a  farmer.    I  have  practiced  law  in  past  years. 

The  Chaibman.  You  are  a  lawyer,  Mr.  Buttz  t 

Mr.  Buttz.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Eppa  Hun  ton,  jr.t 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  have  known  his  father,  Eppa  Hunton,  for  about  twen- 
fy4Ye  years.  I  resided  in  Virginia  twenty-five  years  ago,  immediately 
After  reconstruction,  and  took  a  part  in  x>olitical  affairs  there.  I  knew 
Mr.  Huuton's  father,  but  lost  sight  of  the  Senator  until  after  he  became 
Senator.  I  renewed  my  acquaintance  with  him,  but  was  not  person* 
ftUy  acquainted  with  the  son. 

3bbi 


3t  ISVESnOlTION  OF  ATTEMPTS  AT  BBIBEBY,  ETC. 

T**  Chairmab.  Do  yoa  know  the  son  iiowl 

Mr.  Brm,  Only  by  an  interview  I  Lad  with  him  at  Warrenton. 

n«CHAlKMAN.  When  waa  thatt 

Mr.  Bi'i-TX,  Early  in  April. 

Thr  THAiKMAN.  Of  this  year! 

Mr.  IUttZ.  Of  this  year. 

Th*  ruAiBMAN,  Where  was  the  interview  t 

Mr,  BiTTZ.  At  Wnrrenton,  Vs.,  at  his  home. 

Th^  t'liAiRHAN.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  state  to  the  committee 
win*!  timt  interview  wasi 

Mr.  lU'TTZ.  I  have  no  objection  to  stating  it;  I  came  here  for  thitt 
)^tr)HMe.  Hut,  as  I  said  to  my  counsel,  I  would  like  to  understand 
wliMl  lins  been  said  by  Mr.  Eppa  Hniiton  on  the  subject.  I  can  state 
Wivlly  t  hat  I  never  went  there  for  any  purpose  of  corrupting  him  or 
hid  flithtir,  or  bribing  them. 

The  OUAiEMAN.  You  have  au  opportunity  to  state  now  wliatoccurred 
Mt  (hat  iuverview. 

Mr.  liuXTZ.  Before  stating  that  I  wonld  like  to  state  the  preliminary 
grounds  of  my  going  there.    Will  you.  read  what  Mr.  Eppa  Hanton 

The  Chairman.  No;  I  will  ask  yon  questions  which  you  are  compe- 
tent to  answer,  and  yon  may  say  what  you  said  or  did  not  say.  Yon 
may  state  freely  what  took  place  at  that  interview,  which  you  admit 
did  take  place. 

Mr.  BUTTZ,  You  can  allow  me  to  state  my  reasons  for  going  theref 

The  CHAtRMAJt.  Yea;  state  in  your  own  way, 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  March,  1891,  at  the  exi>iring  hoars  of  the  Fifty-first 
Congress,  an  amendment  of  the  preemption  and  timber-culture  law 
occurred  in  the  IT.  S.  Congress,  and  the  terms  of  the  repealing 
act  were  in  dispute  between  the  two  Houses  as  to  the  conditions  of 
entering  a  homestead,  and  that  dispute  was  submitted  to  a  conference 
committee  of  the  two  Houses,  of  which  Senators  Walthal  and  Petti- 
grew  and  Representatives  Holman,  Payson,  and  Pickler  were  members. 
They  made  a  report  to  the  House  on  the  3d  of  March,  1S91,  and  that 
committee  added  au  additional  section,  called  section  7,  which  con- 
firmed and  ratified  all  the  proofs  made  between  certain  dates,  giving 
the  dates  in  the  law,  notwithstanding  irregularities  in  the  final  proofs. 
Previously  to  that  I  had  been  an  attorney  in  a  contest  at  Great  Falls, 
Mont.,  involving  160  acres,  or  a  quarter  section  of  land,  in  which  my 
client  had  alleged  that  a  certain  corporation,  a  (5,000,000  corporation, 
had  hired  a  settler  to  acquire  title  to  this  land,  and  in  addition 
to  that  J5,00O,0OO  land  in  another  section.  I  had  taken  the  evidence 
for  my  client.  He  was  a  poor  man.  I  expended  about  $1,000.  That 
carried  the  case  to  the  Land  Office. 

On  the  2o  tb  of  February  Commissioner  Stone  decided  the  case  against 
the  corporation  and  in  favor  of  my  client.  The  defendant,  the  corpora- 
tion, had  sixty  days  in  which  to  appeal.  Their  sixty  days  expired. 
On  the  25th  of  March,  1891,  instead  of  appealing  they  managed  to  get 
added  to  that  conference  committee's  report  section  7,  by  which  was 
ratified  all  final  proofs  made  between  certain  dates,  and  legislated  my 
client  out  of  court.  We  had  won  our  case  and  then  lost  it  through 
legislation.  As  soon  as  I  discovered  that,  I  came  on  here  to  have  a 
provision  added,  providing  that  the  section  should  not  affect  cases  pend- 
mp  ill  the  Land  Oflice,  to  save  the  cases  that  were  pending.  I  came 
on  liere  during  the  Fifty-second  Congress,  and  was  here  the  whole 
vtuter.    Judge  Holman  was  ou  the  conference  committee  when  this 
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report  was  made,  and  he  repudiated  it;  Senator  Walthall  repudiated 
it;  Senator  Plumb  repudiated  it;  Mr.  Payson  repudiated  it;  Oongress- 
man  repudiated  it — said  it  never  applied  to  contests — ^and  Judge 

Holman  introduced  a  bill  to  add  a  proviso  to  that  law,  provided  it  did 
not  affect  contests  pending  in  the  Department.  I  managed  to  get  that  in 
the  sundry  civil  bill  reported  by  the  Public  Lands  Committee.  It  was 
pat  on  the  Calendar,  but  there  was  no  chance  for  it  to  be  reached  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  and  I  then  had  it  introduced  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  sundry  civil  bill.    It  came  over  to  the  Senate. 

Judge  Holman  was  chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Committee  then, 
and  on  motion  of  one  of  the  members  Judge  Holman  accepted  the 
amendment  as  chairman,  because  he  had  introduced  the  bill.  It  came 
over  to  the  Senate.  I  appeared  as  attom<^y  before  the  Senate  Com- 
mittee on  Appropriations.  There  was  a  fight  made  there,  and  the  Senate 
committee  finally  reported  it  to  the  Senate.  It  came  up  in  the  Senate, 
and  Senator  Davis  moved  to  strike  out  the  amendment.  It  was  debated 
in  the  Senate  that  afternoon  and  that  evening,  and  on  the  final  vote  the 
Bepablicans  had  two  or  three  majority.  Every  Republican  voted  to 
strike  out  and  every  Democrat  to  keep  it  in.  Then  it  was  it  went  to  the 
conference  committee,  and  the  House  sent  it  back  three  different  times. 
TheHouse  struck  it  out.  Senator  Allison  was  the  principal  one  who  held 
ontin  the  Senate.  Judge  Holman  sent  it  back  three  difi'erent times,  as  I 
recollect,  insistingon  the  amendment,  and  the  Senate  refused,  andfinaUy 
ail  the  other  amendments  were  compromised,  and  Judge  Holman  came 
to  me  and  said:  ^^  All  the  other  amendments  have  been  settled  and  it  is 
vithin  two  or  three  hours  of  the  expiration  of  this  Congress,  and 
130,000,000  or  $40,000,000  of  appropriations  for  a  Democratic  adminis- 
tration coming  on  that  are  liable  to  fail;  we  will  have  to  agree  with  the 
Senate,  and  if  you  will  come  on  next  session  I  will  get  it  through  for 
yoo.''  I  said:  *^Very  well;"  and  it  was  struck  out.  This  session  I 
came  here  for  that  purpose,  and  no  other. 

If  I  am  a  lobbyist  that  makes  me  a  lobbyist.  I  came  on  here  last  Sep- 
tember. I  did  not  leave  my  farm,  did  not  come  here  to  the  special  ses- 
sion; but  Judge  Holman,  without  my  seeing  him,  introduced  the  mat- 
ter in  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands.  I  came  on  here  at  the  regular 
session  to  look  after  it.  I  went  to  Judge  Holman  and  McEae,  chair- 
inan  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  reported  it  to  the  House,  and 
it  is  on  the  Calendar  in  the  House.  It  was  introduced  in  the  Senate. 
Senator  Blackburn  introduced  it  in  the  Senate,  and  it  went  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands.  Mr.  Pettigrew--6  members  of  the 
committee,  leaving  out  Mr.  Pettigrew — ^repudiated  that  seventh  section. 
It  went  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee,  and  they  did  not  make  any 
Import.  In  the  meantime,  when  the  sundry  civil  bill  came  up,  it  was 
on  the  Calendar  in  the  House,  Judge  Holman  moved  to  amend  the  sun- 
^^  civil  bill  by  this  amendment.  The  bill  was  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  the  House,  and  a  speech  was  made  by  Mr.  McCreary  about 
the  town  of  Jasper.  They  did  not  understand  it.  On  an  aye  and  nay 
vote  they  struck  it  out  again  at  this  session,  on  the  21st  of  March. 

Jndge  Holman  said  the  mistake  was  that  the  Committee  on  the 
fudiciary  did  not  understand  it,  and  that  I  should  have  it  introduced 
in  the  Senate.  I  came  over  to  the  Judiciary  Committee.  I  went  to 
Senator  Kyle  and  explained  to  him.  He  said  he  would  be  glad  to  take 
hold  of  it  and  help  me.  He  introduced  it  as  an  amendment  to  the 
sundry  civil  bill,  and  had  it  sent  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  because 
there  was  Pettigrew  and  Dolph  to  carry  all  from  this  locality  where 
this  corporation  perambulated.    Whether  they  were  antagonistic  or 
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not  I  did  not  care.  I  wanted  it  to  go  to  the  Judiciary  GommittM^ 
because  Judge  Holman  said  it  wa^  a  judicial  question.  Senator  Teller 
moved  to  send  it  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee,  and  on  his  motion  it 
went  to  the  Public  Lands  Committee. 

I  had  three  or  four  interviews  with  Kyle  about  that.  The  Public 
Lands  Committee  never  did  report  it.  Then  I  had  a  friend  of  mine 
to  have  it  reintroduced  (by  Senator  Blackburn)  and  it  went  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee. 

Now,  why  I  went  to  get  Hunton.  In  the  meantime  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  had  decided  that  this  seventh  section — ^that 
these  parties  were  entitled  to  this  quarter  section  of  land  under  this 
seventh  section.  The  seventh  section  provides,  if  you  will  read  it,  in 
the  case  of  a  bona  fide  purchaser,  how  final  proofs  are  to  be  made,  and 
ratified  and  confirmed  all  final  proofs  made  between  certain  dates.  I 
claimed  that  this  corporation  was  not  an  innocent  purchaser;  that  they 
hired  a  settler  from  the  start,  and  there  was  fraud.  I  applied  to  the 
Commissioner  for  a  hearing  on  that  ground.  He  denied  me  a  hearing, 
and  said  this  corporation  was  entitled  to  the  patent,  notwithstanding 
my  application  for  a  hearing,  on  the  ground  of  a  bona  fide  purchaser. 
I  claimed  that  they  were  not  bona  fide  purchasers,  and  that  they  were 
aware  of  it  at  the  time  the  proof  was  made.  The  Commissioner  decided 
against  me,  and  I  took  an  appeal.  I  had  sixty  days  in  which  to  perfect 
my  appeal.  I  let  as  much  time  expire  as  I  could,  and  asked  for  a  review, 
and  the  Commissioner  adhered  to  his  opinion,  and  I  appealed  to  the 
Secretary,  pending  this  legislation,  which  I  anticipated.  I  have  a  favor- 
able report  in  the  House  now,  and  I  expected  a  favorable  report  in  the 
Senate.  I  always  supposed  I  could  not  get  it  from  the  Public  Lands 
Committee,  because  Mr.  Pettigrew,  who  was  resx)onsible  for  this  amend- 
ment, was  there.  I  wanted  to  lay  it  before  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
wanted  Mr.  Smith  to  delay  until  I  could  get  legislation  to  save  my 
contest. 

I  got  to  talking  to  Mt^.  Walker,  an  ex-senator  of  the  legislature  of  the 
State  of  Virginia,  who  was  living  in  the  house  where  I  was  in  this  city. 
He  was  formerly  a  State  senator  from  Virginia,  an  intimate  acquaint- 
ance of  Senator  Hunton,  although  I  saw  it  stated  in  the  paper  that 
Hunton  did  not  know  him.  He  said  he  was  acquainted  with  Hunton  for 
forty  years.  I  wanted  Walker  to  get  a  delay  through  Mr.  Hoke  Smith. 
I  claimed  under  that  seventh  section  that  I  was  entitled  to  get  a  hear- 
ing, on  the  ground  that  this  corporation  was  not  an  innocent  purchaser — 
that  I  was  entitled  to  a  hearing  even  under  the  law  that  they  had  smug- 
gled through  by  unanimous  consent.  But  I  did  not  know  anybody  in 
Washington.  These  land  lawyers  in  Washington  are  afraid  to  make 
an  aggressive  fight  against  the  land  department  for  fear  of  ill-will  and 
injury  to  their  practice.  I  had  no  ready  money.  My  client  is  poor,  being 
simply  a  driver  of  a  delivery  wagon,  getting  930  or  (40  a  month.  He 
is  unable  to  pay  his  own  expenses. 

I  am  in  this,  and  I  am  going  to  stay  in  it  as  long  as  I  live.  I  started 
out  on  that  theory,  and  I  believe  I  am  right;  I  am  going  to  stick  to  it. 
It  is  hard  for  a  private  individual  to  fight  a  private  corporation  of 
•5,000,000  and  a  railroad  corporation  of  $5,000,000  that  perambulates 
all  these  States.  I  have  nothing  except  my  farm;  but  I  was  here  in 
the  interests  of  that  man,  and  I  wanted  to  get  a  man  of  influence.  I 
was  talking  with  Mcy.  Wsdker,  of  Virginia,  and  I  asked  him  if  he 
could  get  me  anybody  who  would  do  me  any  good,  and  he  said  that 
the  son  of  Eppa  Hunton  was  an  active  young  lawyer  and  would  have 
influence  in  the  Department;  that  his  father  was  a  Senator,  and  he  had 
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good  Htaodin^  dovm  there.  I  said:  <^I  do  not  kuow  him;  will  you 
give  me  a  letter  of  introduction  to  him!"  He  said,  ''I  do  not  know 
the  son,  but  I  know  the  father  very  well:"  and  he  said,  ^'You  had 
better  see  the  father  about  getting  a  letter/' 

I  went  down  to  the  Corcoran  building,  where  Senator  Hunton  had  a 
law  office^nd  where  he  keeps  it  yet.  I  knew  Senator  Hunton,  because 
I  was  in  Virginia  and  took  an  active  part  in  politics  there  in  recon- 
Btruction  times  and  before  I  left  there.  I  went  in  and  spoke  to  Seuatoi 
Hunton.  There  were  two  or  three  in  the  office  whom  I  did  not  know, 
aud  whom  I  did  not  notice.  If  I  had  thought  there  was  going  to  be  a 
charge  of  bribery,  I  would  have  made  a  memorandum.  I  said,  "I  want 
to  get  a  party  to  help  me  in  a  law  matter  in  the  Laud  Office,  and  I  want 
you  to  give  me  a  letter  to  your  son."  Senator  Hunton  said  "What  kind 
of  case  is  it  ?"  and  I  said  "A  land  case."  He  said,  <^Why  do  you  want 
to  employ  my  son — ^because  his  father  is  a  Senator  t"  I  said  "I  do  not 
know  that  tiiat  would  be  any  crime,  if  his  father  is  a  Senator."  He 
Bald,  "Let  me  ask  you  if  this  will  come  up  before  Congress,  so  that  I  wiU 
have  t©  vote  upon  it."  I  said,  "You  might  have  to  vote  on  one  branch 
of  it;  but  what  I  want  is  to  get  a  delay  before  Hoke  Smith,  to  get 
Hoke  Smith  to  grant  me  an  investigation  as  to  the  innocence  of  this 
company,  as  to  the  fraud  which  they  committed  before  the  purchase." 
I  said,  "I  want  delay  on  that." 

Senator  Hunton  said:  "Msy.  Buttz,  I  shall  decline  to  give  you  a 
letter  of  introduction;  I  do  not  want  my  son  to  have  anything  to  do 
^th  a  case  that  is  liable  to  come  before  the  Senate,"  and  that  is  all  that 
was  said,  and  I  said,  "All  right.  Senator;  good-bye."  I  went  back 
and  told  Maj.  Walker  what  Senator  Hunton  had  said,  and  Maj.  Walker 
«aid,  "I  do  not  know  the  son  very  well,  but  I  will  give  you  a  letter." 
80  that  he  wrote  a  letter  to  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  at  Warrenton,  and  said  I 
wanted  to  employ  him  on  some  land  business.  I  went  down  there  on 
a  Sunday  morning,  and  took  dinner  at  the  hotel.  I  went  up  to  Mr. 
fluntou's  house,  rang  the  bell,  and  he  received  me  at  the  door  and  talked 
to  me.  I  first  told  him  what  his  father  had  said.  I  was  very  frank 
with  him — ^told  him  why  his  father  did  not  want  him  to  have  the  case. 

He  shut  me  off.  I  tsdked  about  Virginia  matters  from  1865  to  1870, 
And  asked  him  if  he  remembered  the  Walker  campaign  and  the  election 
of  Mahone  to  the  Senate.  If  I  was  a  bad  man,  I  took  an  active  part 
in  that  and  I  think  I  accomplished  something.  I  think  they  all  said 
80.  I  had  a  friendly  talk  for  an  hour  with  Mr.  Hunton.  He  treat^ 
n»e  very  nicely,  and  I  thought  I  treated  him  very  nicely.  Among  other 
things  we  talked  about  hard  times,  idle  men,  and  the  Coxey  movement, 
^e  drifted  off  into  politics;  and  among  other  things — I  can  not  give 
you  the  words,  but  the  substance — I  said  I  was  opposed  to  the  tariff  bill, 
the  Wilson  bill.  He  asked  if  I  thought  it  was  going  to  pass.  1  said  I 
hoped  not,  because  I  thought  it  was  it  that  brought  all  this  trouble 
on  the  country.  He  said,  why  f  I  said  because  when  the  Democrats 
^opted  the  free- trade  platform,  in  England  the  manufacturers  had 
raised  £250,000  (11,000,000),  to  carry  the  free-trade  platform  and 
Gleet  Mr.  Cleveland.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  true  or  not;  but  if 
they  raised  all  that  money  to  carry  the  Presidential  election  they  will 
raise  the  money  to  carry  free  trade  through  Congress. 

1  said  I  was  interested  iu  11,000  acres  of  farming  land,  2,000  of  mine 
^d  my  brother  9,000,  and  we  lost  $2,000  on  it  last  year,  and  we  can 
Dot  stand  much  more,  we  will  all  be  sold  out ;  so  far  as  the  matiufac- 
tttrers  are  concerned  they  will  raise  a  fund  to  protect  themselves,  but 
nobody  will  protect  the  farmers.  This  was  the  general  talk.   There  is  no 
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duty  on  wool,  and  to  reduce  the  duty  on  barlay  from  15  to  13  cents  and 
no  duty  on  flax,  a  bounty  on  sugar,  duty  on  rice — we  have  no  wood  in  oui 
State,  South  Dakota ;  we  have  a  little  soft  coal,  but  when  you  put  50  centa 
on  coal  or  are  about  to  do  It,  everything  that  the  farmers  have  to  buy 
they  have,  and  I  am  opx>osed  to  it.  I  said  we  could  not  stand  it  much 
longer.  That  was  the  general  talk.  We  branched  o£f  to  the  manufac- 
turers, and  I  said  yes,  when  it  gets  to  the  Senate  they  will  get  all  they 
want.  I  said,  I  think  the  manufacturers  would  pay  from  $25,000  to 
$50,000  for  a  vote  to  get  what  they  wanted,  and  if  England  has  spent 
$1,000,000  to  get  a  free-trade  plank  in  the  Chicago  platform  on 
which  Cleveland  was  elected,  they  will  get  it  through  the  Senate. 
That  is  about  the  substance.  I  may  have  said  more,  but  I  do  not  rec- 
ollect. But  as  to  any  direct  or  indirect  attempt  to  bribe  Mr.  Hunton's 
tiftther,  that  is  absolutely  false.  Senator  Hunton  is  not  a  man  of  that 
kind,  and  I  would  not  attempt  it  for  that  purpose. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  his  son  any  money,  large  or  small,  ii 
he  would  get  his  father  to  vote  for  or  against  the  tariff  bill  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Xot  at  all.  I  said,  as  an  attorney,  if  I  could  defeat  the 
the  bill  I  could  get  a  fee. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  name  any  sum,  ten,  fifteen,  twenty-five,  oi 
thirty  thousand  dollars  that  they  would  pay  t 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Who! 

The  Chairman.  The  English,  or  these  interests  opposing  the  income 
tax.    Did  you  state  that  the  English  people  would  pay  you  a  feet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  did  state  anyone.  If  I  did  I  had  nc 
authority,  but  it  was  a  general  talk. 

The  Chairman.  In  that  general  talk  you  say  you  may  have  said 
that  you  could  get  a  fee  of  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty,  or  twenty-five  thou- 
sand dollars  if  you  could  defeat  this  bill. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  said  it,  but  only  in  my  imagination.  I  believe 
I  did,  now.  The  manufacturers  of  this  country  or  the  English  free- 
traders  in  England,  if  I  can  reach  the  proper  parties — I  do  not  kno^ 
who  they  are;  but  it  is  my  judgment—— 

The  Chairman.  You  believe  you  could  get  a  fee  from  the  Englisli 
free-traders  or  manufacturers  to  defeat  this  billf  Did  you  state  that  tc 
Mr.  Hunton  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  done  so.  If  he  says  so,  I  would  not  dispute 
it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  to  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  about 
presenting  an  argument  to  his  father  and  paying  him  for  it,  to  induce 
the  Senator  to  vote  against  the  tariff  bill  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  asked  him.  I  may  have  asked  him 
if  he  would  take  a  fee,  or  be  an  attorney  to  represent  the  interest 
against  the  bill.    I  may  have  done  that,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it 

The  Chairman.  You  may  have  asked  Mr.  Hunton,  jr.,  to  take  a  feel 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  asked  him  in  the  general  talk. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  not  recollect  anything  so  important  as 
that — ^whether  you  asked  him  to  take  a  fee? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  think  not,  because  I  had  no  fee  to  give,  nothing  bat 
my  farming  interest — no  corporation  to  represent.  I  do  not  knowwhj 
I  should. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  that  you  thought  you  could  get  from  the 
manufacturers  and  free  traders  in  England  $25,000  to  defeat  this  bill 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  believe  I  could  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  state  to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton  that  you  could 
get  a  fee  from  such  parties! 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  If  Mr.  Honton  said  so  I  would 
not  dispute  it,  because  there  was  so  much  said.  I  know  that  I  never 
attempted  to  bribe  his  father  or  offer  any  influence  to  bribe  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  the  son  anything  that  he  might  influ- 
ence his  father  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No,  I  never  offered  his  son  anything  to  influence  his 
fother  improperly. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  offer  him  anythingto  influence  him  properly  f 

>Ir.  BuTTZ.  That  I  would  not  say,  whether  in  a  general  talk  he  so 
understood  it  or  not.    I  did  not  so  understand  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  tell  him  that  there  was  money  that  could 
be  gotten  for  him  contingently  upon  the  defeat  of  the  Wilson  billf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  how  I  could.    I  had  no  means  of  getting  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  talk  with  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  about  the 
income  tax  as  well  as  the  wool  feature  of  the  tariff' bill  T 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did;  I  know  I  talked  with  him 
some  time  about  the  North  Dakota  farmers  on  wool. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  offer  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  any  sums  of 
money  when  you  visited  him,  large  or  small,  oontiugently  uxK>n  his 
father's  voting  against  the  Wilson  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oh,  no;  I  may  in  general  talk;  but  I  had  no  money  to 
offer  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  state  to  him  that  you  could  procure  him  a 
fee,  large  or  small,  contingently  upon  his  father  voting  against  the  bill. 

Mr.  Bttttz.  I  did  not  know  that  I  could  procure  it.  It  was  a  general 
talk.  I  had  no  arrangements  to  bargain  with  him.  I  did  not  go  for 
that  purpose.  I  may  have  stated  that  they  would  pay  the  people  for 
that 

The  Chairman.  State  what  you  may  have  stated  in  that  regard. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Nothing  more  than  I  have  already  stated. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  you  talk  about  the  land  matterf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oh,  very  little.  He  refused  that  from  the  start.  Said  he 
▼oold  not  be  employed.  There  was  not  a  dozen  words;  there  was  not 
three  minutes  expended  on  my  employing  him,  one  way  or  the  other. 
I^e  balance  was  all  friendly  talk.  If  he  had  not  treated  me  decently 
^d  encouraged  me  to  stay  there  I  would  have  gone. 

Senator  Davis.  Before  leaving  Warrenton  for  Washington  did  you 
'6tnm  to  Mr.  Hunton's  house  in  the  afternoon  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  returned  for  the  purpose  of  leaving  my  card  and 
^y  address  at  the  door.  The  servant  said  Mr.  Hunton  had  returned  j 
^fts  lying  down,  taking  a  rest. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  leave  your  cardf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  in  the  card  t 
.  Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  not  thought  of  it  since.  I  imagine  all  I  put  on 
It  was  my  name,  719  Eighth  street  KW.,  and  call  to  see  me.  I  said 
to  him  before  I  left,  perhaps,  I  am  not  sure;  if  he  will  contradict  me 
^  will  say  perhaps  I  did  not  say  it;  perhaps  he  had  changed  his  mind 
&boat  this  Land  OfBce  matter;  that  his  father  would  be  involved;  that 
what  I  wanted  him  for  was  in  the  Land  Office  and  not  in  the  Senate; 
^i  after  I  got  down  on  the  train  I  got  to  thinking  it  over  and  thought 
he  might  decide  to  go  with  me.  I  left  the  train  and  went  back  and 
wrote  on  the  cars  when  he  came  to  Washington  he  would  see  me. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  Mr.  Hunton  say  on  this  question  of  the 
tarifft    Did  he  talkf 
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Mr,  BlTTTZ.  Yes;  he  talked.  He  said  he  was  in  favor  of  it,  and 
thought  his  father  was  in  favor  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  discuss  the  matter  with  yout 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  took  issue  with  me.  We  talked  it  in  a  general  way. 
He  would  say  one  thing  and  another.  We  had  a  general  discussion* 
I  tried  to  convince  him  that  so  far  as  the  farmers  were  concerned  it  was 
a  bad  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  sure  you  have  stated  all  that  was  said  about 
the  possibility  of  obtaining  a  fee  for  the  defeat  of  the  tariff  bill,  or  jf  the 
tariff  bill  was  defeate<it 

Mr.  ButTZ.  As  to  my  being  sure  whether  I  have  stated  all  that  was 
said,  I  am  not  sure,  but  it  was  the  substance  of  all  that  was  said.  If 
yon  will  read  the  statement  and  let  me  see  what  he  said,  I  can  refresh 
my  memory.  But  I  am  trying  to  say  all  that  I  recollect.  One  thing  1 
do  not  forget  is  that  I  did  not  go  there  for  any  purpose  of  bribing  his 
father,  or  inducing  him  to  do  wrong,  because  I  have  known  old  man 
Hunton  too  long. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  to  Mr.  Hunton  on  that  occasion  and  in 
that  conversation,  or  at  any  other  time,  that  in  case  his  father  voted 
against  the  bill  the  son  could  have  $15,000 1 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  suggest  to  the  committee  that  Mr.  Buttz  should 
know  what  Mr.  Hunton  said  on  that  subject.    That  is  simply  justice. 

The  Chairman.  Make  any  suggestions  you  have  to  make  openly. 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  I  suggest  to  my  client  that  he  ask  the  committee  to 
give  the  testimony  on  that  point,  that  he  may  understand  the  direct 
question. 

The  Chairman.  I  submit  to  Mr.  Buttz,  in  the  presence  of  his  counsel, 
that  he  must  be  able  to  answer  that  question  categorically  and  without 
reference  to  what  anybody  said.  He  may  state  whether  he  did  that 
day,  or  at  any  other  time,  say  to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  that  he  could 
have  a  fee  of  $15,000,  or  any  other  amount,  in  case  his  father  voted 
against  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  IVIcGowAN.  1  <lesire  to  say  to  my  client  that  the  implication  of 
the  question,  in  my  view,  is  that  Mr.  Hunton  has  so  testified;  and  under 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case  he  should  require  the  testimony  to  be 
given  on  that  point  before  he  answers  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  I  should  say,  without  discussing  the  question,  that 
the  committee  is  entitled  to  a  categorical  answer.  That  is  undoubtedly 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  witness,  and  is  a  fair  question. 

Mr,  McGowAN.  1  will  leave  it  to  the  major.  I  suggest  nothing  fur- 
ther. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  see  how  it  could  make  any  difference  to 
Mr.  Buttz.  He  certainly  knows  whether  he  made  any  such  suggestion 
or  not. 

Mr.  Buttz.  Whether  there  was  any  suggestion  of  that  kind  or  not 
I  certainly  could  not  say  that,  for  I  had  no  authority  to  say  it;  I  had 
no  $15,000.  I  do  not  know  why  there  should  be  so  much  said  about 
money  used  in  the  campaign,  and  money  used  back  and  forth — ^so  much 
said  about  the  sugar  trust  and  income  tax,  but  I  know  I  never  tried  to 
induce  Mr.  Hunton  to  take  a  tee  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  him  to 
control  his  father. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  care  to  answer  the  question  more  cate- 
gorically than  that? 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  do  not  care  to  say  y^s  or  no,  because  I  do  not  know 
the  exact  language  that  was  used. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  the  language  that  I  use.    Did  you  on 
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that  occasion  say  yon  would  pay,  or  that  Mr.  Huntou  could  receive 
from  any  source  whatever,  a  fee  of  $15,000  or  any  other  amount  in 
case  his  father  voted  against  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  ever  said  it. 
The  Chairman.  Are  yon  sure? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  see  why  I  shouhl  have  said  it,  because  I  had  no 
means  of  paying  or  anybody  to  authorize  me  to  do  it.  I  do  not  see 
why  I  should  have  had  so  idle  a  talk  as  that.  Mr.  Hunton  is  a  distin- 
guished gentleman,  a  man  of  veracity,  and  I  do  not  see  why  I  should 
come  forward  and  make  such  a  statement. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  prior  to  this  with 
any  person  or  persons  as  to  the  x>ossibility  of  affecting  the  vote  of  any 
Senator  by  paying  money  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  State  what. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  supx>ose  15  or  20.  It  was  ordinary  common  talk  in  the 
room  where  I  was  boarding,  especially  with  a  man  who  boarded  there, 
an  ex-member  of  the  legislature,  Maj.  Harris.  He  boarded  at  the  same 
house  where  I  boarded.  We  may  have  talked  about  it  forty  times;  it 
was  common  talk  in  the  house  about  money  being  used  one  way  or  the 
other. 

The  Chairman.  Ton  have  already  answered,  perhaps.  Did  you  have 
any  authority  from  any  x)erson  to  offer  anyone  money,  in  the  Senate  or 
ontof  the  Senate,  to  influence  the  result  of  the  tariff  legislation! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No  one  on  earth. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Kylet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  1  know  him. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  yon  known  him? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  known  him,  by  reputation  only,  since  he  was 
elected  to  the  Senate.  His  county,  where  he  lives.  Brown  County,  is 
the  northern  county  of  the  north  of  South  Dakota,  and  I  live  on  the 
south  side  of  North  Dakota. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  Senator  Kyle  in  Dakota? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  first  know  him  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  been  on  speaking  terms  with  him  since  he  has 
^n  in  the  Senate,  the  last  year  or  two.  I  do  not  know  the  date  he 
▼as  elected  to  the  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  when  you  first  met  himt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  first  time  I  met  him  to  transact  any  business  or  to 
Jiaveany  intercourse,  to  attend  to  matters,  was  in  reference  to  my 
^endment.  I  had  an  amendment  to  insert  in  this  legislation  after  it 
^as  defeated. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  that! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  amendment  was  introduced,  I  think,  on  the  29th  of 
March. 

The  Chairman.  This  year? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  think  it  was  introduced  this  year. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Senator  Kyle  betore 
that! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  day  or  two  before  the  last  time  he  introduced  it  I 
^ent  to  his  committee  room  and  had  a  talk  with  him  [after  looking  at 
tte  amendment  heretofore  referred  to  in  the  recora],  March  28  5  I 
ttought  it  was  the  29th. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  was  it  before  that  that  you  met  Mr.  Kyle 
ffl  Washington  f 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  had  any  intimate  acquaintance  with 
him;  I  think  I  met  him  two  or  three  times  before. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  agot 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chaibman.  During  this  past  winter! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  could  not  say.  My  memory  is  very  poor  of  late  years. 
I  would  not  like  to  answer  except  that  I  went  to  him  about  this 
amendment. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  any 
other  matter! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  After  he  introduced  that  amendment  and  it  went  to  the 
Judiciary  Committee,  and  the  Judiciary  Committee  had  not  acted  on  it, 
I  went  to  him  two  or  three  times  to  get  him  to  do  something.  The 
other  Senators  of  the  Korthwest  were  against  it  and  I  was  anxious  to 
get  it  through.  Congress  passing  a  bill  by  unanimous  consent  without 
having  it  read  knocked  me  out,  and  I  tried  to  get  it  reconsidered. 
Senator  Kyle  took  an  interest  in  my  client,  and  very  justly  so.  I  think 
he  went  before  the  Judiciary  Committee.  He  wrote  a  note  in  the  Senate, 
a  card;  I  have  not  the  card  with  me. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  you  conversations  with  him  upon  any  other 
subject. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  went  to  him  two  or  three  times,  four  or  five  times 
to  get  the  amendment  out  of  the  Public  Lands  Committee. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  about  the 
tariff  bill. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  did. 

The  Chaibman.  What  was  that? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  During  these  times  I  talked  with  him  about  the  tariff, 
and  tried  to  persuade  him  to  vote  against  the  tariff,  representing  that 
the  South  Dakota  Populists  were  opposed  to  it;  that  he  would  repre- 
sent his  constituents  properly  by  voting  against  the  bill.  He  said 
"Why!"  I  said  "You  have  coal  there  with  a  duty  of  60  cents,  and 
your  people  will  have  to  pay  all  the  duty."  He  said  that  was  not  true. 
He  took  a  broader  view.  He  said, "  How  about  wool  t "  I  said,  "  Dakota 
is  a  woolgrowing  State.  It  is  for  vou  to  kill  off  the  wool  industry,  and 
the  State  of  Dakota  will  become  depopulated." 

The  Chaibman.  Was  this  after  the  introduction  of  your  amendmenti 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.    I  had  no  conversation  about  it  before. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  say  that  he  could  obtain  money  for  his  votel 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  This  conversation  came  up  with  Mr*  Kyle  half  a  dozen 
times.  I  said  he  could  not  afford  to  vote  for  it.  He  said  he  was  foi 
free  trade;  that  was  his  platform  and  his  principles;  that  he  was  for  an 
income  tax.  I  tried  to  tell  him  that  the  English  had  raised  all  this 
capital,  and  they  would  raise  it  to  defeat  it  here;  that  before  he  got  tc 
it  the  manufacturers  would  raise  a  fund  against  it,  and  we  feirmerfi 
would  be  left  out.    I  tried  to  persuade  him  to  vote  against  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  say  to  Senator  Kyle  at  that  interview,  oi 
any  other,  that  he  could  have  a  large  sum  of  money  if  he  would  voti 
against  the  bill  t 

Mr.  BuTTz.  Ko;  I  never  promised  Mr.  Kyle  a  cent. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  say  he  could  have  thatf  Answer  my  que» 
tion,  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  What  do  you  mean  that  he  could  havef  That  I  wonUI 
get  it  for  himf 

The  Chaibman.  That  he  could  have,  or  that  you  would  procure  it- 
obtain  a  large  sum  of  money  in  case  he  voted  against  that  bilL 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  could  not  say  anything  of  that  kind.  Bat  I  will  tell 
fon  what  I  did  say.  In  this  general  running  talk  I  said  to  Mr.  Kyle  on 
several  occasions,  that  I  was  satisfied  there  would  be  a  fund  raised  and 
tJiat  money  would  be  ofifered.  A  man  told  me  here  the  other  day,  said 
he,  t'Bnttz  I  will  get  a  fee  of  (15,000  if  the  tariff  bill  is  defeats,  and 
I  will  give  you  $1,000  of  that  if  you  will  find  out  hew  Kyle  will  vote." 
Said  he,  "He  is  from  your  State."  I  said,  "No;  South  Dakota."  He 
said,  "  If  you  find  out  how  he  is  going  to  vote  it  is  worth  a  thouaand 
dollars  to  you." 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  tell  Senator  Kyle  thatt 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  said  a  man  said  he  could  get  $15,000  if  the  tariff  bill 
vas  defeated,  and  he  offered  me  $1,000  to  find  out  how  he  (Kyle) 
would  vote. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  was  that  mant 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  man  of  tfais  city. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  say  what  is  his  namet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  give  it  if  I  am  forced  to. 

Seuator  Ai;len.  I  think  it  is  right  for  you  to  give  that  name.  There 
ia  nothing  to  criminate  yout 

Mr.  BuTTz.  The  real  one  was  Maj.  Harris,  who  was  a  member  of  the 
legislature  that  voted  for  ScDator  McPherson.    He  died. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  real  onet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  was  the  one  who  was  iu  the  room  at  the  time*  of  the 
talk.   He  said:  "You  And  out  how  he  is  going  to  votet" 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  was  he! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  was  a  lawyer.    He  has  not  any  trust  or  boodle. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  was  it  made  that  statement  to  you?  1  think 
jou  are  bound  to  give  the  name.    It  is  unpleasant  business,  of  course. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  say  to  the  witness  that  he  is  bound  not  to  give  the 
name. 

Senator  Davis.  On  what  ground? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  My  grounds  would  be  these:  He  said  that  the  man 
had  no  connection  with  any  trust.  To  drag  one  more  name  in  here  to 
oonfase  the  matter  is  wrong,  and  it  would  be  a  breach  of  the  relations 
which  Mr.  Buttz  had  to  that  man.  I  do  not  think  he  should  give  the 
name. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  claim,  as  a  lawyer,  that  that  is  ground 
fcrarefdsal?  -    . 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  This  examination  of  the  witness  is  a  legal  examina- 
tion. 

Senator  Allen.  The  only  ground  on  which  he  can  refhse  is  that  it 
^1  criminate  him.    Mr.  Buttz,  do  you  refuse  to  give  that  namet 

Mr.  Buttz.  For  the  present. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  will  say  in  your  presence  and  the  presence  of  your 
<^nBel  that  it  concerns  the  very  gist  of  the  matter  about  which  W6 
^hoMing  this  investigation.  It  is  the  very  heart  and  aore  of  this 
whole  question  whether  any  money  was  offered,  and,  if  so,  who  made 
the  offer,  and  any  testimony  bearing  on  tnat  or  tending  to  show  that 
^yone  had  any  knowledge  of  such  a  scheme  is  the  very  matter  which 
we  are  inquiring  about. 

Mr.  Buttz.  May  I  consult  my  counsel  t 

The  Ghaibman.  Certainly. 
.  Mr.  Buttz  (after  having  consulted).  I  said  that  I  was  offered  (1,000 
^  I  could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  was  voting. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  was  that  man  who  offered  itf 
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Mr*  BuTTZ.  A  man  who  has  no  money  to  pay;  a  man  in  whom  I  took 
no  stock.    I  told  Senator  Kyle  at  the  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  was  the  man  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yon  wonld  smile  if  I  told  the  name  of  the  man. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  refuse  to  disclose  his  name! 

Mr.  BuTTZ,  For  the  present. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  does  he  reside! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  has  he  resided  here! 

Mr.  Buttz.  For  years. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  street  and  number! 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  refuse  to  give  his  street  and  number. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  occupation  ! 

Mr.  BuTTZ,  A  lawyer. 

Senator  Allen,  How  long  has  he  been  a  lawyer  in  Washingtont 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  For  years. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  is  he! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  About  my  age.    He  represents  no  trust  or  boodle. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  before  you  approached  Senator  Kyle  was 
it  that  this  man  made  the  statement  to  you  that  he  would  give  yoa 
♦1,000? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  approached  Senator  Kyle.  It  was  only  acci- 
dentally that  I  talked  to  him. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  before  you  approached  Senator  Kyle  was 
it  that  this  man  made  this  statement? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  During  the  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  You  talked  with  Senator  Kyle  more  than  once  on 
the  subject? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  half  dozen  times.  I  would  talk  about  this  Land  Office 
matter. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  talk  with  Senator  Kyle's  clerk,  Mr.  McFar- 
lane? 

Mr.  Buttz.  Senator  Kyle,  when  I  was  trying  to  convince  him  that  it 
would  ruin  us  farmers  and  cause  depression  of  business  all  over  the 
country,  and  that  he  must  vote  against  tliis  free  trade  tariff  bill^  he  asked 
my  reasons,  and  I  pointed  out  the  different  items.  He  said:  "Maj.  Buttz, 
I  iiave  been  looking  over  the  bill  and  1  want  your  views."  He  said:  "I 
am  going  over  this  whole  schedule  before  I  vote;  however,  before  doing 
that  I  am  going  over  it  with  my  clerk.  My  clerk,  McFarlane,  served  in 
the  legislature  with  me."  He  said:  "The  nexttime  you  go  in  there — he 
is  looking  over  that  bill — ^point  out  to  him  the  items  that  affect  the  far- 
mers, so  that  he  will  have  it  when  I  get  ready  to  go  over  it  myself." 
I  went  there  and  called  Mr.  McFarlane's  attention  to  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  say  to  McFarlane  that  you  could  get 
$15,000  for  Senator  Kyle's  vote— $14,000  for  him  and  $1,000  for  your- 
self—if Senator  Kyle  would  vote  against  the  pending  tariff  measure? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Under  the  circumstances  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
man,  being  charged  with  this  offense,  as  he  has  been,  all  these  questions 
imply  that  somebody  has  testified  to  them.  This  is  not  taken  ft'om  the 
newspapers.  It  is  a  cross-examination,  and  Mr.  Buttz  ought  to  be  con- 
fronted by  the  statements  that  have  been  made. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Buttz  knows  whether  he  said  that  or  not. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr.  Buttz  is  a  man  who  is  affected  by  paralysis,  and 
has  been  affected  for  years.    His  memory  is  gone. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  can  say  whether  he  remembers. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  McFarlane,  Mr.  Kyle's  clerk,  has  sworn  before 
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this  committee  that  aboat  two  months  ago  Mr.  Buttz,  in  a  conversa* 
tion  with  McFarlane.  stated  to  bim  (McFarlane)  that  if  Senator  Kyle 
wonld  vote  against  tbat  bill  he,  McFarlane,  might  have  $14,000  and 
Bnttz  could  take  $1,000  more,  making  $15,000  for  that  vote.  Did  any 
such  conversation  as  that  ever  take  place  between  yon  and  Mr. 
McFarlane  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  no  conversation  of  that  kind.  I  can  state  what  did 
take  place. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  no  such  conversation  as  that  stated 
by  Senator  Davis  took  place  between  you  and  Mr.  McFarlane. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Not  in  that  language.  There  was  a  conversation  took 
place. 

The  Chairman.  When! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oh,  a  half  dozen  times.  Every  time  I  went  in  we  were 
talking. 

Senator  Davis.  State  what  was  said  in  the  conversation  with  McFar- 
lane, in  the  conversation  referred  to. 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  can  not  speak  of  any  one  occasion.  I  can  speak  as  a 
whole;  as  to  the  substance  of  the  talk  in  regard  to  the  tariff. 

Senator  Davis.  State  what  was  said  on  the  subject  of  $15,000, 
$14,000  of  which  was  for  him  and  $1,000  for  yourself. 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  told  Mr.  McFarlane  that  a  friend  of  mine  would  get 
$10,1*0,  of  which  I  would  get  $1,000,  if  I  would  find  out  how  Kyle 
voiild  vote. 

Senator  Davis.  He  was  to  get  $14,000? 

Mr.  Buttz.  The  offer  was  in  case  I  would  find  out  how  Kyle  would 
vote. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  all  you  ever  said  on  the  subject  of  $14,000  or 
$15,000  on  that  or  any  subsequent  occasion? 

Mr.  Buttz.    That  is  not  all  I  ever  said  on  the  subject  of  money. 

Senator  Davis.  I  am  speaking  of  the  $14,000  or  $15,000.  Is  that 
aD  you  said  to  McFarlane  on  that  or  any  other  occasion! 

Mr.  Buttz.  No,  it  is  not.  On  at  least  a  half  dozen  occasions  we 
talked  over  that  fund  that  the  free-trade  English  fellows  had  raised  to 
carry  the  free-trade  platform,  and  they  would  raise  a  fund  to  carry  it 
tliroagh  Congress,  and  the  protectionists  would  raise  a  fund,  and  they 
vould  beat  it,  if  the  Senator  was  willing  to  sell  his  vote.  That  was 
our  imaginary  talk.  , 

Tlie  Chatrman.  Whose  imaginary  talk! 

Mr.  Buttz.  Mr.  McFarlane.    We  talked  back  and  forth. 

The  Ch AiBMAN.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  Kyle  that  way  f 

Mr.  Buttz.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  to  him  that  he  could  get  $15,000  or 
1100,000? 

Mr.  Buttz.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Or  any  other  sum  ! 

Mr.  Buttz.  Except  the  $14,000  or  $15,000,  as  I  told  you  before. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  that! 

Mr.  Buttz.  That  a  lawyer  told  me  if  I  could  find  out  in  advance 
Wore  they  voted  how  Kyle  was  going  to  vote  $1,000  would  be  mine — 
he  could  get  $15,000. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Mr.  McFarlane,  Mr.  Kyle's 
clerk,  that  the  money  would  be  given  to  you  in  an  old  envelope  with- 
out any  address  upon  it,  and  that  you  could  pass  it  over  to  him  and 
that  nobody  would  know  where  it  came  from! 
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Mr.  BxjTTZ.  tf  Mr.  McFarlane  said  that  it  is  as  damnable  a  falsehood 
as  ever  a  man  uttered  in  Ids  life,  and  I  would  like  to  tell  him  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  call  Mr.  McFarlane  out  of  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor  in  the  latter  days  of  March  and  have  a  con- 
versation with  him,  and  say  you  were  going  down  town  to  see  these 
people  about  this  matter,  a  syndicate  of  bankers  firom  New  York,  yom 
agents,  and  to  let  you  know  what  the  Senator  was  going  to  do. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  had  been  in  there  and  took  lunch  together  with 
him  and  took  a  drink  together  with  him. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Senator  Kyle  on  his  way  from 
his  residence  to  this  Capitol  building  that  he  could  get  $75,000  to 
$100,000  for  his  vote  on  this  billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Never  said  that,  because  I  would  be  a  fool. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Senator  Kyle  that  there  was  a 
syndicate  of  New  York  bankers  and  capitalists  who  had  the  money  and 
would  be  here  to  payf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Certainly  not.  I  have  no  doubt  said  that  in  my  judg- 
ment these  income-tax  parties  could  raise  thousands. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  him  that  there  was  a  syndicate 
of  bankers  and  capitalists  who  had  the  money  here,  and  whom  you 
were  in  communication  with,  who  would  raise  that  amount  of  money  T 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  said  I  knew.    I  talked  that  to  Kyle. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Senator  Kyle  or  his  deck  that 
they  had  the  money  here  in  a  bank  and  their  agents  you  were  in  com- 
munication withf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Certainly  not.    I  knew  of  no  such  money  or  agent. 

Senator  Allen.  How  did  you  come  to  discuss  this  matter  of  the 
purchase  of  Senatorial  votes! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  There  was  no  talk  of  the  purchase  of  Senatorial  votes. 
The  talk  was  that  these  manufacturers  would  raise  money  to  defeat 
the  bill;  that  these  free  traders  we  going  on  the  theory 

Senator  Allen.  This  man  whose  name  you  refuse  to  give,  did  he 
say  where  that  money  could  be  obtained? 

Mr,  BuTTz.  No;  he  said  he  could  make  $15,000  if  the  bill  were 
defeated. 

Senator  Allen.  And  he  would  give  you  $1,000  if  you  could  find 
out  definitely  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  bill! 

^.  McGo  WAN.  If  the  bill  was  beaten. 

Senator  Allen.  One  moment.  Where  did  he  say  this  money  was 
to  come  from! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  did  not  say. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  not  tell  where  he  would  get  the  money  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  he  had  no  monej'  himself! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  knew  he  had  none.  I  knew  his  financial  condi 
tion. 

Senator  Allen.  Why  were  you  interested  to  go  to  Kyle  and  make 
that  statement  to  him  or  Mr.  McFarlane  ? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  was  only  telling  Mr.  Kyle  who  these  parties  were,  and 
what  was  said  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  What  parties! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  parties  who  were  fighting  the  tariff,  and  trying  to 
get  the  tariff  through. 

Senator  Allen.  If  this  was  an  idle  conversation  on  the  part  of  the 
lawyer  whose  name  you  refuse  to  give,  and  you  knew  at  the  time  it 
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was  a  mere  idle  conversation,  why  did  yoa  regard  it  as  of  sufficient 
importance  to  approach  Senator  Kyle  or  his  clerk  with  this  statement? 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  was  telling  what  was  offered  to  me. 
Senator  Allen.  Did  you  think  it  was  proper  to  carry  idle  conversa- 
tion of  that  kind  around  to  Senators? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  Senator  took  no  offense.  He  did  not  regard  it  as 
anything. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  from  that  you  regarded  it  as  a  proper  thiug 
todof 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  regard  it  as  improper.  It  never  entered  my 
head. 

Senator  Aluqn.  Why  do  you  refuse  to  disclose  the  name  of  this 
man  who  said  he  would  give  you  a  thousand  dollars  if  you  would  And 
out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote? 

Mi.  Buttz.  Because  my  attorney  instructed  me. 

Senator  Allen.  On  what  ground  does  he  base  his  instruction  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  base  it  upon  any  ground,  except  that  my  attor* 
ney  advised  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  it  would  crimi- 
nate you! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  1^0,  because  I  have  not  done  anything  to  criminate  me. 

Senator  Allen.  You  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  your  attorney  has 
advised  you! 

Mr.BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  do  it  upon  the  ground  that  it  would 
criminate  you? 

Mr.  Buttz.  TSo. 

Senator  Allen.  I  move  the  witness  be  directed  to  give  that  name. 

Mr.BuTTZ.  I  will  ask  that  I  be  given  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  advised  my  client  in  the  back  of  the  room  that  he 
should  see  this  man  with  regard  to  this  idle  chaff  before  he  gave  the 
name. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  represent  at  any  time  that  you  represented 
ft  syndicate  or  any  body  of  interested  persons  for  the  defeat  of  the 
tariff  bill! 

Mr.  Buttz.  Never  in  the  world,  because  it  would  be  useless,  and 
because  men  might  get  the  impression  that  the  general  idea  is  that 
there  was  a  syndicate,  or  would  be. 

Senator  LoDaE.  I  ask  ^ou  again,  do  you  say  you  do  not  pretend  to 
represent  any  syndicate! 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  do  not. 


SWOEV  TESTIMOHT  OP  ME.  JAMES  W.  WALKEE. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  is  your  residence! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  reside  at  No.  719  Eighth  street  NW.,  Washington, 
"'  C.   My  office  is  472  Louisiana  avenue  N  W.,  in  this  city. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  age! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  am  68  years  old. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  O.  W.  Buttz  ! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  him! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  knew  him  some  years  ago.  As  a  preliminary,  I  will 
state  that  I  am  a  Virginian;  I  live  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  as  far 
b^lc  as  1869  I  knew  Mr.  Buttz  in  that  State.    I  never  met  him  in  this 
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city,  however,  until  winter  before  last.  I  saw  something  of  him  wintei 
before  last,  and  this  winter  I  have  seen  him  almost  daily.  We  live  at 
the  same  house,  board  at  the  same  house.  Whilst  I  have  never  been 
in  his  room,  I  have  met  him  almost  daily  in  the  public  room  of  th€ 
house,  and  in  that  way  I  have  known  him. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  giving  him  a  letter  of  introdnctioi 
to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  at  Warrentonf 

Mr.  WA1.KBR.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  letter  f  (Producing  letter  heretofore  made 
of  record.) 

Mr.  WAL.KER  (after  examining).  Yes.  That  is  my  handwriting,  anc 
I  recollect  writing  it  under  a  very  dim  light.    That  is  my  writing. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  about  to  state  the  circumstances  undei 
which  you  wrote  it. 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Buttz  stated  in  my  presence,  and  I  think  to  me  ii 
the  presence  of  others  in  the  house,  that  he  had  some  claim  before  the 
Land  Office,  the  Interior  Department.  He  asked  me  if  I  knew  any  prom- 
inent Democratic  lawyer  from  the  South  who  would  take  a  claim  or  pre- 
sent a  claim  before  the  Department.  I  hesitated  for  some  time  and  at 
first  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  remember  any  at  all.  He  said,  '^I  have 
a  claim  here  before  the  Laud  Office  and  I  would  like  to  employ  some 
Democratic  lawyer  who  has  been  in  the  habit  of  practicing  before  this 
Department  and  who  might  have  some  influence  in  these  Departments.'' 

After  thinking  awhile  I  said  to  him,  "There  is  a  young  man  in  War- 
renton,%young  Mr.  Hunton,  whom  I  do  not  know  personally.  I  kno^ 
his  father  very  well.  I  knew  young  Hunton  when  a  boy.  I  have 
learned  from  others  that  he  is  a  good  lawyer.  I  know  that  he  is  a 
prominent  member  of  the  legislature  in  Virginia  at  this  time.''  This 
was  some  time  in  the  month  of  March  or  April.  Mr.  Buttz  asked  me 
if  I  would  give  him  a  letter  of  introduction  to  Hunton.  I  declined  tc 
do  it  at  first,  because  I  said  I  did  not  think  Mr.  Hunton  would  remem- 
ber me,  although  I  knew  his  father  in  public  life  twenty-five  or  thirty 
years  ago,  when  young  Hunton  was  a  little  child.  And  I  knew  so  little 
about  him  personally  that  I  felt  a  delicacy  in  giving  Mr.  Buttz  a  lettei 
of  introduction  at  that  time.  The  subject  was  introduced  afterward 
in  the  same  house  in  the  presence  of  one  or  two  gentlemen  who  now 
live  in  the  house — boarders.  Mr.  Buttz  said:  "What  you  have  said 
about  Mr.  Hunton  has  impressed  me,  and  I  would  like  to  employ  him 
in  this  case  of  mine."  Mr.  Buttz  told  me  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
case.  I  think  it  was  some  land  case  that  he  had,  land  in  Montana  Ter- 
ritory or  Montana  State.  That  is  my  impression.  He  said :  "  I  want 
to  employ  some  Democratic  lawyer.  This  is  a  Democratic  administra- 
tion ;  you  are  a  Democrat,"  and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  and  "  I  think  I 
would  like  to  employ  some  Democratic  lawyer."  It  was  in  that  way  I 
first  suggested  young  Hunton,  not  that  I  expected  that  Mr.  Buttz  would 
employ  him,  or  anything  of  that  sort.  I  merely  said  to  him  that  J 
knew  Mr.  Hunton  and  he  had  been  represented  as  a  good  lawyer.  "1 
know  he  is  a  very  prominent  member  of  the  legislature." 

The  Chairman.  And  you  gave  Mr.  Buttz  that  letter! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  gave  him  that  letter.  I  did  know  Buttz,  in  1869,  in 
the  State  of  Virginia.  He  was  then,  what  we  termed  in  our  State,  a 
carpet  bagger.  It  was  before  the  State  was  reconstructed.  I  was  a 
candidate  in  my  State  for  the  legislature,  and  I  was  a  member  of  the 
convention  that  nominated  Walker  for  governor.  I  took  a  good  deal 
of  interest  in  the  politics  of  the  State  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  way  you  became  acquainted  with  Buttz  1 
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Mr*  WAliSEB.  That  is  the  way.  Bnttz  was  a  Eepublican  and  mem- 
ber of  the  Kepablican  convention,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  how 
I  become  acquainted  with  him. 

nie  Chairman.  That  is  the  way  yon  became  acquainted  at  the 
timef 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  gave  him  this  letter? 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  these  are  the  circumstances  under  which  you 
gave  it. 

Mr.  Walker.  Those  are  the  circumstances  under  which  I  gave  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  about  a  letter  to  Mr.  Eppa 
Hunton,  jr.,  by  his  father  f 

Mr.  Walker.  He  said  to  me  afterward 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  after  you  gave  the  letter! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  will  give  you  my  remembrance.  I  saw  him  gen- 
erally. I  would  come  from  my  office  at  6  o'clock.  When  I  first  declined 
to  give  this  letter  I  think  Mr.  Buttz  said  to  me,  ^^I  have  seen  Mr.  Hun- 
toD-$  Mher  and  asked  him  to  give  a  letter,  and  he  declined  to  do  it." 

The  Chairman.  This  is  when  he  first  asked  youf 

Mr.  Walker.  That  was  afterwards.  He  first  asked  me  before,  in 
March,  I  reckon,  and  then  sometime  in  the  first  of  April.  Mr.  Buttz 
said  that  he  had  asked  Mr.  Hunton's  father  for  the  letter  of  introduc- 
tloD,  and  that  his  father  declined  to  give  it  on  the  ground  that  this 
land  claim  in  which  he  was  interested  might  ultimately  come  up  before 
the  Senate,  and  he  (Senator  Hunton)  woidd  be  required  to  vote  upon 
it  Now,  that  is  my  recollection.  But  he  persisted  that  he  would  like 
to  employ  young  Hunton. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  speak  of  any  other  business  than  the  land 
basinessf 

Mr.  Waugbr.  None  in  the  world.  And  he  really  made  some  over- 
tores  to  me  to  employ  me,  but  I  never  practiced  before  the  DepartmentS| 
ttd  I  declined.  I  think  I  recommended  Mr.  Hunton  to  him  upon  the 
ground  that  Mr.  Hunton  was  a  young  man,  prominent  lawyer,  and 
member  of  the  legislature  in  Virginia,  and  his  father  was  a  member  of 
the  Senate. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  much  time  elapsed  between  the  first  time 
that  Mr.  Hunton  was  discussed  and  the  time  at  which  you  finally  gave 
tte  letter! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  really  could  not  say.  I  do  not  think  his  name  was 
discussed  afterwards  until  he  came  to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  would  not 
be  kind  enough  to  say  to  Mr.  Hunton  in  this  letter  that  he  wanted  to 
^ploy  him  in  the  law  case. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  it  as  much  as  three  weeks  f 

Mr.  Walker.  I  think  it  was.    I  really  did  not  treasure  it  up. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  at  the  time  you  gave 
&e  letter,  or  at  any  time,  that  he  expected  to  discuss  the  tariff  or  the 
possibility  of  defeating  the  tariff  biU  ? 

Mr.  Walker.  No:  I  never  discussed  that  question.  I  think  it  was 
discussed  with  Maj.  Harris,  quite  a  prominent  man  from  the  South.  I 
^vocated  this  tariff  bill,  but  I  never  asked  Mr.  Buttz  about  the  tariff 
bill  ' 

The  Chairman.  Is  M^j.  Harris  deadf 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes }  M^j.  Harris  died  a  few  weeks  ago,  after  I  gave 
this  letter. 

4bbi 
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Senator  Allen.  Was  Maj.  Harris  a  lawyer  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  they  all  lawyers  who  boarded  at  the  same 
place  where  you  boarded? 

Mr.  Walker.  Merj.  Harris  used  to  be  a  lawyer,  bat  he  had  some 
claims  against  the  Government — cotton  claims. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  there  any  other  lawyers  boarding  there  besides 
yourself  f 

Mr.  Walker,  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  lawyers  in  the  city  whom  Mr. 
Buttz  was  in  the  habit  of  associating  with--r-yisiting? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  him  with  some  lawyers.  Some  lawyers 
used  to  come  there;  a  gentleman  named  McGowan,  who  was  counsel 
for  Maj.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.  What  time  was  thatf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  knew  a  Mr.  McGrowan  and  some  other  lawyer  who 
used  to  come  there  consulting  with  Maj.  Harris  upon  some  business  of 
his.  He  had  some  claims  before  Congress  or  the  Departments.  I  knew 
nothing  about  them. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  the  lawyers;  do  you  know! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know.  I  never  met  them  except  to  be 
casually  introduced  to  them  in  the  hall. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  Buttz  discuss  the  tariff  question 
with  them? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  never  did.    Certainly  not  in  my  presence. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  him  discuss  the  tariff  with  these 
lawyers! 

Mr.  Walker.  No.  I  never  was  in  Buttz's  room.  The  only  place  I 
met  him  was  in  the  public  room  and  M%j.  Harris's  room.. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  anything  ever  said  by  Maj.  Buttz  about  money 
to  defeat  the  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Maj.  Buttz  ever  say  anything  to  yout 

Mr.  Walker.  Never  did. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  any  other  persons  there? 

Mr.  Walker.  Never  did.  I  knew  that  Maj.  Harris  was  very  much 
opposed  to  Cleveland's  administration  and  this  tariff  bill,  and  we  used 
to  discuss  that  in  there,  but  never  discussed  it  in  the  presence  of  Buttz. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  Maj.  Harris  was  represent- 
ing any  New  Jersey  or  New  York  interests  here  in  this  city? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not.  I  think  he  had  some  cotton  claims  or  soma 
other  claims  in  the  West. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  had  he  been  here  before  his  death? 

Mr.  Walker.  Five  or  six  years.  I  never  boarded  at  this  house 
until  last  November  or  December. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  anything  going  on  among  your 
acquaintances  at  the  hotel  about  the  use  of  money? 

Mr.  Walker.  No.    This  is  only  a  boarding  house. 

Senator  Allen.  You  met  there  in  the  public  parlor  and  reception 
room? 

Mr.  Walker.  We  used  to  meet  down  there  and  play  cards  in  the 
parlor:  and  I  met  Buttz  there.    I  had  been  in  Maj.  Harris's  room. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  what  Mr.  Buttz's  business  was  in  the 
city  ? 

Mr.  Walker.  Only  he  told  me  that  he  represented  some  claim  before 
the  Land  Office  from  Great  Falls,  Mont. 
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Senator  Aulen.  Did  he  ever  say  anything  to  you  about  representing 
any  wool  interests,  or  anything  of  that  kind! 

Mr.  Walker.  He  never  did.  I  never  discussed  politics  or  anything 
else  with  Mr.  Buttz,  and  I  do  not  believe  that  any  one  in  the  house  did 
bat  Maj.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.    Were  Maj.   Buttz   and  Maj.  Harris  frequently 
together? 
Mr.  Walker.  Yes.    I  have  seen  Maj.  Buttz  in  Maj.  Harris's  room. 
Senator  Allen.  They  used  to  visit  back  and  forth! 
Mr.  Walker.  Yes.    I  used  to  play  cards  in  there. 
Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  see  any  other  lawyer  there  with  M^j* 
Buttz? 
Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  old  Judge  Harris,  of  this  city. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  name? 

Mr.  Walker.  George  T.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  number? 

Mr.  Walker.  Grant  Court — Grant  Eow.  Judge  Harris  was  there 
often.  He  was  from  this  city  and  he  had  some  claims  here.  My  impres- 
sioQ  is  that  M^.  Harris  was  representing  these  claims  of  Judge  Harris 
as  one  of  his  counsel.  Judge  Harris  was  formerly  a  member  of  Con- 
gress and  once  attorney- general  of  Mississippi. 

Senator  Allen.  What  other  lawyers  did  you  see  except  Maj.  Harris 
and  Maj.  Buttz? 

Mr.  Walker.  Maj.  Carrington  used  to  come  there  to  see  me. 

Senator  Allen.  I  speak  of  Maj.  Harris's  room. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know  any  of  them.  I  know  one  or  two  law* 
yers  who  came  there  whom  he  did  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  Judge  Harris  was  represent- 
ing any  corporate  interests  there? 

Mr.  Walker.  'N'o,  he  was  not.  Judge  Harris  told  me  that  he  had 
employed  Maj.  Harris  to  attend  to  some  matters  here  that  he  had  before 
tbe  Departments. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  in  your  judgment  is  Judge  Harris? 

Mr.  Walker.  As  old  as  I  am. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  was  Mig.  Harris? 

Mr.  Walker.  Sixty-one  or  62  years  of  age.  I  am  68  years  of  age, 
or  nearly  so. 

Senator  Axlen.  If  any  lawyer  had  come  into  that  boarding-house 
frequently  to  see  Msy.  Buttz,  who  lived  there,  boarded  there,  and  talked 
upon  the  subject  of  the  use  of  money  to  influence  votes  on  the  tariff 
issues,  have  you  any  idea  who  that  man  was? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  certainly  have  not,  and  I  think  I  would  have  heard 
flomething  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  lawver  whom  M^j.  Buttz  was 
in  the  habit  of  visiting,  at  his  office  or  home? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not.  There  was  one  lawyer  whose  name  I  men- 
tioned just  now  that  used  to  come  to  see  him  and  who  was  counsel  for 
Maj.  Harris.  I  do  not  think  Maj.  Carrington  ever  knew  anything 
abont  Buttz  or  Msg.  Harris,  except  what  he  learned  from  me.  M^. 
Carrington  came  to  see  me. 

Senator  Allen.  What  interests  was  Mr.  McGowan  representing? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  think  he  was  Maj.  Harris's  counsel.  He  u&ed  to 
speak  to  me  frequently  about  his  friend  McGowan. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow,  22d  instant,  at  10  o'clock  a.  HL 


52  INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETa 

Washington,  D.  0.,  May  22^  1894. 

The  committee  met  parsnaiit  to  adjournment. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Kyle. 

Mr.  McGowau,  counsel  for  Mr.  Buttz,  appeared  before  the  committee 
and  announced  that  Mr.  Buttz  had  been  looking  for  the  man  whose 
name  he  was  directed  to  furnish  to  the  committee,  and  did  not  know 
until  this  morning  that  the  man  had  left  the  city,  and  therefore  sug- 
gested that  Mr.  Buttz  was  not  as  yet  prepared  to  give  the  name,  hav- 
ing failed  to  secure  the  party's  consent  thereto ;  whereupon  Mr.  McGfowau 
was  informed  by  the  chairman  that  the  right  of  the  committee  to  the 
name  of  the  party  did  not  depend  upon  that  party's  consent,  and  Mr. 
McGowan  was  directed  to  produce  Mr.  Buttz  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
closing the  name. 

SWOEH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOE  EICHAED  COK& 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Texas  f 

Senator  Coke.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  serving  as  such  at  this  present  session  of 
Congress! 

Senator  Coke.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Eppa  Huntont 

Senator  Coke.  Very  well. 

The  Chairman.  And  Senator  Kylef 

Senator  Coke.  I  know  both  of  them. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Kylef 

Senator  Coke.  Since  he  has  been  a  member  of  the  Senate.  I  do  not 
remember  how  long  that  has  been. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  known  Senator  Huntont 

Senator  Coke.  I  knew  him  casually  before  he  became  a  member  of 
the  Senate,  and  very  well  since. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  hear  Senator  Hunton  speak  of  the 
visit  of  a  man  named  Buttz  to  his  sonf 

Senator  Coke.  I  heard  him  relate  the  whole  thing. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  ago  was  thatf 

Senator  Coke.  Some  three  weeks  ago,  I  reckon. 

The  Chairman.  Narrated  it  to  you? 

Senator  Coke.  Narrated  it  to  me  and  Senator  Harris;  I  think  we 
were  together.  I  think  he  talked  with  me,  but  I  was  not  with  Senator 
Harris. 

The  Chairman.  Just  state  the  substance  as  briefly  as  you  can. 

Senator  Coke.  The  substance  was  that  this  man — I  do  not  know 
that  he  was  named  at  the  time — ^had  been  up  into  Warrenton  where 
his  son  lives  and  made  a  proposition  to  his  son  respecting  the  Senator's 
vote  in  the  Senate  on  the  tariff  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  how  long  ago  that  was! 

Senator  Coke.  It  has  been  some  three  weeks  ago.  I  ask  Senator 
Harris  if  that  is  not  so! 

Senator  Harris.  Do  you  speak  of  the  Eppa  Hunton  episode  f 

Senator  Coke.  Yes. 

Senator  Harris.  I  can  not  fix  the  time.  It  has  been  four  or  six 
weeks  ago,  and  more  likely  six  than  four. 
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The  Chairman.  You  say  that  you  know  Senator  Kylef 
Senator  Coke.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  speak  to  you  about  a  man  named  Butts 
approaching  him  on  the  tariff  biUf 

Senator  Coke.  He  spoke  to  me  about  a  man  who  approached  him  and 
the  circumstances,  that  is,  the  methods  that  he,  Kyle,  pursued  with  the 
man  to  secure  testimony  against  him.  That  is  about  the  time  Senator 
Hanton  had  spoken  to  us  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  In  brief,  what  was  it  that  Senator  Kyle  saidf  Do 
not  give  any  details  at  all. 

Senator  Coke.  He  did  not  go  much  into  details.  On  the  same  day,  I 
think,  I  told  Senator  Hunton  about  what  Senator  Kyle  told  me.  I 
think  Senator  Kyle  said  that  this  man  had  approached  him  and  that 
he  had  referred  him  to  his  secretary. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  what  his  purpose  was  in  referring  him 
to  the  secretary? 

Senator  Coke.  To  get  some  other  evidence  besides  his  own. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  give  the  name  of  the  man  who  approached 
himt 

Senator  Coke.  He  did  not  give  the  name  of  the  man.  I  did  not 
ask  the  name  of  the  man«  I  do  not  think  Senator  Kyle  gave  the  name 
of  the  man. 

The  Ohairman.  Did  he  say  in  what  manner  he  approached  him  t 

Senator  Coke.  He  approached  him  in  reference  to  his  vote  against 
the  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Ai.len.  Did  you  understand  Mr.  Kyle  to  tell  you  this  right 
•hortly  after  it  occurred? 

Senator  Coke.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  About  the  time  it  occurred  t 

Senator  Coke.  About  the  time  it  occurred,  and  did  not  bind  me  over 
to  secrecy. 

Senator  Allen.  He  told  you  that  he  was  working  this  man  to  get 
more  evidence  against  himf 

Senator  Coke.  He  told  me  that  he  talked  with  this  fellow  and  con- 
olnded  in  his  own  mind  that  he  wanted  some  other  testimony  against 
him  and  he  referred  the  man  to  his  secretary. 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  getting  additional  testi 
mony  against  the  man? 

S^atorCoKE.  Yea. 


8W0RH  8TATEMEHT  OF  SENATOR  DANIEL  W.  VOORHEES. 

The  fhiArRMATr.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Indiana? 

Senator  Voobhees.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  of 
Congress t 

Senator  Yoobhees.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Kylef 

Senator  Yoobhees.  I  do. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  himt 

Senator  Yoobhees.  Since  he  entered  the  Senate. 

The  Chaibman.  Will  you  please  state  to  the  committee  whether 
Senator  Kyle  at  any  time  made  any  statement  to  you  in  regard  to  a 
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man  named  Bnttz  or  some  man  approaching  him  in  regard  to  his  vote 
on  the  tariff  bill? 

Senator  Voobhees.  He  made  a  statement  to  me  regarding  some 
man.    I  do  not  remember  whether  he  mentioned  the  name. 

Senator  Dayis.  How  long  ago  was  thatf 

Senator  Yoobheeb.  It  was  shortly  before  I  spoke.  I  was  thinking 
a  while  ago.  I  spoke  in  opening  this  tariff  debate  on  the  2d  of  Apri^ 
and  in  fixing  the  thing  in  my  mind,  which  is  somewhat  difficult  to  do, 
I  concluded  it  was  prior  to  that  and  a  little  while  before,  maybe  a  week 
or  ten  days.  Mr.  Kyle  stopped  me  at  his  seat  when  I  was  passing  him 
and  talked  in  a  manner  that  led  me  to  believe  he  was  a  good  deal 
impressed;  that  he  had  been  approached  on  this  subject,  mentioned  the 
amount,  the  circumstances  somewhat,  and  of  getting  it  through  his 
clerk,  I  believe.  I  do  not  think  he  mentioned  the  name  of  the  party. 
If  he  did  it  has  escaped  my  ndnd.  He  talked  with  me  as  if  attaching 
a  good  deal  of  importance  to  it.  I  remember  I  thought  at  the  time  that  he 
was  perhaps  attaching  more  importance  to  it  than  was  due.  I  am  not 
apt  to  attach  much  importance  to  matters  of  that  kind  unless  they 
assume  very  definite  proportions.  He  said  something  about  intending 
to  discover  the  bottom  of  it  to  find  out  what  there  was  to  it,  which  I 
oommended — ^thought  that  was  well — if  there  was  money  floating 
around  to  influence  legislation  it  was  well  to  find  it  out.  The  conver- 
sation was  a  marked  one  on  his  part,  and  yet  I  can  not  give  any  more 
of  the  details. 

Gen.  Hunton  never  spoke  to  me  on  the  subject  unless  quit<e  lately, 
jsince  the  matter  was  agitated. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  from  Senator  Kyle  that  he  had 
been  approached  just  prior  to  that  timef 

Senator  Voobhees.  It  seems  to  me  that  wayf 

Senator  Allen.  The  latter  part  of  March  f 

Senator  Yoobhees.  That  is  the  impression  that  was  made  upon  my 
mind,  that  the  circumstance  was  a  recent  one  with  him  and  had  made 
a  marked  impression  on  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  from  what  he  said  of  his  direct- 
ing this  party  to  speak  to  his  clerk  as  part  of  the  method  he  had 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  developing  the  fact  of  getting  accumulated 
evidence  against  the  manf 

Senator  Yoobhees.  Yes;  I  got  that  impression. 


8W0EH  STATEHEKT  OF  SEHATOE  I8HAM  0«  HAEBI& 

The  Ohaieman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Tennessee  f 

Senator  Habbis.  I  am. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  of 
Oongressf 

Senator  Habbis.  I  have. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Eppa  Hunton,  of  Yirginiat 

Senator  Habbis.  Yery  well. 

The  Ghaibman.  He  is  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the  State 
of  Yirginiat 

Senator  Habbis.  Yes:  he  is. 

The  Ghaibman.  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  state  to  the  committee 
whether  Senator  Hunton  made  any  statement  to  you,  and  if  so,  what^ 
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as  to  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  man  named  Battz,  or  any  man,  to 
inflaence  his  vote  in  regard  to  the  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Habbib.  Quite  five  or  six  weeks  ago,  but  my  memory  is 
uncertain  as  to  the  time;  immediately  after  the  return  of  Senator 
Hunton  Irom  his  home  in  Virginia,  he  asked  me  to  go  into  the  marble 
room,  where  he  said  to  me  that  a  man  from  Washington  had  come  to 
Warrenton  (if  that  be  the  place  of  his  home  in  Virginia)  bringing  a 
letter  of  introduction  to  his  son  from  some  other  man  in  Washington, 
who,  in  the  course  of  his  visit,  had  offered  to  his  son — I  think*  he  said — 
125,000,  if  he  (the  son)  would  control  his  father's  vote  against  the 
pending  tariff  bill,  and  asked  me  what  I  thought  he  ought  to  do  in 
respect  of  such  matter.    I  told  him  the  inclination  of  my  mind  at  first 
blush.    As  it  was  evident  such  effort  was  being  made  to  attempt  to  use 
money  to  influence  votes  in  the  Senate,  he  ought  to  announce  the  fact 
in  the  Senate.    But  I  said,  consult  some  other  Senator.    He  said  I  was 
the  first  and  only  person  to  whom  he  had  mentioned  the  fact.    I  sug- 
gested, I  do  not  remember  whom,  but  advised  him  to  consult  with 
other  Senators  about  it,  giving  as  my  own  opinion  that  it  was  a  matter 
to  which  public  attention  should  be  called. 

1  afterwards  learned  from  him  that  he  had  conferred  with  other  Sena- 
tors, hut  he  felt  a  delicacy,  m  he  said  to  me,  in  announcing  the  fact  that 
anybody  on  earth  should  think  that  he  could  be  approached  in  such 

The  Chaibman.  Had  some  feeling  of  mortification  about  itf 

Senator  Habbis.  Yes,  decidedly;  expressed  to  me  a  sense  of  humilia- 
tion that  anybody  under  any  oircumstwces  should  think  that  he  could 
be  approached  in  such  a  matter. 

The  Ghaibmait.  Did  Senator  Kyle  speak  to  youf 

Senator  Habbis.  He  did  not.  I  heard  of  tlie  Kyle  matter  through 
Senator  Coke.    Kyle  did  not  talk  to  me  about  it. 

SWOEH  STATEMENT  OF  SBHATOE  WILLIAM  E.  EATE. 

The  Ohatbman.  Yon  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Tennessee? 

Senator  Bate.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Kyle,  firom  South  Dakota? 

Senator  Batb.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibmak.  He  is  a  Senator  of  the  United  States? 

Senator  Bate.  Yes. 

The  Ghatbman.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

Senator  Bats.  Only  since  he  came  here  to  the  Senate. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  Senator  Kyle  ever  speak  to  you  or  make  any 
statement,  and  if  so,  what,  in  regard  to  an  interview  that  he  had  with 
a  man  named  Buttz  or  any  x>erson  as  to  the  vote  he  should  give  on  the 
tariff  bill? 

Senator  Bate.'  Yes.  Senator  Kyle  and  I  sit  side  by  side.  He  sat 
there  before  the  death  of  Senator  Yance,  the  seat  being  vacant,  he 
being  just  behind  me,  and  after  the  death  of  Senator  Yance  it  became 
his  seat.    He  sits  on  my  right. 

I  do  not  know  what  brought  the  matter  up,  but  it  was  through  a  dis- 
eoBsion  about  lobbyists  exercising  influence  on  the  tariff  question  that 
brought  it  up.  He  said  there  was  evidence  of  that  being  used.  I  said, 
•*How  do  you  know?  "  He  said,  ''I  have  been  approached  myself."  I 
1,  **  About  this  matter — this  tariff  question?"    He  said,  "Yes."    I 
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said,  ^  What  did  yon  do  about  it?" — something  to  that  effect;  before  I 
said  what  did  you  do,  I  said,  ^^  Didn't  yon  knock  the  fellow  down  ?  "  He 
said, "  No.''  I  said, "  Why  did  you  not  do  it  f  "  He  then  said  he  took,  he 
thought,  a  better  course,  a  wiser  course.  I  said,  ^^  What  did  you  do  t "  He 
said  to  me,  ^^  I  sent  him  to  my  clerk."  I  said,  ^' What  clerk  t "  He  said 
^^The  clerk  of  my  committee."  He  perhaps  mentioned  his  name,  which 
I  do  not  remember,  and  do  not  remember  that  he  gave  the  name  of  the 
committee.  I  said,  "What  did  you  do  that  for!"  He  said,  "I  wanted 
another  witness."  He  said  "  I  wanted  to  be  backed  up  " — something  of 
kind.  That  was  the  substance — that  he  wanted  to  catch  him;  wanted 
to  have  somebody  substantiate  him  in  any  statement  that  he  made. 
That  is  what  Senator  Kyle  said  to  me.  I  said,  "  Maybe  in  that  view  it 
is  better."  I  said,  "  What  are  you  going  to  do  in  the  matter."  He  said 
he  did  not  know.  He  asked  me  what  he  ought  to  do.  I  said,  "If  you 
had  knocked  the  fellow  down  it  would  have  been  better." 

The  Chairman.  About  what  time  was  thisf 

Senator  Bate.  I  can  not  give  you  the  date  with  accuracy,  but  some 
couple  of  weeks  before  he  left  here,  and  I  understand  he  left  the  first 
of  May  to  go  home,  so  that  I  think  it  was  five  or  six  weeks  ago.  It 
may  have  bieen  a  little  earlier  or  a  little  later. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understood  from  Senator  Kyle  that  what  he 
was  doing  all  the  way  through  was  with  the  view  of  developing  the 
tact  that  bribes  were  being  offered. 

Senator  Bate.  Clearly  so.  He  made  tfiiat  as  a  reason  to  me  for  not 
knocking  the  fellow  down. 

Senator  Allen.  To  get  hold  of  as  much  evidence  to  that  iSftct  as 
possible  at  the  timef 

Senator  Bate.  Yes. 

SWORK  8TATSMEHT  OP  8SHAT0R  JAMES  K  JOHBS. 

Senator  Davis.  You  are  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  t 

Senator  Jones.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Senator  Hnntont 

Senator  Jones.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  known  himt 

Senator  Jones.  For  a  number  of  years :  I  can  not  say  how  long- 
twelve  or  fourteen,  ten  or  twelve  years,  I  should  say. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  remember  having  a  conversation  with  Sena- 
tor Hunton  during  the  present  session  in  respect  of  an  improx>er 
advance  to  him  on  the  pending  tariff  bill? 

Senator  Jones.  Yes:  sometime  ago;  I  do  not  remember  how  long 
ago;  Gen.  Hunton  said  he  wanted  to  talk  to  me  one  morning  about  a 
matter,  a  very  delicate  matter.  He  stated  that  on  the  day  before,  I 
think,  or  a  day  or  two  before,  some  man  had  gone  to  the  home  of  his 
son  in  Virginia  and  had  offered  to  give  h^m  $25,000  if  he  would  make 
an  argument  that  would  make  him  vote  against  the  tariff  bill.  He 
seemed  to  be  very  much  worried  and  annoyed  about  it,  and  was  doubt> 
ful  about  just  what  he  ought  to  do,  and  was  advising  with  me  what 
course  he  should  take  in  the  matter.  I  did  not  give  him  any  opinion, 
for  I  was  doubtful  about  what  he  ought  to  do. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  what  sum  had  been  offered  f 

Senator  Jones.  Twenty-five  thousand  dollars,  I  think,  was  the  sum. 

Senator  DAVIS.  Can  you  fix  the  date  with  any  more  precision  than 
you  have! 
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Senator  Jones.  The  only  way  I  can  approximate  it  is  that  I  think  the 
proposition  was  made  the  day  before  or  the  second  day  before. 

lie  Chairman.  Had  Senator  Hnnton  just  returned  from  Virginiaf 

Senator  Jones.  That  was  my  understanding — ^that  he  had  just 
learned  of  the  affair. 

The  Chairman.  Had  he  just  returned  from  Virginia. 

Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  know,  but  it  was  my  impression  that  he 
had  just  learned  of  the  offer;  learned  it  within  twenty- four  hours. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understood  that  he  spoke  to  you  promptly! 

Senator  Jozies.  That  is,  immediately  after  he  learned  it  himself.  My 
impression  is  that  he  spoke  to  me  on  Monday  morning;  probably  Tues- 
day morning.  It  was  in  the  early  part  of  the  week,  and  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  it  had  just  occurred. 


SWOBV  STATEMSHT  OF  SENATOR  OEOBGE  G.  VEST. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Missouri? 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  yon  are  serving  at  the  present  session  of 
Congress! 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Hnnton,  of  Virginiaf 

Senator  Vest.  Very  well. 

The  Chairman.  The  present  Senator  of  the  United  States  ftom  that 
StoteY 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Ohaibman.  How  long  have  yon  known  himt 

Senator  Vest.  I  have  known  him  twenty-five  years. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Senator  Hunton  ever  make  any  statement  to 
yon,  and,  if  so,  what,  as  to  the  approach  of  a  man  named  Buttz  or  some 
person  to  his  son  for  the  purpose  of  controlling  his  vote  on  the  tariff 
bint 

Senator  Vest.  Yes.  I  would  not  undertake  to  give  the  exact  date, 
bnt  I  was  sitting  in  my  seat  in  the  Senate  some  weeks  ago,  possibly 
sii  weeks — I  wiU  not  be  positive  about  that — and  I  saw  Senator  Hun- 
ton in  conversation  with  the  chairman  of  this  committee  (Senator 
Oray)  in  the  same  aisle  where  my  seat  is.  Senator  Gray  occupied  Sen- 
^r  Ransom's  seat — ^he  and  Senator  Blackburn.  At  the  termination 
of  their  conversation — ^I  was  engaged  in  writing  something — Senator 
Hnnton  came  to  my  desk  and  said  he  wanted  to  talk  to  me.  He  then 
went  on  to  say  it  was  a  very  delicate  matter  and  one  that  gave  him  a 
good  deal  of  trouble:  that  he  was  humiliated  in  having  his  name  con- 
iiected  with  any  such  transaction  as  he  named. 

He  then  said  that  his  son  had  written  him  that  a  man  had  come  to 
Mm  (the  son)  with  a  letter  of  introduction  from  somebody  in  Wash- 
iiigton,  and  my  recollection  is  that  this  man  wanted  to  see  young 
Hnnton  at  Warrenton  in  regard  to  a  land  claim,  and  wound  up  by  say- 
mg  that  he  wanted  to  give  young  Hunton  $25,000  if  he  would  get  his 
&&ertovote  against  the  tariff  bill;  that  they  intended  to  beat  the 
bill;  that  this  man,  whose  name  I  do  not  remember,  and  I  do  not  think 
Senator  Hunton  gave  itj  was  prepared  to  furnish  young  Hunton  a 
written  brief  and  argument  which  would  furnish  aJl  the  ostensible 
i^aeons  necessary  for  his  father  to  give  that  vote.  There  was  a  good 
deal  more  said,  but  that  was  about  the  substance.    Senator  Hunton 
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asked  my  advice.  I  asked  him  if  he  knew  the  man  named  who  had 
given  the  letter  of  introduction  to  this  person.  He  said  he  did  not. 
Said  I,  '*•  It  seems  to  me  the  first  thing  to  do  is  to  ascertain  that." 

I  said  I  would  go  down  and  see  my  son  or  write  him  and  find  out  all 
the  details  of  the  transaction.  I  said,  ''of  course  there  is  but  one  of 
two  things  to  do  in  a  case  of  this  sort — either  to  say  nothing  about  it, 
(and  that  wasa  questionfor  him  to  determine  for  himself,)  or  if  he  should 
mention  it  to  go  to  the  bottom  of  it.  He  said  he  wanted  to  go  to  the 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  his  friends.  He  said  he  did  not 
object  to  my  mentioning  it  to  any  Senator.  I  did  talk  tq  Senator  Mills 
about  it.  But  I  did  not  hear  anything  more  about  it  until  this  item  in 
the  newspapers.  You  may  be  able  to  fix  the  date,  because  we  talked 
of  it  and  discussed  the  matter  shortly  after  the  Senator  left  me. 


Washinoton,  D.  0.,  May  23y  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  Chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay^  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Kyle. 

8W0EH  TE8TIM0NT  OF  ME.  C.  W.  BUTTZ— Eefomed. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  were  testifying  last,  on  Monday  evening, 
you  spoke  of  an  attorney  in  Washington  who  had  told  you  that  if  he 
could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  tariff  bill  he,  the 
attorney,  would  get  $15,000,  of  which  you  would  get  $1,000. 

Mr.  BtJTTZ.  That  he  would  make  $15,000. 

The  Chairman.  And  give  you  $1,000. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  And  give  me  $1,000  to  find  out 

The  Chairman.  You  were  asked  the  name  of  the  attorney,  which  you 
were  at  that  time  declined  to  give.    Are  you  prepared  to  give  it  now? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  I  have  seen  the  gentleman,  and  he  did  not  consent 
to  my  giving  his  name.    He  denies  that  he  told  me  that. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  that  gentleman  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  His  name  is  Edward  Holman.  He  has  a  middle  name, 
Edward  K.  Holman  or  Edward  6.  Holman.  Your  will  find  it  in  the 
directory.  You  will  find  his  law  office  on  G  street  between  Seventh 
and  Eighth  streets,  on  the  north  side  of  6. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  had  you  known  himt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Oh,  four  or  five  years — ^no,  two  or  three  years,  I  guess. 

The  Chairman.  How  old  a  man  is  hef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  About  your  age,  I  guess. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  it  that  he  so  told  you  that  he  could  make 
$15,000  if  he  could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  tariff 
bill,  and  would  give  you  $1,000  for  doing  thatf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  said  that  be  could  make  $15,000  if  I  could  find 
out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote^  but  he  could  make  $15,000  if  the 
tmff  bill  was  beaten,  and  would  give  me  $1,000  if  I  could  find  out  how 
Senator  Kyle  would  vote. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  this ! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  At  my  boarding  house. 

The  Chairman.  Does  he  call  there  firequentlyl 
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Mr.  BxTTTZ.  No.    He  called  there  to  see  me  at  the  hoase.    It  was  in 
Haj.  Harris's  room. 
The  Chairman.  When  was  itt 

Mr.  BiTTTZ.  Early  in  April.  Maj.  Harris  was  taken  sick,  and  he  died 
on  the  11th  of  April,  and  he  was  sick  about  a  week.  He  had  acute 
pneumonia,  and  died  in  about  a  we.ek.  I  think  he  was  in  Mr.  McGowan's 
office  the  day  he  was  taken  sick.    He  was  out  on  the  street. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  BiTTTZ.  He  died  on  the  11th,  and  I  think  it  must  have  been  a 
week  before  that,  between  the  1st  and  5th  of  April. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afterwards  was  it  that  you  told  Senator 
Kyle! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  had  several  interviews  with  Senator  Kyle  about  the 
matter,  and  I  do  not  know  at  which  one  of  those  interviews  it  was,  but 
it  was  soon  afterward. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  the  first  interview  in  which  you  talked  about 
the  tariff,  and  the  only  one! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  that  we  talked  before.  I  said  so  much  to 
Urn  about  money  that  I  do  not  feel  able  to  say.  I  took  little  stock  in 
bim;  it  was  mere  idle  talk. 

The  Chairman.  According  to  your  best  recollection  it  was  between 
the  Ist  and  5th  of  April  that  Mr.  Holman  so  told  youT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  was  the  talk  in  Mr.  Harris's  room,  and  I  believe 
with  Mr.  Holman. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  present  at  the  interview! 

Mr.  BiTTTZ.  Mi^.  Harris  was  there. 

The  Chairman.  Any  one  else! 

Mr  BuTTZ.  That  I  do  not  recollect — ^whether  Mr.  BoUins  was  there 
or  not.  Maj.  Harris  was  feeling  unwell,  and  he  had  been  feeling  unwell 
for  three  or  four  years.  He  was  out  three  or  four  days,  and  was  out 
the  day  before  he  was  taken  sick  with  acute  pneumonia,  but  he  kept 
luB  room  mostiy  for  three  years;  would  go  out  very  little. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  say  to  that  proposition  of  hist 

Mr.  Btjttz.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  know  whether  I  could  find  out 
or  not;  that  when  I  saw  Mr.  Kyle  again  I  would  try  to  find  out  whether 
be  would  vote  for  or  against  the  bill ;  that  I  was  opposed  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Holman  ever  speak  to  you  again  about  the 
matter  Y 

Mr.  BiTTTZ.  No;  Maj.  Harris  was  taken  sick  about  that  time,  and  got 
80  sick  that  nothing  further  was  ever  said  to  him,  and  I  have  no  more 
recollection  about  Holman  speaking  to  me  about  it  until  I  went  to  see 
bim  the  other  day. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  ask  you  whether  you  found  out  how 
Mr.  Kyle  would  votet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No :  I  do  not  recollect.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any 
talk  about  that.    I  do  not  think  I  ever  told  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  ask  you  whether  you  had  found  outt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  find  outt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  After  that  did  you  see  Mr.  Holman  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Mr.  Holman's  office  is  right  around  the  comer  from 
where  I  room,  and  I  saw  him  quite  frequently.  I  have  been  here  all 
winter. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  see  Mr.  Holman  frequently  after  thatf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  did.    I  did  not  see  him  frequently 
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and  talk  to  bim,  bat  be  would  pass  and  repass,  and  be  frequently  came 
into  Maj.  Harris's  office. 

Tbe  Ch AIBMAN.  How  often  did  you  meet  bim  1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  not  say  tbat. 

Tbe  Chairman.  Did  you  meet  bim  in  tbe  sense  of  a  person  wbom 
you  knew  and  bave  some  intercbange  of  speecb  witb  bimt 

Mr.  BiJTTZ.  I  may  bave  met  bim  two  or  tbree  times  afterwards. 

Tbe  Chairman.  And  you  are  sure  tbe  matter  was  not  mentioned 
afterward  Y 

Mr.  Btjttz.  I  bave  no  recollection  tbat  it  was. 

Tbe  Chairman.  You  say  you  did  say  you  would  try  to  And  out  bow 
Senator  Kyle  would  vote? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  bave  a  talk  witb  Mr.  Kyle  to  try  to  persuade  bim 
tbat  it  would  be  to  tbe  interest  of  our  Nortbwest  farmers  to  defeat  tbe 
tariff  bill. 

Tbe  Chairman.  And  you  did  tell  Mr.  Holman  tbat  you  would  try 
to  find  outf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did. 

Tbe  Chairman.  And  you  never  succeeded  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Tbe  Chairman.  And  you  afterwards  met  Mr.  Holman  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recollect  telling  bim. 

Tbe  Chairman.  Ton  did  not  tell  bim  of  your  want  of  success  t 

Mr.  BiTTTZ.  No. 

Tbe  Chairman.  And  be  never  asked  youf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  never  asked  me.  I  regarded  it  more  as  idle  talk, 
and  took  no  serious  account  of  it. 

Tbe  Chairman.  Is  Holman  a  man  engaged  in  praotioing  law  bere 
now? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  believe  be  is. 

Tbe  Chaibman.  An  active  practitioner  t 

Mr.  Btjttz.  I  believe  so. 

Tbe  Chairman.  A  man  of  standing  at  tbe  barf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  bow  be  stands  at  tbe  bar. 

Tbe  Chairman.  How  does  be  impress  youT 

Mr.  BuTTz.  It  strikes  me  be  stands  wdA. 

Tbe  Chaibman.  Struck  you  as  a  man  of  intelligence  and  oharacterf 

Mr.  BuTTz.  Yes. 

Tbe  Chairman.  So  Ceu-  as  you  know,  I  meanf 

Mr.  Btjttz.  Yes. 

Tbe  Chaibman.  And  you  bave  no  otber  acquaintance  with  bimt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Tbe  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  of  bis  being  engaged  in  matters  before 
Congress,  promoting  tbem  or  opposing  tbemt 

Mr.  Btjttz.  He  came  to  me  one  day  witb  a  bill  and  asked  me  to  get 
Senator  Hansbrougb  to  introduce  it.  It  was  a  bill  relating  to  a  party 
down  in  tbe  navy-yard  wbo  bad  been  killed  by  loading  a  sbell — bomb. 

The  Chaibman.  A  claim  on  tbe  Government  tbat  required  tbe  action 
of  Congress  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  wanted  a  bill  introduced  to  pay  tbe  widow  for  tbe 
loss  of  ber  busband's  life. 

Tbe  Chaibman.  One  of  tbose  ordinary  classes  of  cases  against  tbe 
Government  tbat  require  Congressional  action Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Tbe  Chaibman.  Is  tbat  tbe  only  case  whicb  you  know  of  Mr.  Hol- 
man being  engaged  inT 
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Mr.  BuTTz.  The  only  one  I  recollect. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  you  ever  consulted  him  about  any  claims  against 
the  Government  and  before  Congress  Y 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  you  ever  employed  him  in  any  legal  matters? 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chaibman.  So  far  as  you  know,  Mr.  Holman  is  a  man  of  good 
Btanding,  intelligence,  and  character  Y 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Why  did  you  say  that  if  you  should  tell  us  who  it 
vaB  we  would  laugh  Y  • 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  W^,  I  believed  you  would,  because  there  is  no  earthly 
itlation  to  it.  I  do  not  believe  either  of  them  had  a  cent  or  any  means 
of  getting  it. 

The  Ohaibman.  Why  did  you  say  that  when  we  heard  his  name  we 
vonld  laugh  T 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I,  perhaps,  made  a  thoughtless  remark  to  that  extent. 
I  do  not  know  of  anything  in  his  name  to  laugh  about,  but  about  the 
proposition  of  $15,000. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  that  Mr.  Holman  is  a  man  of  fair  intelli- 
gence, and,  so  flax  as  you  know,  of  good  standing  and  character  in  the 
community  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  A  lawyer,  and  has  an  office? 

Mr.BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  there  about  him  that  would  excite  amuse- 
ment at  hearing  his  name? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  that  remark  I  intended  to  apply  to  him, 
bnt  I  think  to  the  transaction — what  was  said. 

Tlie  Chaibman.  You  told  us  what  was  said.  You  said  we  would  be 
amnsed,  or  laugh,  some  such  expression,  when  we  heard  his  name. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  mean  that  as  applying  to  him. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Holman  is  the  gentleman  you  had  in  mind  on 
Monday! 

Mr.BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  were  you  yesterday!  I  ask  because  we 
•^ted  you  here  yesterday  at  10  o'clock. 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  was  looking  for  a  witness  in  the  matter, 

^e  Chaibman.  What  witness! 

Mr.  Btjttz.  I  could  not  find  him. 

^e  Chaibman.  What  is  his  namef 

Mr.  Buttz.  Clinton  Rice. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  does  he  live  f 
Mr.  Buttz.  He  lives  in  Washington,  here. 
The  CHAiBifAN.  What  is  his  business! 
Mr.  Buttz.  I  think  he  is  a  claim  agent. 
The  Chaibman.  Has  an  office  here! 
Mr.  Buttz.  I  think  he  has  rooms  here. 
The  Chaibman.  Where  was  he  from  originallyt 
Mr.  Buttz.  That  I  do  not  know. 
The  Chaibman.  How  long  have  you  known  him! 
Mr.  Buttz.  I  never  knew  him  intimately,  but  off  and  on  for  two  or 
three  years — aCbont  two  years.    I  heard  that  he  was  at  Leesburg,  Va., 
and  I  went  and  took  the  train  to  find  him  on  yesterday,  but  was 
miable  to  find  him,  and  came  back.    I  told  Mr.  McGowan. 
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The  Chaieman.  Why  was  it  necessary  to  see  Mr.  Kxce  before  yon 
testified  on  yesterday  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  not  necessary.  I  did  not  think  of  Mr.  Bice  in 
my  testimony  yesterday.    He  had  no  connection  with  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  he  ever  spoken  to  you  about  beating  the  tarifi 
billt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  We  had  general  talks.  I  wanted  to  talk  with  him  on 
another  matter. 

The  Ohaibhan.  Had  he  ever  talked  with  you  about  beating  the 
tariff  bill? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  he  had. 

The  Ohaibman.  Had  he  ever  talked  to  you  about  Mr.  Kyle  and  Mr. 
Huntont 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  think  I  had.  If  anything,  it  was  between 
Holman  and  Harris,  and  I  wanted  to  find  out  if  Eice  did  know.  I 
wanted  to  see  and  talk  with  him;  that  is  all. 

The  Ohaibman.  Then  you  were  not  looking  for  the  person  Holman  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  went  to  see  Mr.  Holman  soon  after  leaving  the 
committee  room  that  day. 

The  Chaibman.  Then  you  are  not  seeking  Holman  to  get  his  consent 
to  your  stating  his  namef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  went  to  see  Holman  soon  after  I  left  the  com- 
mittee room. 

The  Chaibman.  You  gave  your  counsel  the  impression  that  you 
were  looking  for  the  person  whose  name  you  declined  to  give  on  Mon- 
day, and  that  when  you  found  him  you  would  be  here? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  was  a  wrong  impression  that  he  got;  that  was  not 
the  fact.  I  went  directly  from  the  committee  room  that  day  to  hunt 
up  Mr.  Holman;  went  to  his  house  to  see  him. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  tiliat  you  did  not  go  to  see  Mr.  Bice  with 
reference  to  anybody  connected  with  this  question  before  the  com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  I  did  not  say  had  no  connection.  I  went  to  see 
him  to  ascertain  if  he  remembered  a  certain  thing  that  I  was  going  to 
ask  him. 

The  Chaibman.  Will  you  state  what  that  certain  thing  wasf 

Mr.  BuTTz.  It  was  in  connection  with  what  M%j.  Harris  said. 

The  Chaibman.  In  regard  to  what! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  regard  to  this  tariff  business. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  recollection  with  regard  to  what  M%j. 
Harris  saidT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  he  could  make  $15,000  if  this  bill  were  defeated. 

The  Chaibman.  That  Maj.  Harris  saidT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  You  wanted  to  ask  Mr.  Bice  about  thatf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  He  was  acquainted  with  Msy .  Harris  and  acquainted 
with  me,  and  I  wanted  to  know  if  he  knew. 

The  Chaibman.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  the  special  thing  that 
you  wanted  Mr.  Eice  to  tell  you! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Whether  he  heard  M%j.  Harris  say  that  he  could  make 
$15,000  if  tlie  bill  were  defeated. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  you  ever  heard  Maj.  Harris  say  thatf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  If  I  did,  it  was  at  the  time  Mr.  Holman  was  in  there;  I 
was  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Holman  said  it.  He  denies  it;  says 
that  he  did  not  say  it — that  Maj.  Harris  said  it.  I  always  believed  that 
Mr.  Holman  was  the  one,  but  he  says  he  did  not  say  it.    I  was  under 
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tbe  impiessfon  that  he  was  the  one  who  said  it  to  me,  talking  in  Mi^. 
Harris's  room. 

The  Ghaibhan.  Is  that  the  matter  yod  were  looking  for  Mr.  Bice 
about  Y 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes, 

The  Chairman.  What  was  your  information  Y 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  landlady  told  me  at  the  room  that  Mr.  Eice  had 
gone  to  inspect  some  coal  fields  in  Virginia,  and  she  told  me  that  I 
eould  find  him  in  Mr.  Jenny's  office,  a  lawyer  in  Leesbnrg.  I  went  to 
Leesburg,  and  Mr.  Jenny  had  gone  to  Albemarle  County,  an  ac^oining 
county,  with  his  partner  to  attend  court.  I  could  not  see  anybody 
but  Mrs.  Jenny,  and  she  said  that  her  husband  was  away,  and  she 
would  not  know  whether  Mr.  Eice  was  with  him  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  Eice  about 
getting  115,000  in  case  this  tariff  bill  was  beaten? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ISo. 

The  CHAIBMA.N.  Never? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  he  ever  spoken  to  you  about  itf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  awhile  ago,  I  think,  in  reply  to  a  question, 
that  Mr.  Holman  was  the  person  who  told  you  that  he  could  make  or 
get  $15,000  if  the  bill  were  beaten,  and  you  do  not  recollect  anybody 
being  present  but  Mr.  Sice  and  Mr.  Harris. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  Mr.  Eice  was  present  or  not. 
I  wanted  to  see  Mr.  Bice  for  that. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  that  Holman  denies  ever  having  had  any 
rach  talk  with  you! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Mr.  Holman  denies  having  said  it  to  me. 

Senator  Davis.  After  that  denial  you  went  off  to  hunt  up  the  other 
man  for  confirmation  T 

Mr.  BuTTz.  After  Holman  denied  it,  I  thought  I  would  hunt  np 
Bice  to  prove  by  him  that  Holman  said  it  in  Maj.  Harris's  room.  I 
<lid  not  recollect  whether  Hice  was  there  or  not. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  tell  your  counsel  that  you  were  going  there! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  told  my  counsel  what  I  was  going  to  do;  told  him  the 
whole  thing. 

,  The  Ghaibman.  You  went  to  Warrenton  to  see  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton, 
jr.;  when  was  that? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recollect  without  looking  at  those  letters.  I 
bave  the  papers  with  those  letters.    I  recollect  the  fact  of  going  there. 

The  Ghaibman.  There  is  no  dispute  about  the  dates;  there  is  no 
desire  to  trap  you  at  all.    That  was  not  the  object  of  my  question. 

Mr.  BuTTZ  (After  examining  letter).  That  is  dated  the  20th  of 
March. 

The  Ghaibman.  Yes. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  some  time  after  that. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  you  went  there  ? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes.  Bight  in  that  conne(^tion  I  wish  to  say  that  I  see 
fcy  the  newspapers,  one  of  them,  that  Eppa  Hunton,  jr.,  kicked  me 
ontof  the  house.  I  would  like  to  say  that  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton  treated 
ine  like  a  gentleman.  I  wan  there  an  hour.  He  came  to  the  door  and 
J>ade  me  good-bye.  Two  or  three  hours  before  the  train  left  I  thought 
of  my  Land  Otifice  matter,  that  he  might  assist  me,  and  I  went  back  to 
his  house,  rang  the  door  bell.    The  servant  said  he  was  asleep,  and  I 


64  INVESTIGATION  OP  ATTEMPTS   AT  BRIBERY,  ETC. 

l«ft  my  card.  If  lie  had  kicked  me  oat,  I  do  not  think  I  would  have 
gone  back. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Hnnton  did  not  say  that,  or  anytning  like  it. 
Yon  went  to  see  Mr.  Huntou  and  speak  to  him  about  the  matter  men- 
tioned in  that  letter,  the  business  before  the  Land  Office  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  he  declined  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it.  I 
think  you  said  in  your  examination  on  Monday  that  you  drifted  into  a 
general  conversation. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  General  conversation.  We  Had  nothing  else  but  general 
conversation. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  aok  you  if,  in  that  general  conversation, 
you  offered  him,  or  said  he  could  receive,  $25,000  if  he  would  present 
an  argument,  with  which  you  would  furnish  him,  to  his  father  to  defeat 
the  tariff  billY 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Not  in  that  sense.  I  have  no  doubt  I  said  that  these 
parties  would  give  a  large  fee. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  would  give  him  $25,000 
if  he  would  present  an  argument  to  his  father  to  vote  against  the  bill! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Not  that  I  would  give  him  $25,000. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  that  anybody  else  would  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I  said  to  Eppa  Hunton  that  they 
would  pay  a  large  sum.    It  was  general  talk. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  at  that  interview  offer  to  furnish  Mr.  Hun- 
ton an  argument  to  be  used  on  the  tariff  bill  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Kot  at  all;  I  talked  against  the  bill. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  at  that  conversation  say  that  young  Hunton 
could  or  would  receive  from  any  source  any  sum  of  money  contingent 
upon  his  voting  against  the  tanS  biUf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  never  didt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  no  doubt  I  have  said  that  anybody  oonld  get  a 
fee  if  they  would  bring  any  influence  to  bear.  But  as  to  saying  he 
could  get  a  fee  if  his  father  voted  against  it,  he  misunderstood  me 
entirely;  I  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  mention  any  specific  sumf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  may  have  said  $25,000,  $50,000,  $75,000,  or  $100,000. 
We  talked  about  different  things,  talked  an  hour  there. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  never  made  a  specific  offer  to  him  on  your 
behalf  or  on  behalf  of  anybody  else  if  he  would  present  that  argument 
to  his  father  and  convince  him  that  he  should  vote  against  the  bUl ;  you 
never  said  he  would  receive  $25^000  or  any  other  amount  for  thatt 

Mr.  BiJTTz.  Ko;  never  did.  He  may  have  understood  it  differently 
from  what  I  did.  I  intended  to  make  no  such  offer.  I  had  no  author- 
ity to  do  so,  and  I  do  not  see  why  he  should  understand  it  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  had  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Holman 
when  you  went  to  see  Mr.  Hunton,  in  regard  to  the  $150,0 JO  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  the  date;  I  do  not  recollect.  I  can  not 
tell  from  that  letter  of  introduction  the  date  I  went  down  there.  I 
would  have  to  go  and  look  at  the  hotel  register  at  Warrenton,  which 
will  show.    I  took  my  dinner  at  the  hotel. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Kyle  in 
which  Mr.  Kyle  refers  to  $15,000  you  offered  to  pay  him  was  a  mistake; 
that  you  only  referred  to  $15,000  that  this  attorney  would  receive  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  1^0 ;  that  he  could  make. 

The  Chairman.  If  the  bill  was  beaten f 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  If  the  bill  was  beaten. 

Tlie  Chairman.  Now,  you  say,  yon  may  have  told  him  that  they 
wonid  give  $25,000,  or  some  other  large  sum,  if  the  bill  was  beaten — 
before  that  had  anybody  talked  to  you  of  their  being  able  to  make 
$25,000  if  the  bill  was  beaten  T 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko;  all  I  have  is  the  newspaper  talk — ^that  large  amonnts 
of  money  were  used  or  being  nsed. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  go  when  you  went  to  Warren  ton  j 
when  did  you  arrive  there  t 

Mr.  Buttz.  I  left  here  on  a  Sunday  morning  and  when  I  arrived 
there  I  went  to  the  hotel,  registered,  and  took  dinner — early  dinner. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  name  did  you  register? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Charles  W.  Buttz. 

The  Chairman.  Where  from  1 

Mr.  BxjTTZ.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  from  Virginia — ^I  used  to 
live  there— or  Washington,  or  North  Dakota. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  register  from  Eichmondt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  remember  as  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  register  from  Eichmondt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  register  may  show  so. 

The  Chairman.  K  you  so  registered,  why  did  you  register  from 
Bichmondt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  There  would  be  no  reason — a  stranger  going  to  Warren- 
ton.   I  do  not  remember  that  I  did. 
The  Chairman.  You  say  you  may  have  done  so.    Why  did  you 

dosof 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  give  any  reason. 

The  Chairman.  You  went  immediately  from  Washington  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  went  immediately  from  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  in  Washington! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Since  the  commencement  of  Congress. 

^eOHAiRMAN.  Since  last  December  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

^he  Chairman.  How  long  since  you  have  been  m  Bichmondt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  good  many  years — 1869  or  1870. 

The  Chairman.  Not  since  18701 

Mr.BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  give  any  reason  why  you  did  register  from 
Richmond,  if  you  did  register  from  Eichmondf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  can  not  now  imagine. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  do  not  know  whether  you  did  or  nott 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  remember.    I  may  have  done  so. 
The  Chairman.  You  may  have  done  so.   Why  do  you  say  that  if 
you  have  not  lived  there  for  a  quarter  of  a  century! 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  would  not  register  from  Washington. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  where  you  last  came  m>mY 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving  Eppa  Hunton, 
l^use  my  letter  disclosed. 
The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  register  from  Eichmondf 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Because  I  did  not  reside  in  Washington. 
The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  not  register  from  North  Dakota t 
Mr.  B0TTZ.  I  suppose  I  could  have  registered  from  North  Dakota. 
ft  does  not  make  any  difference  where  I  registered  from. 

The  Chairman.  That  depends.  Why  did  you  not  register  from  North 
Dakota  or  Washington! 

5BRI 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  lived  at  Norfolk. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  not  register  from  there,  if  you  lived 
at  Norfolk  since  you  lived  at  Eichmond! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  Bichmond  last. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  were  you  in  BichmoDdf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recoUect. 

The  Chairman.  A  month  1 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  recollect  how  long  I  lived  in  Bichmond. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  live  there  a  month  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  stopped  in  Bichmond  off  and  on  for  four  or  five 
years.    My  permanent  residence  was  in  Norfolk. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  register  at  Warrenton  as  from  Norfolk  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  might  have  registered  from  Bichmond. 
Something  must  have  operated  on  your  mind  to  cause  you  to  do  that. 
Why  did  you  register  from  Bichmond? 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.  I  have  no  reason  to  assign 
for  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  assign  no  reason  at  allT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  not  think  of  any. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  have  not  lived  in  Bichmond  since  18701 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  can  not  tell  whether  you  lived  there  a 
month  continuously  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  live  there  a  week? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  oft' and  on  a  longer  time  than  that. 

The  Chairman.  Putting  them  all  together! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  you  were  talking  to  Mr.  Kyle,  and  attempt 
ing  to  find  out  how  he  would  vote,  did  you  believe  there  was  $1,000  in 
sight  for  you! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  never  thought  it  would  come  from  Holman.  He 
never  had  a  cent.  He  lived  on  borrowed  money  rather  than  anything 
else.    That  is  why  I  said  you  woald  laugh. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  never  did  talk  to  Senator  Kyle  until  after  thai 
man  said  if  the  bill  was  beaten  he  could  make  $15,000? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  had.  I  talked  to  Kyle  the  very  first  time  I  went 
to  see  him.  That  was  my  hobby.  There  was  a  stress  brought  on  m 
farmers  out  there,  and  I  spoke  to  him  the  first  time  I  went  ^er  him. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  mention  to  Senator  Kyle  that  yon 
could  make  $1,000  and  he  $14,000  if  you  did  not  believe  this  man  Y 

Mr.  BuTTz.  You  certainly  do  not  comprehend  what  I  meant.  1 
stated  to  Mr.  Kyle,  a  laughable  matter,  that  there  was  $15,000  to  b€ 
made  to  find  out  how  he  would  vote;  that  is,  if  the  bill  was  beaten,  and 
the  man  would  give  me  $1,000  if  I  could  find  out  how  he  would  vote 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  did  not  consider  that  offer  to  be  made 
by  a  responsible  person,  and  attached  no  weight  to  itf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No  weight. 

The  Chairman.  I  ask  you  why  you  thought  it  of  sufficient  impor 
tance  to  mention  it  to  Mr.  KyleY 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  More  in  a  joking  way,  to  show  how  ridiculous  these 
things  were. 

The  Chairman.  What  ridiculous  things  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  The  talk  that  there  was  $1,000  to  find  out  how  he  would 
vote. 


INVESTIGATION  OP  AITTEMPTS  AT  BRIBERY,  ETC.  67 

The  Chairman.  You  told  him  that  yoa  were  offered  $1,000  to  find 
out  how  he  would  vote? 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibkan.  And  the  person  who  made  the  offer  to  you  would 
make  $14,0001 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Dayib.  Did  you  tell  Senator  Kyle  that  this  was  a  laughable 
matter  t 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  did  not  believe  it  when  you  heard  itt 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Certainly  not.  • 

The  Chairman.  You  stated  that  you  believed  Mr.  Holman  to  be  a 
man  of  fair  standing  and  character  Y 
Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  yet  you  did  not  believe  what  he  saidY 
Mr.BuTTZ.  I  did  not  believe  that  he  could  get  $1,000;  I  did  not 
believe  that  he  had  it. 
The  Chairman.  That  he  could  make  itt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  did  not  believe  it;  I  do  not  care  whether  it  was  specu- 
lating on  stock  or  betting,  or  both;  did  not  believe  that  he  had  the 
means  of  making  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  you  were  talking  to  young  Mr.  Hunton 
ftbont  these  large  sums  of  money  that  could  be  utilized  for  or  against 
the  tariff  bill,  did  you  believe  what  you  were  talking  about  then  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  is,  in  one  sense  of  the  word  I  did,  and  in  another 
1  did  not;  just  as  you  do  about  these  charges  that  are  now  going  around 
^  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  believe  that  there  were  large  sums  of 
money  raised  by  the  high-tariff  men  and  the  English  people  interested 
in  the  low  tariff! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Seriously,  I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  do  not  believe  now  that  the  money  was 
raised  by  either  side? 

Ur.  BuTTZ.  That  is  my  judgment.  I  have  talked  it  to  different 
people. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  did  not  believe  itf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  one  sense  of  the  word  I  did  nott 

The  Chaibkan.  In  which  sense  of  the  wordf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  miui  is  not  to  believe  unless  he  knows.  I  had  the 
impression  that  a  man's  interest  would  lead  him  to  raise  money  to  pro- 
tect his  interests;  but  to  believe,  I  must  know. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  believed  that  a  man  interested  would  raise 
money  to  corrupt  the  Congress  oi  the  United  States;  to  influence  its 
^on  upon  a  matter  upon  which  he  was  interested? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko;  I  do  not  believe  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
«  corrupt. 

Senator  Lendsay.  Not  that  it  is  corrupt,  but  that  men  would  raise 
money  to  corrupt  itf 

Mr,  BuTTZ.  Not  necessarily  to  corrupt,  but  to  raise  money  to  make 
ftrgnments  and  speeches.  I  do  not  see  why  you  should  say  corrupt 
purposes;  there  are  legitimate  purposes,  as  well  as  corrupt  purposes, 
for  which  money  could  be  raised. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  believe  that  it  would  be  legitimate  to 
make  $1,000  by  finding  out  how  a  Senator  would  vote? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  If  a  man  is  willing  to  throw  his  money  away  that  way 
it  would  not  affect  the  Senator. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  When  yoa  applied  to  Senator  Hanton  for  a  letter 
of  introduction  to  his  son,  was  that  before  or  after  the  Holman  and 
Harris  matter? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  applied  to  Senator  Hnnton  before  Mty.  Walker  wrote 
this. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  before  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know.  I  came  here  when  Congress  met.  Maj. 
Walker  gave  it  to  me  in  March. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  not  Walker  the  man  who  recommended  yonng 
Hnnton  to  yout 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  did  not  know  that  Senator  Hnnton  had  a  son. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  after  Mr.  Walker  recommended  him  that 
yon  saw  the  Senator  Y 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Yon  had  no  doubt  that  if  the  Senator  had  given 
you  a  letter  to  his  son  you  would  have  been  able  to  enlist  his  son  in 
any  business  arrangements  you  might  have? 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  do  not  know  about  the  business  arrangements.  I  am 
satisfied  if  the  father  had  given  me  a  letter  the  son  would  have  gone 
into  this  Land  Office  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  thought  you  would  have  accomplished  more 
by  a  letter  of  introduction  from  the  father  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  knew  the  Senator  a  number  of  years.  I  know  him  in 
one  sense  better  than  he  knows  me.  I  have  passed  out  of  his  sight. 
I  speak  to  him  when  I  come  to  Washington.  I  was  in  the  Corcoran 
Building.  I  did  not  go  down  there  for  that  purpose.  I  went  to  see 
Judge  Merriman,  and  I  talked  with  him  about  it.  I  had  to  get  a  law- 
yer. All  these  things  come  back  to  me  as  you  are  going  into  details. 
I  think  the  substance  was  that  I  wanted  to  find  some  outside  lawyer, 
outside  of  the  district,  whom  the  influence  of  these  corporations  would 
not  afl'ect;  a  man  who  would  go  into  the  Department  and  not  be  afraid 
to  make  the  fight  that  I  wanted  him  to  make.  The  land  lawyers  here 
are  afraid  to  make  the  fight. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Would  the  fight  you  wanted  him  to  make  involve 
any  danger  of  disbarment! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Kot  at  all.  I  did  not  care  to  go  into  what  I  believed  to 
be  the  cori)oration  influence  in  the  Department.  Certain  attorneys 
have  the  routine  run  there.  I  can  give  you  my  theory  as  to  the  oppo- 
sition I  had  met  with  in  my  contest,  and  how  I  have  been  headed  off 
one  way  and  another. 

Senator  Allen.  The  name  of  this  lawyer  of  whom  you  spoke  is 
Edward  E.  Holman,  705  G  street  N W. ;  residence,  1910  Kinth  street  NW. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  that  is  the  one;  that  is  the  man. 

Senator  Allen.  About  how  long  have  you  known  this  manf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know;  two  or  three  years,  1  reckon. 

Senator  Allen.  Youknowamanbythenameof  Maj.  Harris,  a  lawyer? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Maj.  Harris  lived  in  the  same  house  I  did. 

Senator  Axlen.  What  was  Maj.  Harris's  business? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Maj.  Harris  was  a  Confederate  major,  I  was  told,  in  the 
Confederate  army. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  his  business  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  was  going  to  tell  you.  He  went  from  Georgia,  after 
the  war,  to  New  Jersey  and  settled  in  Hobokeu.  He  then  settled  in 
Washington.  He  was  here  several  years,  and  he  had  a  room  in  this 
house. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  his  business! 
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Mr.  BiTTTZ.  He  had  no  special  business,  except,  I  think,  claims. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  a  claim  agent,  was  he  notf 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  He  was  a  claim  agent;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  what  is  known  in  Washington  and  throo^gh- 
ont  the  country  as  a  lobbyist! 

Mr.  BuTTZ,  I  never  knew  him  as  a  lobbyist. 

Senator  Allen.  His  business  was  to  visit  Senators  and  influence 
them  in  regard  to  claims? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  1  never  knew  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  a  man  named  Judge  Harris  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  is  Judge  Harris! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  All  I  know  about  him  is  that  I  was  told,  since  I  have 
beeu  here,  that  he  was  an  ex-member  from  Mississippi. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  his  business! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  A  law  writer.    He  goes  to  the  law  library  and  writes. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  a  claim  agent,  tooT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  never  knew  him  to  do  anything,  except  to  write  law 
books. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  he  practice  law,  or  pretend  to  practice  lawt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  is  heT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  is  an  older  man  than  I  am. 

Senator  Allen.    He  has  been  a  lawyer  here  at  this  bar! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  !Not  that  I  know  o£  I  only  met  him  the  last  winter 
before  this. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  a  law  author,  is  he  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  is  he! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  should  judge  70. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  any  relation  of  Maj.  Harris! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  think  no  connection. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  does  he  board — keep  house! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Grant  Place. 

Senator  Allen.  Some  distance  from  where  you  board! 

Mr.  Btjttz.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  do  you  board! 

Ur.  BuTTZ.  At  719  Eighth  street.  I  do  not  board;  I  only  have  a 
room  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Maj.  Harris  board  or  room  there! 

Mr.  BUTTZ.  Maj.  Harris  was  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  is  the  proprietor  of  the  house! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Mrs.  Sarah  Willis. 

Senator  Allen.  She  has  been  keeping  it  for  some  months! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ever  since  I  have  been  there. 

Senator  Allen.  You  and  Maj.  Harris  and  Judge  Harris,  Mr.  Hol- 
man,  and  others  were  in  the  habit  of  meeting  very  frequently  there^ 
^ereyou  not!" 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  ISo. 

Senator  Allen.  In  Maj.  Harris's  room  and  your  room! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No,  no.    I  would  go  in  there  every  day,  nearly. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  a  number  of  you  gentlemen  frequently  play 
cards  there! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  played  cards  in  Miy.  Harris's  room  two  or  three 
evenings — ^not  more  than  twice  the  whole  winter. 
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Senator  Allen.  It  was  at  one  of  these  times  that  the  conversation 
can)^  up  about  the  use  of  money  to  defeat  the  tariff  bill! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  the  talk  all  winter. 

Senator  Allen.  Answer  my  question. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Allen.  One  of  those? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  the  talk  all  winter  among  the  men  who  met  in 
the  house.  We  would  see  it  in  the  newspapers,  and  we  would  talk 
about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  The  newspapers  are  open  to  us;  I  am  not  asking 
about  them,  but  about  this  conversation  at  the  house.  Who  was  the 
first  person  you  heard  speak  of  money  being  used  to  defeat  the  tariff 
billt 

Mr.  BuTTz.  I  do  not  recollect  who  spoke  first. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  have  a  complete  recollection  that  this  man 
Holman  said  he  could  make  $15,000  and  you  could  get  $1,000  of  it  if 
you  could  find  out  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote  on  the  tariff  bill.  How 
was  that! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Because  that  was  a  distinct  time. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  room  was  that  conversation  heldf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  In  Maj.  Harris's  room,  openly,  in  April,  between  the  1st 
and  5th,  and  before  he  was  taken  down  sick. 

Senator  Allen.  Before  Maj.  Harris  was  taken  down  sick  had  you 
not  heard  this  conversation  t 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  We  talked  frequently  about  the  tariff.  Maj.  Harris  was 
bitterly  opposed  to  the  tariff,  and  he  was  denouncing  it  all  the  time. 

Senator  Allen.  I  asked  you  if  you  did  not  have  a  talk  with  Mr. 
Holman  on  the  subject  of  money  used  to  defeat  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  There  was  general  talk. 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  Holman  tell  youT  Use  his  language  as 
nearly  as  you  can  when  he  expressed  a  desire  to  find  out  how  Senator 
Kyle  would  vote. 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  remember  the  exact  language,  but  the  general 
remark  was  that  he  could  make  $15,000  if  the  tariff  bUl  was  beaten; 
but  whether  on  the  stock  exchange  or  how,  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chaibman.  He  told  you  that  he  could  make  $15,000,  and  would 
give  you  $1,000  if  you  could  ascertain  how  Senator  Kyle  would  vote 
on  the  subjects 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  was  the  substance  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  He  did  not  ask  you  to  ascertain  whether  Senator 
Kyle  was  going  to  vote  against  the  bill  or  notf 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Just  find  out  how  he  would  vote. 

Senator  Allen.  And  from  that  fact  he  could  make  $15,000  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  is  the  substance. 

Senator  Allen.  And  for  that  information  on  your  part  he  would 
give  you  $1,000!  There  was  no  other  contingency  upon  which  he  was 
to  give  it  to  you! 

Mr.  Btjttz.  The  bill  was  to  be  beaten. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  to  have  $1,000  whenever  you  ascertained 
that  fact!    That  is  true! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  That  is  the  substance  of  it — no,  not  to  have  it  then ;  he 
was  only  to  make  this  money  when  the  bill  was  beaten. 

Senator  Allen.  But  he  was  to  give  you  $1,000  for  your  information 
whenever  you  found  out  definitely  and  reported  to  him  the  way  in 
which  Senator  Kyle  was  going  to  vote.  Then  you  were  to  have  your 
$1,0001 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  No  one  ima^ned  that  he  had  any  money  then. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  what  he  told  youY 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Ko;  that  he  would  get  $15,000  and  would  ^ve  $1,000  to 
find  out. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  he  told  you  that  he  would 
give  $1,000  out  of  the  $15,000  if  he  got  it? 

Mr.  BiJTTZ.  You  did  not  understand  me  to  say  that  he  would  pay 
tl^OOO  immediately? 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  not  testify  repeatedly  that  he  would  give 
you  $1,000  if  you  found  out  definitely  how  Senator  Kyle  would  votet 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  You  understood  me  wrongly  if  you  understood  that  way. 

Seuator  Allen.  Where  was  he  to  get  thisT 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  He  did  not  say.  It  was  general  talk — did  not  say  how  or 
where. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that,  upon  that  idle  conyersa- 
tion  alone,  without  believing  what  Maj.  Harris  said,  without  believing 
he  had  the  money,  and  without  knowing  where  the  money  was  to 
come  from,  you  went  to  Senator  Kyle  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
how  he  was  going  to  vote? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  1^0 ;  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  never  went  to  Senator  Kyle 
seriously  believing  that  I  would  get  $1,000.    I  did  go  to  the  Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  go  to  him  seriously  expecting  that  you 
would  earn  $1,0001 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  only  told  him  what  I  had  been  offered? 

Senator  Allen.  Why  did  you  tell  himt 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  To  show  how  ridiculous  folks  were  talking;  what  propo- 
sition had  been  madef 

Senator  Allen.  You  deemed  it  proper  to  detail  to  him  this  idle  con- 
versation t 

Mr.  Bdttz.  I  did  not  think  it  was  improper. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  deem  it  proper  to  try  to  ascertain  how  he 
was  going  to  vote  on  the  billY 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  It  was  not  proper  to  influence  him  improperly,  but  I  had 
ft  right  to  ofier  a  legitimate  argument. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  testified  that  you  have  a  moral  right  to 
approach  a  Senator  and  lay  before  him  ex  parte  arguments  and  under- 
take to  influence  his  vote? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes;  I  believe  that  it  is  my  right  to  go  there  and  show 
him  that  it  is  against  my  locality. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  believe  you  have  a  right  to  go  to  a  Sena- 
tor's chamber  or  committee  room,  wherever  he  may  be,  and  have  ^ 
secret  conversation  with  him  and  seek  to  influence  his  vote! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  secret  conversation. 

Senator  Allen.  Yes,  you  do  know  what  I  mean  by  secret  conversa- 
tion. You  know  I  mean  it  as  a  conversation  distinct  from  one  in  the 
presence  of  other  persons.  Now,  you  swear  that  you  believe  you  have 
a  right  to  do  that! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  do  not  swear  that  I  have  a  right  to  have  a  secret  con- 
versation with  a  man. 

Senator  Allen.  You  swear  that  you  have  a  right  to  approach  a 
Senator  or  Member  of  Congress,  and  undertake  by  x>ersuasion  to 
influence  his  vote  or  his  conduct? 

Mr.  BuTTz.  Influence  his  reason;  convince  him  of  what  would  be  of 
most  benefit  to  the  country. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  you  think  you  had  a  right  to  approach  a 
judge  who  had  a  judicial  duty  to  discharge  in  the  same  way  t 
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Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  have  a  right  to  go  in  and  make  an  argament. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  before  the  public.  You  have  a  right  to  go 
before  committees;  but  do  you  think  you  have  a  right  to  go  to  one  of 
these  members  of  Congress  and  undertake  to  influence  his  votef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  would  not  hesitate  to  go  to  you,  Senator 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  upon  the  strength  of  what  Holman  told  you 
that  you  went  to  Senator  Kyle  and  his  clerk! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  I  went  to  Kyle  first. 

Senator  Allen.  You  went  to  Senator  Kyle's  clerk,  McFarlanef 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  went  to  Mr.  Kyle's  committee  room  and  called 
this  clerk  out  on  three  or  four  occasions f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  On  one  or  two  occasions  f 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  wanted  to  know  from  him  whether  the  Senator 
bad  definitely  concluded  as  to  his  vote? 

Mr.  BuTTZ,  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  not  on  one  of  those  occasions,  the  laston^ 
say  to  Mr.  McFarlane  that  you  wanted  to  know  what  the  Senator  had 
determined;  that  you  were  going  down  town  to  see  these  people,  refer- 
ring to  the  persons  you  were  negotiating  with.  Did  you  not  use  lan- 
guage of  that  kind? 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  certainly  was  not  negotiating  with  anybody,  and  could 
not  use  that  language. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  swear  you  did  not  use  that  language! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  not  say  to  Mr.  Kyle's  clerk  that  the  money 
was  in  this  city  and  in  a  bank! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  not  also  say  to  him  that  he  could  trust 
you;  that  the  money  would  be  put  in  your  hands  in  a  sealed  envelope, 
marked,  and  the  money  would  be  passed  over  to  him! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  notiiing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  use  words  to  that  effect! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No, 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  nature  of  Mr.  Holman's  practice^ 
speaking  generally;  what  branch  of  practice  is  he  engaged  in! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  know  he  has  been  before  the  Chilian  commission. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  representing  any  special 
Interest  in  the  city  or  not! 

Mr.  BuTTz.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  how  long  he  has  been  practicing  law 
here! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  I  think  for  many  years,  to  hear  him  talk. 

Senator  Allen.  How  old  a  man  is  he! 

Mr.  BuTTZ,  I  sux)pose  65. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  learn  from  these  gentlemen  and  others  you 
were  associated  with  at  that  time  that  there  was  any  likelihood  oi 
money  being  raised  to  defeat  the  tariff  bill! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Only  what  we  got  on  to  from  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  you  men  attempt  to  originate  a  scheme 
among  yourselves  to  ascertain  how  certain  men  would  vote  for  the 
purpose  of  speculating  upon  those  votes! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No;  nothing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  first  went  to  see  young  Hunton  at  War 
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leDton,  yon  first  talked  with  him  about  employing  him  as  an  attorney 
in  aland  matter  pending  in  the  Interior  Department! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  found  that  he  could  not  be  employed,  did 
you  not  use  this  language,  "  That  is  not  what  I  wanted  to  see  you  about^ 
anyway  ;  I  wanted  to  talk  with  you  about  the  tariff  bill!" 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  use  that  language,  or  language  of  that 
purport! 

Mr.  BuTTZ.  No, 


SWOBir  TESTIMONY  OF  ME.  EDWAED  E.  HOLMAN. 

The  Ghaibman.  State  your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Edward  E.  Holman;  48;  Washington,  D.  C,  and  I  am 
an  attorney  at  law. 

The  Ghaibhan.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Washington  t 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Off  and  on  since  about  1872. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  have  you  been  a  member  of  the  bart 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  May,  1875 — of  the  supreme  court  of  the  District  ot 
Columbia. 

The  Ghaibman.  Prior  to  being  admitted  to  the  bar,  what  was  your 
occupation  t 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Gontractor.    I  was  at  Holly  Springs,  Miss. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  your  home  in  Mississippi! 

Mr.HoLMAN.  Yes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  Maj.  0.  W.  Buttzf 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Yes;  I  have  known  him  three  years,  I  guess.  I  would 
meet  him  here  in  Congress  when  it  was  in  session,  off  and  on.  Having 
Bome  matters  pending,  we  met. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ever  have  any  talk  with  Maj.  Buttz  during 
the  present  session  of  Congress  in  regard  to  tbe  tariff  bill! 

Mr.  Holm  AN.  No;  had  no  opportunity  to  talk  with  him.  I  had  a 
talk  direct  with  Elec  Harris,  at  his  house,  and  Maj.  Buttz  was  present. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ever  say  to  Mr.  Buttz,  or  in  his  presence, 
that  yon  could  receive  or  could  make  $15,000  if  the  tariff  bill  were 
beaten! 

Mr.  HOLMAN.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  Or  that  you  would  give  him  $1,000  to  find  out  how 
Senator  Kyle  would  votet 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No;  never  said  such  a  thing.  I  can  tell  you  how  it 
happened.  My  office  is  on  the  comer  of  Seventh  and  G  streets ;  I  reside 
on  Ninth  street  NW.,  and  every  morning,  walking  down  Ninth  street,  I 
▼onld  stop  at  Maj.  Harris'.  TIjc  major  was  sick  at  the  time.  I 
▼ould  stop  to  see  how  he  was  getting  along.  I  passed  the  door  about 
the  first  week  in  April.  I  went  in  to  see  how  the  major  was.  Maj. 
Buttz  was  sitting  there,  and  they  were  talking  tariff  whenever  I  saw 
them.  They  seemed  to  be  wild  on  the  tariff.  Elec  was  opposed  to 
Cleveland.  He  said,  "  I  can  make  $25,000  or  $30,000,  if  the  tariff  bill 
|8  defeated.''  Turning  around  he  said,  "Major,  I  will  give  you  $1,000 
tf  you  find  out  how  those  Populists  are  going  to  vote.''  I  laughed, 
thinking  it  was  all  idle  talk.  I  said,  "How  do  you  think  it  is  going!'' 
He  said,  "The  vote  will  be  so  close  that  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  going, 
but  the  Populists  have  the  balance  of  power."  That  is  all  I  heard  the 
inajor  say. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Which  major  was  thatt 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  M{y.  Harris.  He  was  a  very  nice  man,  and  a  Demo* 
crat.  He  is  dead  now.  He  died  on  the  11th  of  May,  and  was  bori^ 
on  the  13th.    He  was  a  lawyer. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  Maj.  Battz  sayf 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  did  not  hear  Maj.  Bnttz  make  any  remark.  I  was 
f^oing  away.  That  was  the  first  week  in  April.  I  was  sick  myself 
from  the  25th  of  January  to  March ;  my  hearing  was  defective.  I  never 
said  anything  of  that  kind  to  Maj.  Battz.  I  have  better  sense  than 
that.    He  is  very  much  mistaken  if  he  said  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  see  you  Monday  evening! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Yes;  saw  me  twice  Monday  evening.  He  asked  if  I 
remembered  the  conversation  at  M%j.  Harris's.  I  told  him  what  I 
knew — that  Maj.  Harris  himself  said  that  he  could  make  so  much 
money  if  the  tarifit'  bill  were  defeated;  that  he  did  not  care  how  it 
would  go  if  he  could  find  out  how  the  Populists  would  vote.  I  laughed 
and  said:  "How  do  you  expect  to  do  that!"  He  said:  "They  have 
the  balance  of  i)ower,  and  can  cast  their  vote  either  way  and  carry  it.'' 
That  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

This  conversation  occurred  the  first  week  in  April;  I  can  not  make 
it  more  specific  than  that;  I  paid  no  attention  to  it;  I  did  not  give  it 
a  second  thought.  I  know  it  was  the  first  week  in  April  because  I  was 
sick  with  the  grip  and  had  just  got  out  of  bed.  I  dropped  into  see  Maj. 
Harris  about  a  matter  he  was  assisting  me  in,  and  he  told  me  he  could 
not  do  anything  because  of  the  tariff  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  meet  Buttz  and  have  any  conversation 
on  the  tariff  question  ! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Not  except  that  time;  that  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  Ms^.  Buttz  had  been  away 
from  the  city  before  that  or  not! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  remember  his  being  absent  one  Sabbath! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  1  know  he  went  away  soon  after  Ms^*  Harris's  death, 
and  I  only  saw  him  once.    Major  Harris  died  on  the  11th  of  April. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  remember  the  Sabbath,  the  Ist  of  April, 
M^j.  Buttz  being  away! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No:  I  can  not  tell  yon  anything  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  satisfied  this  conversation  occurred  after 
the  2d  of  April,  are  you! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  guess  it  must  have  been  after  that,  the  3d  or  4th  of 
April;  I  can  not  fix  the  date. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  M^j.  Harris's  business! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  An  attorney. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  an  attorney! 

Mr.  Holman.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  Maj.  Buttz  an  attorney! 

Mr.  Holman.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Maj.  Walker,  an  attorney! 

Mr.  Holman.  I  do  not  know  Maj.  Walker. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  business  was  in  connection  with  legislation  in 
Congress  and  before  the  Departments. 

Mr.  Holman.  My  business  was  a  judgment  in  the  Court  of  Claims, 
and  I  wanted  to  get  the  money  appropriated. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  a  part  of  your  business  as  an  attorney,  and 
so  with  these  other  men — ^legislation  from  time  to  time! 
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Mr.  HoLMAN.  Yes ;  I  would  go  to  the  conrt  and  get  a  jndgmeDt,  and 
go  to  Congress  to  get  an  approjftf* iation  to  pay  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  not  in  the  criminal  practice! 

Mr.  BuTTz.  Fo.  My  business  is  before  the  Court  of  Claims  and 
before  Congress. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  business  is  to  have  bills  introduced  and  their 
passage  secured? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Go  before  the  committees  and  try  to  have  them  report 
them.  The  business  of  Maj.  Buttz  is  to  appear  before  committees,  and 
it  was  the  business  of  Maj.  Harris. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Maj.  Harris  say  where  he  was  going  to  get  this 
money? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Ko.  K  he  got  it  somebody  else  would  have  to  fur- 
nigh  ir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  organized 
interest's  behind  him? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  He  said:  <<I  have  that  thing  all  right,  and  I  do  not 
care  how  it  goes.  I  want  to  know  how  the  Populists  will  go.  If  it  is 
defeated  I  can  make" — so  much  money. 

Senator  Allen.  Maj.  Harris  was  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Yes.    I  am  on  the  fence. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Judge  Harris? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Yes.  He  is  no  relative  of  Maj.  Harris.  He  is  an 
ex-member  of  Congress  and  ex-attorney-general  of  Mississippi.  He  is 
down  in  the  supreme  court  getting  the  laws,  collating  them.  He  did 
practice;  very  seldom  I  hear  of  his  name  in  the  court.  He  was  a  jus- 
tice of  the  peace. 

Senator  Allen.  He  has  some  legislation  pending  here? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Some  matters. 

Senator  Axlen.  You  are  all  the  same  way? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No;  I  have  matters  in  the  Court  of  Claims. 

Senator  Allen.  The  two — Harris  and  M{\j.  Buttz — are  what  are 
known  throughout  the  country  as  lobbyists? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  can  not  say  that,  because  Maj.  Buttz  practiced 
around  the  Land  Office  and  other  places. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  that  all  these  men  who  hang  around 
Congress  for  special  legislation  are  classified  as  lobbyists? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  If  they  have  no  attorneys  in  the  case. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  care  whether  they  are  attorneys  or  not; 
they  are  looked  upon  in  that  light. 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  do  not  know;  I  have  been  here  for  some  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  thought  in  your  own  mind  that  either 
<«ie  of  these  men  would  be  likely  to  represent  the  sugar  trust,  or  any 
other  trust,  to  defeat  legislation? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  do  not  know  about  Maj.  Buttz.  If  there  were 
money  in  it  he  would  take  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  youf 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No;  I  practice  as  an  attorney.  If  I  could  not  make 
mioney  legitimately  I  would  go  back  on  the  farm. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  do  not  understand  that  you  include  Judge 
HttiriB  in  that  class? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  speaking  of  Maj.  Harris  and  Buttz. 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  I  do  not  know  much  about  Buttz.  I  suppose  I  have 
Dot  seen  him  more  than  once  or  twice  in  two  or  three  years. 
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Senator  Allen.  You  never  made  any  such  proposition  as  attributed 
to  you  by  Mr.  Buttz? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  at  that  time  represent  any  interest  that  was 
offering  money  to  defeat  the  tariff  billf 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  organized  attempt  to  defeat  the 
tariff  biU? 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  looked  upon  Mty.  Harris's  remark  as  a  CoL 
Sellers  expression! 

Mr.  HoLMAN.  Just  about. 

[This  closes  the  testimony  in  respect  to  the  first  branch  of  the 
inquiry  growing  out  of  the  publication  in  the  New  York  Sun  <<that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  tx>  vote 
against  the  pending  tariff  bill,"  as  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
preamble  to  the  resolution  of  May  17, 1894.] 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow,  the  24th  instant,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


Washington,  D.  C,  May  24, 1894. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjonrnment. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

The  chairman  announced  that  the  committee  had  agreed  to  incor- 
porate in  the  record  the  entire  article,  signed  <^  Holland/'  published  in 
the  Philadelphia  Press  Monday  morning,  May  14, 1894. 

The  article  is  as  follows: 

TOLD  AT  LAST. 

Tktfkll  ttary  of  the  dexterous  work  of  the  sugar  trust — Cleveland  etal.to  the  bar — Shame- 
fttl  pledges  made  before  the  election  now  on  the  verge  of  being  fulfilled — Pure  barter  in 
kgiilation — Hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  given  in  the  campaign  of  189fi  deftly  wove 
ike  net  about  the  tulministration — Trust  now  holds  the  whip — Schedules  submitted  to 
Bwemeiferfor  approval  before  being  reported — Speculative  Senators  enrich  themselves-^ 
^  natioidl  disgrace, 

[Prom  the  regular  correepondent  of  the  Philadelphia  Frees.] 

New  York,  May  13. 

When  Senator  Brice  predicted  that  the  Senate  would  take  a  vote  npon  the  tariff 
bill  Bometime  in  the  first  week  in  June  he  might  have  also  said  that  npon  that  day 
there  would  be  ended  one  of  the  strangest,  most  scandalous,  and  yet  instrnctive  chap- 
ten  in  American  political  history.  He  would  have  been  accurate  had  he  said  that 
this  chapter  was  written  when  the  amended  sugar  schedule  and,  in  fact,  the  so- 
c«lied  Gorman  amended  bill  was  published  and  laid  before  the  Senate  in  the  first 
▼eek  in  May.  For,  whatever  may  be  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  this  or  any  other 
tariff  measure,  that  strange  chapter  which  reveals  a  great  party  and  the  leaders  of 
that  party  completely  dominated  by  a  handful  of  men  who  control  one  of  the  chief 
industries  of  the  United  States  was  ended  when  the  so-called  Gorman  bill  was  cau- 
CQied.  Nearly  two  years  ago  it  be«in  to  be  written.  The  first  lines  were  penned 
▼hen  representatives  of  this  colossal  monopoly,  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland — 
probably  Mr.  Cleveland  himself— in  the  summer  of  1892,  soon  after  Mr.  Cleveland's 
nomination,  came  into  agreement  as  to  the  disposition  of  tlie  administration,  if  Cleve- 
land were  elected,  and  the  part^  toward  the  sugar-refining  industry  of  the  United 
States.  The  chapter  was  continued  during  the  campaign,  and  then  there  was  a 
hiatus  until  Mr.  Wilson  began  with  his  Ways  and  Means  Committee  the  work  of 
framing  a  tariff  bill.  From  that  day  until  the  5th  of  May  those  things  were  done 
in  ntpid,  dramatic,  and  sensational  succession,  which  have  made  it  possible  to  com- 
plete the  chapter  so  that  it  can  now  be  written  in  detail  and  made  public. 

It  was  not  possible  to  tell  fully  the  relations  of  what  is  called  the  sugar  trust  to 
the  administration,  the  Democratic  politicians,  the  Cabinet,  and  the  Senate  until  after 
tlufl  Bo-called  Gorman  bill  had  been  made  public.  Bits  of  the  story  have  occasionally 
^^Ppeared  in  the  public  prints,  and  the  newspapers  have  been  full  of  sketches  and 
'cportB  suggesting  fiist  the  crafty  and  then  the  audacious  approach  of  the  repre- 
Mntatives  of  this  industry  upon  the  men  whom  the  Democratic  party  had  placed  in 
power.  But  many  of  the  most  important  ai^d  suggestive  incidents  have  not  been 
made  known  to  the  public,  nor  has  it  been  possible  to  arrange  them  in  proper  order 
BO  that  the  sequence  of  events,  the  operation  of  cause  and  effect,  could  be  clearly, 
logically,  although,  in  part,  inferentially  set  forth.  It  is  possible  now  to  do  this,  and 
^  many  of  the  events,  most  of  the  inspiring  causes  which  led  to  the  results  were 
developed  in  Xew  York  City,  the  story  that  is  to  be  told  is  indeed  a  tale  of  two 
cUies,  one  the  commercial  and  the  other  the  political  capital  of  the  nation. 

THE  TRUST  WAS  PREPARED. 

"Hie  public  did  not  know  until  after  the  election  of  1892  that  the  corporation 
^bich  is  commonly  known  as  the  sugar  trust  had  ever  taken  any  active  interest  in 
politics.  Like  every  great  corporation  which  has  reason  to  apprehend  or  desire 
legislation,  it  had  been  so  made  up  that  men  claiming  to  be  Democrats  and  others 
claiming  to  be  Republicans  were  prominent  in  its  management.  It  was  precisely  in 
uiat  condition  which  Jay  Gould  once  confessed  himself  always  to  be  in.  It  had 
Kepublican  influence  for  Republican  service,  and  it  had  Democratic  anchors  cast 
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ont  to  hold  the  Democratic  party.  On  the  whole,  however,  the  sugar  trnst  wbb  a 
Democratic  aesociation.  The  two  Havemeyers  were  always  Democrats.  Cord 
Meyer,  jr.,  was  not  only  a  Democrat  by  inclination,  bnt  had  been  a  practical  politi- 
cian. He  was  long  associated  with  the  Cleveland  faction,  bat  when  Mr.  Cleveland 
betrayed  that  faction  into  the  hands  of  Tammany  Hall  Mr.  Meyer,  instead  of  resent- 
in^f  accepted  a  Tammany  nomination  for  secretary  of  the  State  of  New  York. 

John  E.  Searles,  the  craftiest,  smoothest,  most  diplomatic,  and  men  have  said  the 
oiliest  member  of  this  association,  an  energetic  and  enthusiastic  Sunday  school 
superintendent,  a  man  with  a  wonderful  capacity  for  concealing  purpose,  not  by 
silence,  but  by  speech,  had  been  of  vague  Republican  association.  It  was  through 
Mr.  Searles  that  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  campaign  were  able  to  obtain  some 
tinancial  aid  from  the  sugar  trust.  Mr.  E.  C.  Benedict  was  not  actively  engaged 
in  the  management  of  the  trust,  although  his  interests  were  with  it  to  a  consider- 
able extentj  and  it  has  been  the  belief  that  he  has  been  one  of  tho&e  who  profited 
greatly  by  its  opportunities  for  speculation. 

In  the  summer  of  1892,  after  Mr.  Cleveland's  nomination,  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and  one  or  two  others,  had  a  conversation,  either  in  Green- 
wich or  upon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  in  which  the  sugar  interests  were  earnestly 
discussed,  and  those  interested  as  affected  by  the  situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
particularly  analyzed.    There  is  no  doubt  now  that  at  this  meeting  there  were 

Slanted  the  seeds  of  the  policy  developed  by  Mr.  Cleveland  after  he  became  Presi- 
ent  toward  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  At  that  time  and  subseouently  there  came 
about  understandings  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  friends  of  his  which,  if 
they  could  ever  be  fully  exposed,  would  explain  completely  that  miserable  and 
strangely  unreasonable  Hawaiian  incident. 

It  is  known  that  at  Lake  wood  before  Mr.  Cleveland  became  President  and  after  the 
successful  revolution  in  Hawaii  had  been  made  known  to  President  Harrison's  admin- 
istration, a  meeting  took  place  at  which  the  determination  was  reached  to  overthrow 
the  revolutionists  and  restore  the  Queen.  Mr.  Cleveland  may  or  may  not  have  been 
knowinglv  a  party  to  the  influences  of  the  sugar  trust  then  brought  to  bear  upon  him. 
Whether  ne  did  it  or  not  he  responded  to  them,  and  he  went  to  Washington  deter- 
mined to  appoint  Mr.  Blount  his  special  commissioner;  he  went  to  Washington  with 
a  purpose  wnich  compelled  his  Secretary  of  State  to  act  merely  as  a  clerk  engaged  in. 
the  recording  of  that  purpose.  It  was  he  who  announced  to  Gresham  the  determina- 
tion to  appoint  Blount,  he  who  instructed  his  Secretary  of  State  to  draft  the  letter, 
and  Gresham  has  patiently,  uncomplainingly,  but  with  a  sense  of  humiliation,  borne 
such  reproaches  as  have  been  heaped  upon  him  as  the  supposed  instigator  of  this 
policy.  It  was  instigated  by  the  sugar  people,  accepted  by  Mr.  Cleveland  at  Lake> 
wood,  and  it  was  this  acceptance  which  caused  him  to  cling  with  such  desperate 
obstinacy  to  the  policy  after  it  had  been  made  apparent  that  the  American  people 
repudiated  it. 

We  do  not  know  what  purposes  the  sugar  people  had  with  reference  to  Hawaii. 
We  do  know  that  these  sweetened  magnates  were  desperately  opposed  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Provisional  Government  and  the  annexation  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
to  the  United  States,  and  we  do  know  that  they  held  the  administration  with  a  stub- 
bornness and  relentlessness  that  was  humiliating  even  to  Cleveland  himself  to  that 
policy  which  would  make  for  their  interests.  This  incident  of  itself  would  seem  to 
nave  no  bearing  upon  the  relations  of  the  sugar  people  to  Congress  with  respect  to  the 
sugar  tariff.  But  when  other  thiugs  are  set  forth  later  in  this  story,  then  the 
importance  of  this  incident  can  not  fail  to  be  most  impressively  understood. 

It  ought  to  be  said  just  here  that  so  greatly  had  Mr.  Cleveland  changed  in  the  esti- 
mation of  men  who  once  looked  upon  him  as  the  ideal  representative  of  whatever 
was  lofty,  noble,  and  of  high  integrity  in  public  life,  that  it  is  now  impossible  to 
persuade  any  of  those  who  are  familiar  with  the  operations  of  the  sugar  trust  to 
believe  that  Mr.  Cleveland,  through  his  friends  and  before  he  became  President,  was 
not  able  to  make  profitable  investments  in  the  securities  of  that  corporation.  But 
even  if  he  did  so,  there  is  no  accusation  or  belief  that  any  personal  interests  he 
might  have  had  in  that  corporation  were  the  influencing  motives  toward  those  things 
that  have  happened  of  late.  These  motives,  so  f^r  as  he  and  his  administration  were 
concerned,  were  purely  political,  really  partisan,  and  not  pecuniary. 

THS  TRUST  AND  THB  BLBCTIOK. 

We  come  now  to  the  relation  of  the  sugar  trust  to  the  national  campaign  of  1892. 
It  made  subscriptions  to  both  parties,  and  the  Republican  national  committee 


rejoiced  when,  upon  a  day  when  money  was  needed,  it  received  a  subscription  fkom 
men  identified  with  the  trust,  really  from  the  trust  Uself,  of  $40|000«    It  wm  pre« 
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aumed  that  this  corporatioD;  as  so  many  others  had  been  in  the  habit  of  doing,  had 
divided  its  contiibntion  equally  between  the  representatives  of  the  two  parties. 

There  came  a  time  in  the  management  of  the  Democratic  campaign  when  money 
wu  imperatively  needed.  The  sugar  trust  had  already  subscribed  something,  but 
fts  we  look  back  upon  the  events  of  that  campaign  it  is  impossible  not  to  be  con- 
Tinoed  that  the  greater  subscription  of  the  trust  was  held  back  until  there  could  be 
i  sttisfaotory  understanding  with  the  influential  Democrats  who  were  managing  the 
campaign.  In  the  stress  which  the  need  for  money  had  occasioned  these  managers 
▼ere  wuling  to  pledge  almost  anything  for  cash.  Some  of  the  pledges  were  imer- 
ential,  as  in  the  VanAlen  case;  some  of  them  explicit.  Whether  Mr.  Whitney,  Mr. 
Gorman,  or  Mr.  Brice  met  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust,  or  whether  it  was 
some  other  agent,  must  not  now  be  said.  Whitney  was  intimate  with  them  through 
close  business  relations;  Brice  was  associated  with  them  through  friendly  alliances 
tnd  particularly  through  his  friend,  H.  L.  Terrell,  of  Cleveland,  "  Brice's  Terrell," 
as  they  called  him;  and  Mr.  Gorman  was  brought  into  close  association  with  them 
and  by  another  agency  which  it  may  be  well  at  present  not  to  reveal. 

At  all  events  the  appeal  was  made  to  these  men  for  money,  and  upon  the  distinct 
pledffe,  as  will  be  shown  later  on,  that  there  would  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of 
the  liemocracy  which  should  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the  sugar  people, 
and  if  there  were  any  legislation  at  all  it  should  be  firiendly,  the  sugar  trust  went 
deep  into  its  capacious  treasury.  The  subscriptions  may  have  been  given  as  indi- 
Tidaal  contributions,  but  such  gift  was  a  pure  fiction  if' it  was  made  in  that  way. 
It  was  a  su^ar-trust  subscription  to  the  national  campaign  committee  in  return  for 
pledges  which  were  afterwards  insistently  demahded  to  be  redeemed. 

The  subscription  was  the  magnificent  sum  of  $500,000.  And  at  another  place  in 
this  article  there  will  be  reported  a  distinct  and  emphatic  admission  of  this  sub- 
scription and  pledge  from  one  of  the  highest  officers  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

A  part  of  this  money  bonght  Colorado  for  the  Populists,  a  part  of  it  brought 
ahout  Populist  alliances  elsewhere,  a  part  of  it  was  used  in  Illinois,  and  there  is  no 
doabt  that  this  great  fortune  was  mainly  instrumental  in  securing  those  alliances 
uid  influencing  those  purchasable  or  discontented  elements  whose  action  upon  elec- 
tion day  caused  such  astounding  results  in  the  West.  Of  course  the  party  leaders 
felt  nnder  the  highest  obligations  to  these  men  of  the  sugar  trust.  Mr.  Cleveland 
could  not  avoid  acknowledging  the  mighty  debt  which  the  party  owed  and  which 
he  himself  owed  to  these  men.  He  acknowledged  it  in  private  conversation  before 
he  went  to  Washing^u,  to  the  amazement  of  some  of  his  reform  club  friends,  declar- 
ing that  he  belie veid  that  there  ought  to  be  a  duty  upon  sugar,  and  that  the  great 
refining  interests  of  this  country  ought  not  to  be  imperiled  by  any  tariff  legislation. 

The  sugar  trust  believed  that  the  pledges  would  be  kept,  and  although  many 
other  manufacturing  interests  in  the  United  States  were  alarmed  by  the  reports  of 
the  purpose  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  to  bring  in  a  tariff 
bill  revolutionizing  the  policy  of  the  Government  yet  the  managers  of  the  sugar 
trust  seemed  to  be  strangelv  indifferent  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and 
to  what  it  might  propose  to  do.  When  one  of  these  gentlemen  was  asked  if  he  was 
not  afraid  the  committee  might  admit  all  sugar  free,  raw  and  refined,  he  replied: 
"  We  don't  care  what  the  House  does.  We  own  the  Senate  and  we  control  the  people 
it  the  other  end  of  the  aveune.  No  bill  will  become  a  law  which  will  threaten  oar 
Easiness." 

A  PIECE  OF  6TRATBOT. 

The  appearance  of  representatives  of  the  sugar  people  in  Washington  at  the  time 
the  bill  was  under  consideration  both  in  committee  and  in  the  House  was  a  mere 
piece  of  business  strategy.  There  was  no  expectation  that  the  House  could  be  con- 
trolled. The  consultations  held  in  this  city  resulted  in  the  adoption  of  a  policy  of 
gentle  persuasion.  The  sugar  people  were  to  be  represented  in  Washington  just  as 
other  manufacturing  interests  were  to  be  represented,  and  there  would,  of  course, 
hsve  been  no  outbreaks  of  indignation  had  not  the  House  gone  even  further  than 
^M  expected  it  would  do  and  decided  upon  a  policy  which  Mr.  Havemeyer  said 
^onld  put  an  end  to  sugar-making  and  sugar-growing  in  the  United  States.  He 
tteant,  of  course,  sugar-making  by  the  trust. 

It  was  his  indignation  which  followed  this  revelation  of  the  temper  of  the  House 
which  caused  Mr.  Havemeyer,  for  the  first  time  in  his  life,  to  put  an  end  to  the 
■ilence  which  has  always  been  characteristic  of  him  and  to  speak  with  an  angry 
wsil  and  for  publication.  It  was  then  that  he  said :  "I  have  always  been  a  Deme- 
nt, but  if  this  is  Democracy  I  am  done  with  it.''  It  was  then  that  he  intimated 
that  there  had  been  gross  breaches  of  good  faith,  and  those  who  know  how  almost 
^controllable  Mr.  Havemeyer  is  when  he  permits  passion  to  get  the  better  of  him, 
we  since  wondered  that  he  did  not,  being  forgetful  of  himself,  declare  that  the 
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Democratic  leaders  had  made  pledges  that  the  sugar  industry  was  not  to  be  larmed 
and  were  now  permitting  those  pledges  to  be  violated. 

After  this  barst  of  passion  the  active,  aggressive,  defiant  campaign  of  the  sagar 
trnst  began,  and  it  began  not,  as  many  have  supposed,  at  the  Capitol  end  of  Penn- 
sylvania avenue,  but  at  the  White  House  end.  When  the  bill  reached  the  Senate, 
the  representatives  of  the  trust — in  fact,  the  trust  itself— set  up  its  citadel  in  Wash- 
ington, with  a  base  of  supplies  well  established  in  New  York.  One  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  corporation  began  to  visit  Secretary  Lamont.  He  took  to  that  young 
politician  the  story  of  the  subscription  of  the  sugar  trust,  its  service  in  the  cam- 
paign to  the  party,  reminded  him  that  but  for  its  aid  there  might  not  have  been  a  Dem- 
ocratic administration  in  Washington,  and  insisted  that  the  pledges  made  then 
should  be  redeemed  so  far  as  the  administration  itself  could  briu^  it  about. 

That  member  of  the  trust  must  have  received  early  information  of  the  purposes 
of  the  White  House  end  of  the  avenue,  for  he  came  back  to  New  York  while  the  bill 
was  still  pending  in  the  mysterious  chamber  of  which  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and 
Mills  alone  had  the  key,  and  he  reported  that  there  was  no  longer  occasion  for 
alarm,  that  the  administration  would  see  to  it  that  Democratic  campaign  pledges  to 
the  sugar  trnst  were  not  repudiated,  and  that  there  would  be  either  no  taritf  bill 
at  all,  or  else  one  with  which  the  trust  could  find  no  serious  fault.  From  the  time 
of  that  announcement  here  until  this  day  there  has  never  been  any  doubt  among  well- 
informed  men  that  the  Wilson  bill  was  dead  and  that  whatever  might  happen  the 
pledges  of  the  Democratic  leaders  to  the  sugar  trust  were  to  be  redeemed. 

The  pressure  upon  the  west  end  of  Penusylvania  avenue  was  not  confined  to  a  single 
member  of  the  administration,  Mr.  Lamont;  it  touched  every  member  of  the  Cabinet 
with  one  exception,  and  it,  of  course,  reached  Mr.  Cleveland,  finding  him  not  relnc* 
tant.  The  trust  sent  Senator  Brice  himself  to  the  President.  He  found  that  Mr. 
Cleveland  was  not  irresponsive,  but  cordial  and  earnest  in  his  response  to  a  sugges- 
tion. 

Mr.  Cleveland  took,  in  that  interview,  nothing  but  the  political  and  partisan 
view.  He  did  not  particularize,  of  course,  the  sugar  trust,  but  he  expresse<I  annoy- 
ance over  the  tendency  in  the  Senate,  dissatisfaction  with  the  Wilson  bill,  admitted 
that  mistakes  were  being  made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  sup- 
port to  the  Democratic  party  which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  such  a 
bill  as  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering.  There  were 
other  evidences  that  this  purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought 
to  bear.  Senator  McPherson  revealed  it.  It  has  not  been  told  hitherto  how  he,  upon 
one  occasion  in  the  presence  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
stormed  and  raved,  going  almost  into  a  frenzy  of  passion,  intimating  that  the  party 
was  prepared  to  stab  the  men  who  saved  it,  and  at  last,  in  the  fury  of  his  indigna- 
tion, turned  and  left  the  room. 

AN  EXTRAORDINABT  INCIDENT. 

But  the  highest,  the  most  emphatic  and  sufficient  indication  that  the  administra- 
tion was  bound  to  maintain  these  campaign  pledges  and  to  protect  the  men  who  had 
given  half  a  million  dollars,  was  furnished  by  an  extraordinary  and  unexpected  inci- 
dent that  happened  not  long  after  the  Wilson  bill  went  to  the  Senate.  Senator  Brice 
had  represented  to  the  President  that  these  3  trans-Mississippi  Senators,  who  had 
charge  of  the  bill,  were  determined  to  make  sugar  of  all  sorts  absolutely  free.  Meyer 
and  Croker  had  represented  the  same  thing  to  Dan  Lamont.  Whitney  and  Benedict 
indirectly  approaclied  the  adiuinistration  protesting,  and  at  last  the  administration 
determined  to  act. 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present,  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  sa;  that  he  came  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement,  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  President's  wishes,  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him, 
excited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
accurate,  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.     He  said: 

'' Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.  No 
party  or  the  representatives  of  no  party  can  aiford  to  ignore  honorable  oblige- 
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ions.  I  want  to  say  to  yon  that  there  Beems  to  be  danjger  that  this  is  going 
to  be  done.  Gentlemen  associated  with  the  su^ar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you 
what  perhaps  you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  tne  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic 
party  m  l^S  a  Very  large  sum  of  money.  They  con  tributedseveral  hundred  thousand 
doUars  and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  it  would  be  infamous^  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
given  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
lam  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust 
that  you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in 
gome  measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests.'' 

That,  in  substance,  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  that  they  respect  the  obligations  ent-ered  into  by  the  national  campaign 
committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  plea 
powerAilly  put.  Mi,  Carlisle  said  but  little  more;  he  had  said  enough.  He  tamed 
and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before 
he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he 
thought  would  oe  fair  to  the  Government,  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
Voorhees's  possession  to  this  day.  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  bv 
interlineation  had  inserted  the  following  words :  "  On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16, 
Dutch  standard,  and  on  all."  After  the  word  '^alP'  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  *' Instead  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent  45  per  cent  a4  valorem." 

There  is  also  upon  the  blank  space  at  the  bottom  of  the  printed  sheet,  in  Mr.  Car- 
lisle's handwriting,  a  clause  providing  that  nothing  contained  in  the  bill  shall  be 
construed  as  affecting  the  Hawaiian  reciprocity  treaty.  So  the  administration 
la  on  record  as  favoring  even  a  higher  rate  of  protection  than  was  afforded  by  the 
MH^alled  Gorman  bill.  This  speech  of  Secretary  Carlisle's  is  sufficient  proof  of  state- 
ments made  earlier  in  this  article  that  the  sugar  trust  contributed  $500,000  to  the  Dem- 
ocratio  campaign  fond,  receiving  in  return  a  pledge  that  no  measure  should  be 
allowed  to  pass  Congress  which  endangered  the  sugar  interests. 

Jost  here  the  other  political  influences  which  have  accomplished  considerable  in 
the  way  of  securing  favor  for  the  sugar  trust  schedule  ought  to  be  spoken  of.  The 
Democratic  party  is  not  hopeful  of  carrying  the  next  House  of  Representatives.  Its 
pnrpose  is  to  concentrate  its  efforts  upon  legislatures  in  the  poorer  States  of  the  West 
ao  that  its  control  of  the  Senate  may  be  maintained,  or  at  least  the  control  of  the 
Bepnbhcans  prevented.  It  has  been  represented  to  Senators  that  if  there  be  kindly 
oonsideratiou  shown  to  the  su<;ar  trust,  gentlemen  connected  with  that  corporation 
^11  see  to  it  that  sufficient  money  is  subscribed  to  carry  the  legislatures  in  certain 
States  so  that  the  Democracy  may  maintain  or  secure  representation  from  them. 
This  pledge  has  been  given  and  accepted,  subject  to  the  action ^of  the  Democratic 
Senators  on  the  sugar  tariff,  and  while  it  has  not  been  a  conspicuous  influence  in  the 
Senate  it  has  been  a  considerable  one,  and  may  account  hereafter  for  some  of  the 
votes  which  Senators  from  close  States  in  the  far  West  which  are  now  either  wholly 
or  in  part  represented  by  Democrats  may  give. 
We  now  turn  from  the  purely  political  and  partisan  influences  brought  to  bear 

SK)n  the  Senate  to  others  which  have  been  peculiar,  in  part  pecuniary,  and  out  of 
e  use  of  which  have  arisen  so  many  scandalous  and  disreputable  stories  affecting 
the  honor  of  individual  Senators.  It  is  not  bribery  known  to  the  statutes  or  com- 
mon law  for  a  member  of  a  parliamentary  body  to  speculate  upon  the  probable  course 
of  legislation.  It  is  not  even  disreputable  according  to  the  peculiar  moral  code 
which  has  enabled  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  and  some  others  to  accumulate 
wealth. 

When  the  bill  was  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate some  of  the  officers  and  managers  of  the  su^ar  trust  established  themselves  in 
Washington,  being  in  New  York  a  part  of  the  time  and  in  Washington  at  frequent 
^tervals.  Upon  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  hotel 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  ''Brice's  Terrell,"  and 
one  other  man  whose  name  it  ma^  be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present.  At 
that  interview  Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  great  deal  of  indignation.  He  rebuked 
Senator  Brice  for  failing  to  secure  such  influence  in  the  Senate  as  the  sugar  people 
expected  him  to  secure.  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  bluntly,  almost 
brusquely,  what  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  to 
the  sugar  men  and  to  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule.  Senator  Smith  replied  that  he 
did  not  see  what  he  could  then  do,  but  he  said  there  was  alwavs  this  consolation^ 
that  if  they  could  not  secure  the  schedule  they  wanted  they  could  lorely  defeat  the 
bill,  leaving  the  present  law  operative, 

6bbi 
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HAVEMKYKB  SHOWS  HIS  TBETH. 

Mr.  Havemeyer  did  not  seem  to  feel  so  sure  about  that.  At  all  events  he  was  per- 
sistent in  pleading  for  a  complete  abandonment  of  the  sabcommittee's  policy  respect- 
ing sugar,  and  an  open  avowal  of  favor  towards  ]|)rotection  for  this  American  indus 
try.  In  the  course  of  that  conversation  it  was  said  that  if  such  a  schedule  as  would 
be  satisfactory  was  adopted,  or  even  reported,  the  price  of  susar  on  the  market  would 
advance  thirty  points  in  thirty  days.  To  men  with  the  speculative  instinct  as  keenly 
developed  as  it  is  in  Senator  Brice  and  Senator  Smith,  it  is  easy  to  see  what  such  a 
statement  as  that  meant  for  them.  However,  the  meeting  that  night  which  lasted 
until  a  late  hour  did  not  end  satisfactorily  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  returned  to  New 
York  the  next  morning,  and  that  was  the  day  upon  which  the  slump  in  sugar  occnrred, 
a  transaction  which  has  since  then  been  regarded  as  an  object  lesson  most  impressive 
to  some  of  the  Senators. 

After  that  and  beginning  with  the  first  hint  of  favorable  inclination  in  the  Senate, 
the  price  of  sugar  on  the  market  has  gradually  appreciated  until  the  prediction 
made  in  that  room  that  night  has  been  verified,  excepting  that  it  has  taken  longer 
than  thirty  days  for  sugar  to  go  thirty  points.  Mr.  Brice  has  never  denied  the 
accusation  publicly  made  that  he  has  speculated  in  sugar,  nor  has  Senator  Smith 
cared  to  say  that  tlie  reports  that  he  has  made  half  a  million  dollars  by  reason  of 
his  good  fortune  in  procuring  inside  knowledge  as  to  the  movement  of  the  sugar 
market  are  without  any  foundation.  Here  we  know  that  the  brokers  with  whom 
Senator  Brice  has  been  accustomed  to  commit  his  speculative  interests  have  been 
very  lar^e  purchasers  of  sugar,  and  we  know  also  that  these  brokers  had  inside 
information  as  to  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  the  sugar  schedule.  It  may  be  as  good 
a  place  here  as  anywhere  to  relate  an  incident  showing  the  truth  of  that  statement. 

On  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Voorhces,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  denied 
in  the  Senate  that  uny  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as  originally 
reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as  prepared  by 
Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of  Moore 
&  Schley.  He  had  not  arisen  when  it  was  placed  in  his  hands.  He  was  in  bed,  for 
it  was  early  morning.  He  sat  up  in  bed  and  read  these  amendments,  conspicu- 
ous among  them  being  the  final  determination  regarding  the  sugar  schedule.  So 
that  while  the  Senate,  the  House,  the  country  not  only  knew  nothing  of  these 
amendments,  but  were  assured  by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  that  there 
were  none,  Senator  Brice's  brokers  had  a  copy  of  the  amended  bill  and  the  privilege 
which  was  denied  even  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  reading  them. 

To  go  back  a  little.  After  Mr.  Carlisle's  address  to  the  Finance  Committee,  after 
the  meeting  between  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  Senators  Brice  and  Smith,  there  occurred 
an  extraordinary  thing  in  the  Finance  Committee.  Senator  Vest  made  a  statement 
which  caused  Mills  to  look  upon  him  with  amazement,  to  regard  him  with  suspicion, 
and  some  of  the  other  members  of  the  committee  to  eye  one  another  furtively.  The 
Senator  said  that  he  did  not  see  why  a  duty  of  one-half  of  a  cent  upon  raw  sugar 
did  not  afibrd  sufiicient  protection  to  all  the  sugar  interests  of  this  country.  If 
Mr.  Vest  were  a  new  Senator,  such  an  astonishing  assertion  as  that  might  have  been 
ascribed  to  ignorance,  but  he  has  been  through  tarifi*  bill  after  tariff  bill.  He 
looks  upon  himself  as  something  of  an  expert,  and  he  must  have  known  that  his 
statement  was  ridiculous.  In  view  of  his  earlier  position,  it  seemed  not  only  ridicu- 
lous, but  strange.  It  even  caused  one  Senator  to  say  to  another, ''  Vest  has  flopped." 
But  he  followed  it  with  another,  even  more  extraordinary,  statement.  He  said 
that,  in  view  of  the  excitement  over  the  sugar  schedule,  he  had  been  compelled  to 
ask  his  personal  friend,  Mr.  Joe  Rickey,  to  deprive  himself  for  the  time  ueing  of 
the  delights  of  personal  intercourse  with  him,  because  if  he  was  seen  so  much  in 
Rickey's  company  just  then  it  might  cause  suspicion  to  be  aroused. 

Suspicion  of  what  f  Mr.  Rickey  is  a  speculator  upon  the  market  of  more  than  local 
repute.  He  knows  how  to  buy  and  how  to  sell.  He  is  reputed  to  have  made  several 
fortunes  because  he  has  let  his  speculative  instinct  have  his  way  with  him.  Did 
Senator  Vest  mean  to  intimate  that  it  might  be  said  if  he  changed  his  action  in 
regard  to  sugar  that  his  relations  with  Mr.  Rickey  would  cause  it  to  be  suspected 
that  Mr.  Rickey  might  have  gone  upon  the  market  having  the  advantage  oi  prior 
knowledge  that  would  boom  sugar  stocks?  Senator  Vest  afterwards  took  occasion 
upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  deny  an  accusation  publicly  made  that  he  had  ever 
bought  a  dollar's  worth  of  sugar  certificates,  and  when  he  made  that  denisd  there 
were  Senators  who,  remembering  that  queer  comment  about  Joe  Rickey  before  the 
Finance  Committee,  wondered  if  Mr.  Rickey  himself  could  with  equal  truthfulneu 
have  made  STich  denial  as  that. 

BUOAB-TRUST  DOMINATION. 

We  had,  upon  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Dem- 
ocratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.    That  was  an  all-day  and  half  the  night 
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session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  representa- 
tiyes  of  the  sngar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer,  and  Torrill,  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Fevre,  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit,  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
we  are  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied 
by  the  trust  au  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfving  the 
Loaisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  had  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Dem- 
ocratic party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two 
votes  against  the  bill.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  little 
and  takiug  a  little. 

At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never 
wu  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee 
rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Cafiery  drafted  a  sched- 
ule, Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar 
trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw 
that  spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Seuator 
Caffery  had  finished,  the  su^ar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it,  it  was 
taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  tne  victory  won 
and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery's  hand- 
writing and  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

It  was  after  this  was  done  that  word  was  brought  to  New  York  and  confidential 
hiformation  given  to  a  company  of  conspicuous  Democrat-s  that  the  sugar  trust  had 
clinched  the  Senate,  and  that  their  interests  were  now  protected  whatever  was  done 
by  the  Senate.  There  was  also  given  such  narration  of  these  events  as  has  made 
it  possible  to  tell  much  of  this  story.  It  is  a  story  not  picked  up  upon  the  streets, 
not  the  gossip  of  idle  chatterers,  but  comes  directly  from  the  mouths  of  men  who 
bad  part  in  it. 

ENTER  THE  6TANDABD  OIL. 

There  remains  one  more  thing  to  be  told  of  the  direct  influence  of  the  trusts  upon 
the  Senate,  and  that  thing  explains  the  sudden,  amazing  Democratic  caucus  called 
by  Gorman  on  Friday  of  the  week  before  last.  The  Standard  Oil  people  had  appa- 
rently taken  little  interest  in  the  proposed  tariff  legislation.  But  this  indifiereuce 
^as  apparent,  rather  than  real.  Some  time  earlv  in  the  first  week  in  May  the 
exceedingly  subtle  representatives  of  that  colossal  trust  appeared  in  Washington. 
The  fine  hand  of  William  C.  Whitney,  a  greater  Jesuit  and  diplomatist  even  than 
Brice,  Gorman,  or  Hill,  caused  this  final  play. 

The  Standard  Oil  people  came,  bearing  a  plea  for  union  of  interests.    They  suc- 
^ded  in  overcoming  Bnce's  opposition  to  the  whisky  trust,  an  opposition  believed 
to  have  been  caused  by  the  manner  in  which  that  trust  once  clipped  the  Senator's 
financial  wool.    The  other  trusts  were  taken  into  consultation,  and  within  a  few 
hoars  there  came  agreements  which  caused  the  relation  of  the  bill  to  the  Senate  to 
be  entirely  changed.    The  Standard  Oil,  the  sugar,  and  the  other  trusts  being  now 
•atifified,  the  Senators  whom  they  control  content,  it  was  suggested  that  immediate 
advantage  be  taken  of  that  condition  to  cause  a  caucus  to  be  held;  so  that  within 
forty-eignt  hours  after  the  Standard  Oil  went  to  Washington,  Gorman  had  delivered 
lus  party,  being  aided  preliminarily  by  Brice  and  Smith,  into  the  hands  of  the  trusts. 
One  thing  was  decided  upon  at  the  meeting  of  the  trusts  which  has  not,  until  this 
writing,  been  made  public.    The  suggestion  came  from  the  Standard  oil  men.     It 
was  this:  ''Let  it  be  said  for  us  that  we  do  not  oppose  the  income  tax;  that  we  feel 
that  we  ought  not  to  oppose  it,  since  we  can  better  afford  to  pay  2  per  cent  on  a 
million  than  not  to  have  a  million  at  all.    As  the  Government  now  proposes  to  pro- 
tect us,  so  that  we  can  make  money,  we  are  willing  to  pay  back  to  the  Government 
2  per  cent  upon  the  money  which  we  make,  thanks  to  its  favor.''    That  is  the  plau- 
sible statement  which  they  expect  to  send  forth ;  but  the  real  reason  for  this  sudden 
advocacy  of  the  income  l^x  is  that  as  the  bill  now  is  it  will  be  repugnant  to  the 
House  unless  it  carries  back  to  that  body  a  sop,  and  that  sop  is  to  be  the  income  tax. 
That  argument  was  definitely,  positively  set  forth  and  agreed  to  at  the  meeting 
between  the  representatives  of  these  trusts  and  Mr.  Gorman,  Mr.  Brice,  and  the  two 
or  three  others  who  arranged  these  things. 

Of  course  it  has  been  made  plain  that  after  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  although  denying  it,  had  yielded  to  the  sugar  trust  and  the  other  trusts, 
it  became  essential  to  make  other  concessions  in  order  to  secure  l^e  support  of  cer- 
tain Senators  who  had  not  been  particularly  involved  in  these  trust  negotiations, 
and  that,  as  the  Washington  dispatches  have  clearly  set  forth,  was  accomplished  in 
a  hnrry,  Senator  Gorman  going  even  so  far  as  to  plead  with  certain  interests  to 
alter  their  schedules  before  the  caucus  had  taken  action.  Most  of  these  interests 
were  able  to  take  advantage  of  the  proposition,  but  the  woolen  one  was,  either 
through  negligence,  incompetence,  or  downright  treachery  of  some  of  those  who 
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had  its  matters  in  charge,  passed  by  without  obtaining  the  oonoessions  wbieh 
Gk>rman  had  promised  to  give  if  they  woold  ask  for.  As  it  is,  then,  the  bill  now  is 
a  trust  creation  pure  and  simple,  and  whatever  may  be  said  of  its  relation  to  the 
Democratic  platforiA  or  Democratic  policies  it  fulfills  those  great  obligations  entered 
into  with  members  of  the  conspicuous  trusts  at  the  time  of  the  national  campaign, 
and  for  which  subscriptions  aggregating  nearly  three-quarters  of  a  million  of  dol- 
lars were  received. 

There  is  one  other  feature  of  this  matter  which  we  hear  much  discussed  in  New 
York,  and  that  is  the  real  disposition  of  the  sugar-trust  people  toward  this  bill 
and  their  opinion  regarding  the  likelihood  of  its  passage.  The  disposition  may  be 
en)lained  in  a  few  words.  If  the  bill  can  be  passed  with  the  proviso  that  the  sugar 
schedule  is  not  to  go  into  effect  till  next  January  then  the  sugar  people  are  intensely 
interested  in  its  passage.  If  that  proviso  should  be  omitted  the  trust  does  not  care 
greatlv  whether  the  bill  be  defeated  or  not.  With  the  January  proviso  in  a  very 
earefal  estimate  has  been  made  of  the  profits  which  will  accrue  to  the  trust,  every 
penny  of  which  will  come  out  of  the  people,  and  will  represent  a  diversion  of  reve- 
nue from  the  U.  S.  Treasury  to  that  of  the  trust. 

THB  TRUST  GOT  A  BARGAIN. 

Careful  computations  have  been  made  here  as  to  the  value  of  the  colossal  prize 
which  lies  in  tnis  January  proviso.  Making  an  estimate  upon  importations  of  sugar 
for  the  last  year  from  foreign  countries  and  upon  that  figuring  the  revenue  that 
would  be  received  by  the  Government  at  the  proposed  rate  upon  raw  sugar,  and 
adding  to  it  the  profits  which  the  sugar  refiners  would  make  upon  the  manufactured 
article,  the  estimate  is  that  this  January  proviso  would  mean  the  enormous  sum  of 
$56,000,000  to  the  sugar  trust.  Of  that  amount  at  least  75  per  cent  ought  to  go  to 
the  Qovemment,  because  the  sugar  people  controlling  this  import-ation  and  getting 
it  free  of  duty  would  nevertheless  place  upon  the  refined  sugar  made  from  that  held 
in  bond  the  duty  imposed  by  the  Government. 

The'sugar  people  here  feel  that  the  great  danger  which  this  provision  will  be  exposed 
to  whion  it  is  discussed  will  be  the  argument  that  will  show  that  it  will  completely 
neutralize  the  purpose  of  the  bill  itself.  For  it  will,  instead  of  getting  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  next  year  the  duty  from  sugar,  deprive  it  of  it,  so  that  for  a  year  at  least 
the  calculations  or  the  makers  of  the  bill  of  the  amount  of  revenue  the  Government 
would  receive  under  it  would  all  go  for  naught. 

We  get  what  seems  to  be  conclusive  proof  that  already  the  sugar  trust  has  con- 
tracted for  practically  the  entire  product  of  Cuba,  the  British  West  Indies,  Puerto 
Rico,  and  nearly  all  the  raw  sugar  produced  elsewhere  that  will  be  grown  this  year. 
That  sugar,  if  the  January  proviso  goes  into  effect,  will  be  hurried  to  this  country 
and  pla^dd  in  warehouses.  Before  January  every  pound  of  sugar,  excepting  that  of 
Louisiana,  which  the  refiners  expect  to  use,  will  be  in  this  country  and  free  of  dut^. 
The  trust  has  already  in  stock  300,000  tons  of  sugar,  or  all  the  raw  sugar  there  is  in 
this  country,  excepting  about  30,000  tons. 

There  are  evidences  furnished  to  the  bankers  not  only  of  these  contracts,  but  of 
the  forwarding  of  the  money  to  pay  for  some  of  them.  The  sugar  trust,  which  has 
been  a  large  leaner  of  money  upon  the  street,  has  called  in  its  loans,  and  its  finan- 
ciers have  been  negotiating  for  gold  for  export  to  pay  for  this  season's  crop  of  sugar. 
While  it  is  not  easy  or  even  possible  to  trace  the  gold  that  has  been  exported 
recently  to  the  purpose  that  lea  to  its  export,  nevertheless  the  Wall  street  bankers 
are  convinced  that  very  much  of  it  represents  payments  by  the  sugar  trust  on 
account  of  purchasing  of  sugar  in  the  West  Indies  and  elsewhere.  If  this  Jannaiy 
proviso  be  added  the  drain  of  gold  must  greatly  continue,  for  an  enormous  sum  wiU 
DC  necessaiy  in  order  to  make  payment  upon  this  crop. 

Thus  it  is  possible  to  show  tne  relations  of  this  great  corporate  monopoly  to  the 
Democratic  party  and  its  tariff  measure.  Of  the  vast  fund  of  incidents  and  facts 
that  have  been  accumulated  through  a  careful  investigation  a  sufficient  number 
have  been  selected  to  show  the  political  pressure  which  the  trust  has  been  able  to 
bring  upon  the  administration  and  Congress,  and  also  to  indicate  what  the  other 
influences  were  which  were  exerted,  and  how  the  splendid  opportunities  the  mar- 
ket afforded  for  gaining  enormous  wealth  must  have  tempted  so  many  Senators  to 
take  advantage  of  them  as  to  have  influenced  the  action  of  the  committee  and  eom- 
pletely  change  the  principle  of  the  bill  £nm  thftfe  which  was  in  it  when  it  was 
reported  from  the  House  to  the  Senaleb 
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TESTIMONY  TAKSN  AS  TO  OHABOB  THAT  SUGAR  SOflBDUT^E  OF  TARIFF 
BILL  HAD  BEEN  MADE  UP  IN  CONSIDERATION  OF  CAMPAIGN  CONTRI- 
BUTIONS MADE  BY  SUGAR  TRUST  TO  DEMOCRATIC  COMMITTEE;  AS 
TO  SENATORS  SPECULATING  IN  SUGAR  STOCKS  AND  SPECIAL 
REPORTS  MADE  AS  TO  CERTAIN  CONTUMACIOUS  WITNESSES. 

SWORN  TESTIMOHY  OF  ELISHA  J.  EDWARDS. 

{May  24, 1894. ) 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  age! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  am  46. 

The  Oh  AIRMAN.  Where  is  your  residence  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  legal  residence  is  Greenwich,  Conn.  I  live  in 
the  suburbs  of  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  occupation  ? 

Mr.  Edwards.  News- writer;  correspondent. 

The  Chairman.  Of  what  paper? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Mainly  for  the  Philadelphia  Press — entirely  so,  prac- 
tically. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  graduate  of  Yale! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  in  1870,  of  the  Yale  Law  School  of  that  year. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  the  writer  of  the  article  or  letter  in  the 
Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  signed  "Holland?^ 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  some  statements  of  fact  in  that  letter 
about  which  we  would  like  your  testimony.  You  say  in  that  article 
that- 

In  the  snmmer  of  1892,  after  Mr.  Cleveland's  nomination,  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and  one  or  two  others  had  a  conversation,  either  in  Green- 
wich or  npon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  in  which  the  sngar  interests  were  earnestly  dis- 
eosaed,  and  those  interested  as  affected  hy  the  situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands  par- 
ticolarly  analyzed.  There  is  no  doaht  now  that  at  this  meeting  there  were  planted 
the  seeds  of  the  policy  developed  by  Mr.  Cleveland  after  he  became  President  toward 
the  Hawaiian  Islands.  At  that  time  and  subsequently  there  came  about  understand- 
ing's between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  friends  of  his  which,  if  they  could  ever  be 
Ailly  exposed,  would  explain  completely  that  miserable  and  strangely  unreasonable 
Hawaiian  incident. 

Will  you  state  what  you  know  about  that? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  ought  to  state  that  after  having  written  that 
article  I  became  satisfied  that  my  mind  was  a  little  confused  as  to  the 
dates,  and  that  the  meeting  which  I  described  there  occurred  in  the 
Rnminer  of  1893  instead  of  the  summer  of  1892,  and  that  the  conversa- 
tioTi  which  I  heard  indicated  in  an  exi>lanatx)ry  way  what  the  relations 
of  the  administration  and  the  sugar  trust  were  to  the  Hawiian  incident, 
I  am  satisfied  that  I  have  the  date  wrong;  it  was  not  1892,  but  1893. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  in  1893,  then  ? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  after  Mr.  Cleveland's  election,  and  not  after 
Ms  nomination? 

Mr.  Edwards.  After  his  election.  It  explains  what  had  gone  before 
instead  of  what  was  to  come. 
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The  Chairman.  What  do  yoa  know  abont  the  matter  there  stated 
as  taking  place  in  the  sammer  of  1893  instead  of  1892? 

Mr.  Edwards.  May  I  not  be  permitted  to  refer  to  a  memorandnmt 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  written  ont  carefully,  with  a  view  of  helping 
the  committee,  some  notes,  in  order  that  I  maybe  accurate  in  my  state- 
ments. 

The  Chairman.  We  do  not  want  you  to  read  from  the  memorandum ; 
you  may  refresh  your  recollection  from  it  and  then  state.  Were  those 
memoranda  made  at  the  time  or  since? 

Mr,  Edwards.  Since  I  have  been  summoned  before  the  committee, 
and  mainly  to  refresh  my  memory  so  that  I  may  be  accurate.  I  think 
in  September  of  last  year — I  can  only  identify  the  time  by  the  fact  that 
it  was  soon  after  my  return  from  a  holiday,  which  must  have  been 
about  the  J  st  of  September,  1893^about  that  time,  that  is,  as  nearly 
as  I  can  recollect  it,  I  met  a  gentleman  who  spoke  to  me  about  an 
article  that  I  had  written  concerning  an  operation  upon  Mr.  Cleveland's 
jaw  for  cancer  or  malignant  growth,  which  operation  had  taken  place 
some  weeks  before  upon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht.  That  article  excited  a 
good  deal  of  interest  throughout  the  country.  This  gentleman  said  to 
me,  ^'As  important  as  that  news  is,  there  is  something  much  more 
important  to  this  country  besides  the  fatal  disease,  and  which  is  now 
brewing."  I  asked  him  if  it  was  something  which  he  could  give  me. 
He  said  not  then,  because  he  was  under  confidence  not  to  do  it.  Later, 
when  he  had  the  information  that  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  restore 
the  Queen  of  Hawaii  and  that  it  had  failed,  this  gentleman  stated 
that  that  was  the  news  which  he  had  and  could  not  give.  My  recol- 
lection is  that  he  either  told  me  it  was  on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  at  his 
place,  or  at  some  resort,  a  pleasure  excursion  of  some  kind.  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and  some  others  were 
present. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  that  E.  C.  Benedict? 

Mr.  Edwards.  E.  C.  Benedict.  Tliere  had  been  a  general  conversa- 
tion about  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  sugar  interests,  and  I  think  he  said 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  at  all  events  it  was  said  by  some  one,  that  there  would 
be  a  sensation  in  the  country  before  Congress  met 

Tlie  Chairman.  Who  said  it? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Either  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict,  or  some  one 
in  the  party;  because  it  would  be  then  found  that  there  was  peace  in 
Hawaii  and  the  Queen  would  be  restored.  This  gentleman  was  a  CoL 
H.  W.  R.  Hoyt,  of  Greenwich.  He  had  been  speaker  of  the  Connect- 
icut legislature  and  a  warm  personal  friend  of  mine  for  twenty  years.  I 
was  particularly  impressed  by  it,  because  Col.  Hoyt  had  given  me  infor- 
mation in  the  campaign  of  1892,  which  I  found  in  part  correct,  and  he 
had  been  counsel  for  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  was  also  a  resident  ol 
Greenwich,  but  he  was  counsel  not  connected  with  the  sugar  interests 
but  real  estate. 

Senator  Allen.  Which  Havemeyer.? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  the  president  of  the  sugar  trust 
so  that  I  was  particularly  impressed  by  that  information. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  that  information,  in  addition  to  what  yoi 
said? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  information  was  that  the  story  which  he  coulc 
have  told  me  in  September  was  that  there  had  been  an  admission,  con- 
fession, or  statement  of  these  people  that  before  the  regular  session  oi 
Congress  it  would  be  found  that  the  Queen  had  been  restored.    CoL 
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Hoyt  said  he  could  not  tell  it  then.  After  the  news  came  the  colonel 
met  me  and  said  that  was  the  news  which  he  would  liked  to  have  told 
me. 

The  Ghaibman.  From  whom  did  he  say  he  got  this  information  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  think  he  told  me  from  whom  he  got  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  it  occurred  where? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Either  upon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  Mr.  Benedict's 
place,  or  some  recreative  gathering  which  happened  about  that  time. 

The  C^AIRMAN.  Did  Ool.  Hoyt  tell  you  in  that  way ;  that  it  occurred 
on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  at  his  house,  or  some  recreative  gathering? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  I  put  it  in  ray  mind  that  way. 

The  Chairman.  What  connection  had  that  with  the  sugar  business, 
what  Col.  Hoyt  said? 

Mr.  Edwards.  What  did  that  have  to  do  with  the  sugar  business? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  about  sugar  interests? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No  connection,  other  than  the  suggestion  that  the 
sugar  people  were  as  influential  as  they  had  been  from  the  time  of 
the  election  as  before. 

The  Chairman.  He  made  that  suggestion? 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  made  that  suggestion^  not  in  those  precise  words; 
but  that  was  the  idea. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  tell  you  how  he  obtained  this  information? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  my  impression  is  that  he  heard  it  from  some  of 
those  people.    He  did  not  tell  me  how  he  heard  it. 

Senator  Allen.  That  he  heard  it  of  one  of  this  party  of  which  you 
speak? 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  impression  is  that  he  told  me. 

The  Chairman.  That  it  was  either  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  Mr.  Benedict? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict,  or  some  of  the  party, 

The  Chairman.  Who  were  they? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Mr.  Cleveland  was  there. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  stated  that. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  remember  his  mentioning  any  others. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  sure  Mr.  Hoyt  said  that  Mr.  Cleveland  was 
there! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko;  I  am  not  absolutely  sure;  my  impression  is  that 
he  did  say  so. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  all  that  Col.  Hoyt  told  you  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Except  to  refer  to  the  conversation  that  we  had  the 
year  previous. 

,  Senator  All£n.  I  do  not  wish  to  interrupt  you  at  all  in  your  exam- 
ination, but  I  want  to  facilitate  it  all  I  can.  It  strikes  me  that  right 
there  it  might  be  important  to  ascertain  exactly  what  Col.  Hoyt 
{informed  this  witness  was  a^eed  upon  in  this  meeting  upon  the  yacht, 
jf  he  did  inform  him  of  anything,  in  reference  to  the  sugar  interests  of 
Hawaii,  and  how  the  parties  tliere  assembled  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  Queen  would  be  restored. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  "at  that  time,  and  subsequently,  there 
came  about  understandings  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  ftiends 
of  his  which,  if  they  could  be  ever  fully  exposed,  would  explain  com- 
pletely that  miserable  and  strangely  unreasonable  Hawaiian  incident.'^ 
What  were  tliose  understandings  to  which  you  refer! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Those  would  be  very  largely  inferential,  and  it  would 
he  necessary  for  me  to  go  back  and  explain. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  at  that  time,  and  subsequently,  there  came 
about  these  understandings  t 
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Mr.  Edwabds.  I  explained  to  you  that  I  made  a  mistake  in  the  late. 
The  Chaibman.  I  take  your  date,  the  summer  of  1893.    You  say : 

At  that  time,  and  subseqnently,  thore  came  about  aDderstandings  between  Mr. 
Cleveland  and  these  friends  of  his  which,  if  they  coald  ever  be  folly  exposed,  would 
explain  completely  that  miserable  and  strangely  unreasonable  Hawaiian  incident. 

What  were  those  understandings  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Those  understandings  were  conjectural. 

The  Chairman.  On  your  part? 

Mr.  Edwards.  On  my  part,  and  on  the  part  of  many  persQjis,  that 
that  Hawaiian  policy  of  the  President  was  due  very  largely  to  the 
friendly  interest  of  the  sugar  people  (Mr.  Spreckels  particularly)  in 
having  the  Queen  restored  and  overthrowing  the  Provisional  Govern- 
ment. 

The  Chairman.  Did  not  Col.  Hoyt  tell  you  definitively  what  those 
understandings  weref 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  he  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Then  these  understandings  to  which  you  have 
referred  in  the  article  quoted  are  conjectures? 

Mr.  Edwards.  They  are  my  conjectures,  many  of  them. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  them? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge;  no. 

The  Chairman.  What  are  the  conjectures  founded  upon — ^the  fact 
that  they  were  upon  this  yacht  and  talking  about  Hawaii! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Partly  upon  that. 

The  Chairman.  Upon  what  else? 

Mr.  Edwards.  And  partly  upon  the  fact  that  in  the  winter  of  1893, 
before  that,  Mr.  Dickinson,  I  understood,  came  to  New  York  and  said 
that  a  commission  was  to  be  appointed  to  go  to  Hawaii  and  arrange  for 
certain  matters  which  were  then  in  contemplation. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  mean  the  winter  of  1893,  or  18921 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  should  say  in  January,  1893. 

The  Chairman.  Don  Dickinson  said  to  whom? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  remember. 

The  Chairman.  Who  told  you  that  he  said  sot 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  can  not  tell  you  the  person.  I  gathered  that  in  my 
newspaper  work  in  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  Would  the  fact  that  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Benedict, 
and  Mr.  Cleveland  were  together  at  Havemeyer's  house,  or  on  hia 
yacht,  or  at  some  other  place,  justify  your  conjecture  that  they  framed 
the  matter  which  is  here  stated? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

It  is  known  that  at  Lake  wood,  before  Mr.  Cleveland  became  Piesident,  and  after 
the  successful  revolution  in  Hawaii  had  been  made  known  to  President  Harrison's 
administration^  a  meeting  took  place  at  which  the  determination  was  reached  to 
overthrow  the  revolutionists  and  restore  the  Queen. 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  information  obtained  by  me  at  the  time  in 
the  general  course  of  investigation  of  that  matter.  It  was  generally 
understood  as  a  matter  of  common  talk  that  there  was  such  a  meet- 
ing— that  there  was  an  agreement  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  A  meeting  of  whom? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Mr.  Cleveland  and  gentlemen  who  were  close  to  hini. 
I  understood  Mr.  Lament  was  there. 

The  Chairman.  Who  else? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Don  Dickinson. 

The  Chairman.  Who  else  ? 


INVESTIGATION  OF   ATTEMPTS  AT  BRIBERY,  ETC.  89 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  recall  all  who  were  there.  I  think  Mr. 
Strans.  My  impression  is  Mr.  Straus  was  there.  These  are  impres- 
sions from  recollection  only. 

The  Chairman.  Impressions  from  whatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Eecollections  of  my  own  work  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  work  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  work  of  a  newspaper  correspondent. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  get  this  information  about 
Lakewoodf 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  could  not  identify  the  particular  party.  It  would 
be  impossible  for  me  to  tell  you. 

The  Chairman.  Who  told  you  about  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  teU  you.  I  can 
not  identify  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  anybody  tell  you,  or  were  they  inferences  from 
other  facts  that  were  given  yout 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  impression  is  that  I  was  told  by  a  number  of  peo- 
ple that  there  was  such  a  meeting.  My  recollection  is  that  there  were 
one  or  two  newspaper  reports  of  conferences.  I  myself  did  not  go  to 
them. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  what  they  weret 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  there  was  a  report  in  the  Sew  York  World  — - 

The  Chairman.  At  that  timet 

Mr.  Edwards.  About  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Stating  that  fact — ^that  there  were  understandings 
had  at  Lakewood  in  that  regard  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  in  that  way,  but  substantially.  The  conversation 
vas  this  Hawaiian  matter  and  the  Foster  treaty  then  before  the  Senate, 
as  I  understand  it. 

The  Chairman.  Then  the  statement  is  not  based  upon  your  own  per- 
sonal knowledge,  but  founded  on  statements  which  you  say  were  made 
or  printed  about  that  time,  the  authors  of  which  you  do  not  now 
recollect! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  about  the  truth  of  the  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  say  that  conversation  was  in  relation  to  the 
Poster  treaty  then  pending  before  the  Senate! 

Ur.  Edwards.  That  is  my  recollection.  I  think  the  Foster  treaty 
^as  pending  at  that  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  relation  had  that  to  the  sugar  trust!  That 
IS  the  examination  we  are  making,  whether  Mr.  Cleveland  after  he  was 
elected,  and  that  winter  before  he  was  inaugurated,  talked  about  the 
pending  treaty  or  not  (it  would  be  very  strange  if  he  did  not)  is  not  so 
much  the  question;  but  what  relation  had  it  to  the  sugar  trust. 

Mr.  Edwards.  If  you  will  let  me  tell  in  my  own  way  how  I  came  to 
these  coiyectures,  I  will  try  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  state  the  sources  of  your  information. 
,  Ur.  Edwards.  I  can  not  state  all  the  sources  of  my  information;  it 
is  impossible;  it  has  been  so  long  ago.    But  it  is  matter  of  common 
bowledge  that  Mr.  Spreckels,  for  instance 

The  Chairbian.  We  do  not  wish  you  to  repeat  what  is  here  in  this 
newspaper;  but  any  explanation  you  can  give  of  your  statement  we 
would  be  glad  to  hear. 

Senator  Davis.  I  think  as  a  preliminary  way  he  can  state  how  he 
came  by  it. 

The  Chairman.  Exactly.    We  do  not  want  him  to  re-state  what  he 
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has  in  the  article,  bat  how  he  came  to  make  the  statement,  or  any 
knowledge  connected  with  it,  we  would  like  to  have. 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  first  hint  that  the  sagar  people  were  interested 
came  from  a  chat  with  Mr.  Dickinson — this  report  that  Mr.  Dickinson 
was  interested  or  was  to  be  appointed  to  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

The  Chairman.  A  chat  had  with  yon,  or  report  made  to  yout 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  not  a  report  made  to  me.  Then  the  very  evident 
interest  of  Mr.  Spreckels,  the  immense  interest  of  Mr.  Spreckels,  and  ot 
his  close  associate,  Mr.  Charles  iN'ordhoff.  Then  I  recollect  that  the 
common  impression  in  Wall  street  was  that  the  sugar  people  were 
intensely  excited,  intensely  interested  over  the  developments  in  Hawaii 
tending  to  the  establishment  of  the  Provisional  Government:  and  I 
remember  that  I  received  the  impression  from  going  about  as  I  aid  that 
the  sugar  people  would  do  everything  they  could  to  prevent  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  To  prevent  whatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  To  prevent  the  existence  of  the  Provisional  Govern- 
ment being  continued,  or  to  prevent  the  success  of  that  revolutionary 
movement.  I  do  not  speak  with  a  lawyer's  accuracy;  but  the  sugar- 
trust  people  were  opposed  to  the  Provisional  Government. 

The  Chairman.  Who  told  you  that! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  common  talk  in  Wall  street.  I  can  not 
identify  the  particular  individual. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  remember  any  Wall  street  man  or  person 
who  told  you  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  no  particular  individual;  it  was  in  the  air — com- 
mon report.  I  also  recollect  it  was  reported — ^and  I  was  not  in  Wash- 
ington— that  a  certain  gentleman  (I  think  Mr.  Villard)  was  reported  to 
have  gone  directly  from  Lakewood  to  Wasliington,  and  suggested  that 
it  would  be  the  pleasure  of  the  incoming  administration  that  the  Foster 
treaty  be  not  acted  upon. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  get  that  information! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  can  not  identify  the  place  where  I  got  it;  it  was 
general  information  that  came  from  various  sources. 

Mr.  Chairman.  When  did  that  information  come  to  yout 

Mr.  Edwards.  About  thtit  time. 

The  Chairman.  What  time? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Say  two  weeks  before  the  incoming  of  Mr.  Cleveland's 
administration. 

The  Chairman.  Before  the  inauguration! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes.  There  was  an  article  in  the  New  York  World 
in  which  the  visit  of  Villard  to  Washington  was  described.  The  con- 
jectures that  came  to  my  mind  later  as  to  the  interest  that  these  people 
had  in  that  matter 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  explanation  which  you  wish  to  maket 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  the  best  explanation  that  I  can  make  now. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

Mr.  Cleveland  may  or  may  not  have  been  knowingly  a  party  to  the  inflnencos  of 
the  sugar  trnst  then  brought  to  bear  npon  him.  Whether  he  did  it  or  not,  he 
responded  to  them,  and  he  went  to  Washington  determined  to  appoint  Mr.  Bloant 
his  special  commissioner. 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  also  a  part  of  the  general  information 
which  I  received  at  that  time.  And  I  have  heard  it  stated  since  then 
that  Mr.  Cleveland  did,  when  he  went  to  Washington,  in  fact,  appoint 
Mr.  Blount;  that  is,  two  or  three  days  after  he  became  President, 
appointed  Mr.  Blount  commissioner  to  Hawaii. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  that  come  to  your  mind,  before  or  after  I 
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Mr.  Edwards.  After. 

The  Chairman.  How  long! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  first  thoaght  of  that,  perhaps,  after  I  had  this  chat 
with  Col.  Hoyt. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  in  September,  1893 1 

Mr.  Edwards.  September,  six  months  later.  I,  perhaps,  first  thought 
of  it  in  that  way;  I  am  not  sure. 

The  Chairman.  You  thought  that  Mr.  Blount's  appointment  liad 
been  determined  upon  at  this  meeting  that  Mr.  Hoyt  told-you  about! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Oh,  no;  I  misanderst-ood  your  question.  I  think  the 
conviction  came  to  me  that  Mr.  Cleveland  decided  to  appoint  Mr. 
Blount  before  he  went  to  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Through  whom  did  it  comet 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  can  not  identify. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  come  from  a  person  who  assumed  to  have 
knowledge,  or  was  it  a  conjecture  on  your  parti 

Mr,  Edwards.  I  do  not  think  it  was  entirely  a  conjecture  on  my 
part;  I  think  I  must  have  heard  it  at  that  time — that  that  was  the 
purpose  Mr.  Cleveland  had  in  mind  when  he  went  to  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  hear  that  definitively  from  some  one  who 
stated  he  knew  it  as  a  fact,  or  stated  it  from  some  one  who  made  con- 
jectures as  to  that  matter,  or  thought  it  probable  f 

Hr.  Edwards.  I  should  be  unable  to  answer  that  question,  although 
my  impression  is  that  it  was  conjecture  on  the  part  of  these  persons. 

Senator  Davis.  What  caused  you  to  conjecture  Mr.  Blount? 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Edwards  says  it  was  a  coiyecture  on  the  part 
of  those  who  informed  him. 

Mr.  Edwards.  On  the  part  of  those  who  informed  me. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  is  your  explanation  of  that  paragraph  in 
your  letter  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  state 

It  was  he 


meaning  Mr.  Cleveland 

irho  annoanced  to  Gresham  the  determioation  to  appoiot  Blonnt,  he  who  iDStmcted 
jus  Secretary  of  State  to  draft  the  letter,  and  Gresbam  has  patiently,  nncomplain- 
iogly,  bat  with  a  sense  of  humiliation,  borne  such  reproaches  as  have  been  heaped 
upon  him  as  the  supposed  instigator  of  this  policy.  It  was  instigated  by  the  siiji^ar 
P^ple,  accepted  by  Mr.  Cleveland  at  Lakewood,  and  it  was  this  acceptance  which 
caused  him  to  cleave  with  such  desperate  obstinacy  to  the  policy. 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  in  the  nature  of  an  editorial  paragraph, 
based  upon  conjectures  which  I  have  received  from  others;  and  it  is 
also  iny  impression  that  I  heard  it  definitely  stated  that  the  policy  was 
that  of  the  sugar  people. 

The  Chairman,  Can  you  state  who  told  you  so? 

Mr.  Edwards.  So  ;  I  can  not. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  think  by  taking  thought  you  can  recollect t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  thought  that  matter  over  very  carefully  after 
I  was  summoned.  I  have  talked  with  so  many  people  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  identify  under  oath. 

The  Chairman.  By  the  way,  have  you  talked  with  Col.  Hoyt  since 
you  were  summoned? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Since  you  wrote  the  article? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No.    Unfortunately  Col.  Hoyt  died  about  a  month 
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ago.  I  would  not  have  referred  to  Col.  Hoyt  if  I  had  not  proof  from  a 
living  witness. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Upon  what  do  you  base  yoor  statement  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  not  favorable  to  the  policy  of  the  administration 
and  yielded  uncomplainingly  to  a  course  that  he  disapproved  oft 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  think  I  did  state  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  not  favorable  to  it.  I  think  the  impression  that  I  meant  to  give 
out  was  that  the  policy  was  dictated  by  the  President,  as  he  had  a 
right  to  do;  that  it  was  not  initiated  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  but  by 
the  President.  I  heard  that  at  the  time.  I  heard  it  in  New  York;  but 
from  whom  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  further  in  this  article: 

We  come  now  to  the  Telations  of  the  sngar  trust  to  the  national  campaign  of  1892. 
It  made  subscriptions  to  both  parties,  and  the  Repnblioan  national  committee  was 
rejoiced  when,  npon  a  day  when  money  was  needed,  it  received  a  subscription  from 
men  identified  with  the  trust,  really  from  the  trust  itself,  of  $40,000. 

You  make  that  upon  personal  knowledge! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  My  recollection  of  that  is:  I  was  at  the  Bepublican 
headquarters  a  great  deal  during  the  campaign,  saw  a  good  many  peo- 
ple, and  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  identify  the  people  who  told  me  par- 
ticular things.  But  I  do  remember  this,  somebody  told  me  that  Mr. 
James  J.  Belden,  now  a  member  of  Congress  from  Syracuse,  N.  Y., 
had  with  him  at  the  Eepublican  headquarters  a  gentleman  connected 
with  the  sugar  trust.  At  that  time  the  trust  had  given  to  the  Bepub- 
licans  $25,^)0,  I  think,  as  a  first  subscription,  if  I  remember  aright, 
and  they  wanted  more,  and  subsequently  there  was  tl5,000  more 
raised,  which  made  $40,000.  This  gentleman  of  the  sugar  trust — I  am 
not  sure  who  it  was;  my  impression  is  that  it  was  Mr.  Searles,  as  he  is 
the  only  Bepublican  in  the  trust — said  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Belden, 
"We  have  given  $260,000  or  $300,000  to  the  Democratic  campaign.^ 

The  Chairman.  Was  this  said  by  Mr.  Belden  in  your  presence! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  say  that  that  information  came  from  Mr. 
Searles  ? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  beg  pardon.  My  impression  was  that  it  must  have 
come  from  him,  because  he  was  the  only  prominent  Bepublican. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  this  was  said  in  the 
presence  of  Mr.  Belden  by  Mr.  Searles. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  say  that  it  was  Mr.  Searles;  it  was  a  con- 
jecture of  mine,  because  he  was  a  prominent  Bepublican.  I  do  not 
remember  any  other  Bepublican  in  the  trast.  That  is  all  the  informa- 
tion that  I  have  ever  received  directly  as  to  the  contribution  of  the 
sugar  people.  And  when  I  say  sugar  trust,  I  beg  it  to  be  understood 
that  I  do  not  mean  sugar  trust  as  a  corporation ;  I  use  the  word  col- 
loquially, meaning  persons  connected  with  it.    That  is  what  I  mean. 

The  Chairman.  This  information  came  to  you  from  Mr.  Belden  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  from  Mr.  Belden.  I  was  particular  to  say  that 
it  was  hearsay  information. 

The  Chairman.  Some  one  told  you  that  Mr.  Belden  said  sot 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes.  My  impression  is  it  was  some  member  of  the 
national  committee. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  not  think  who  it  wast 

Mr.  Edwards.  No.  I  tried  to  turn  that  over  in  my  mind  and  remem- 
ber, but  I  could  not.  But  I  do  remember  that  a  member  of  the  sugar 
trust  was  there  with  Mr.  Belden,  and  it  was  said  that  the  subscription 
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vaa  increased  from  $25,000  to  $40,000.  Jle  said  it  would  be  better,  as 
they  had  given  from  $250,000  to  $300,000  to  the  Democratic  committee. 

The  Ghaisman.  Who  told  you  that;  you  do  not  know? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  some  member  of 
the  national  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  you  say  in  regard  to  the  Democratic  campaign : 

In  the  Btrees  which  the  need  for  money  had  occanioned,  these  managers — 

that  is,  the  Democrats  managing  the  campaign — 

were  willing  to  pledge  almost  anything  for  cash.  Some  of  the  pledges  were  infer- 
ential, as  in  the  Tan  Alen  case;  some  of  them  explicit. 

What  were  the  explicit  ones! 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  Victoria  Hotel  conference. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  thatt  In  the  first  place  tell  us  what  the 
Victoria  Hotel  conference  was,  and  then  the  source  of  your  information, 

Hr.  Edwabds.  My  source  of  information  regarding  that  conference 
was  open  to  all  newspaper  men  who  were  investigating.  K  you  mean 
by  that  precise  individuals,  I  can  not  now  give  them. 

The  Chaibman.  I  do  mean  precise  individuals,  if  you  can  give  them, 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  can  not  give  you  precise  individuals,  but  I  can  give 
you  corroborative  proof  of  what  was  done,  which  proof  has  come  out 
recently.  The  Victoria  Hotel  conference,  as  it  was  colloquially  named, 
was  a  meeting  between  Eichard  Croker,  Lieutenant-Governor  Sheehan, 
of  New  York,  William  0.  Whitney — I  am  not  (pertain  whether  Senator 
Brice  was  there  or  not;  my  impression  is  that  he  was,  but  I  am  not 
sore  of  that.  Senator  Murphy  was  there,  I  am  sure.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  Brice  was  there,  but  Murphy  was — and  Mr.  Cleveland.  That 
was  a  dinner  at  the  Victoria  Hotel. 

The  Chaibman.  Which  was  spoken  of  in  the  newspapers  at  the 
tiine! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Yes. 

Senator  Alleth.  When  was  thatf 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  must  have  been  in  October,  1892.  It  was  not 
very  long  (x>erhaps  four  weeks)  before  election.  It  was  the  time  Mr, 
Cleveland  made  his  first  trip. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  any  of  the  sugar  people  there  t 

Mr.  Edvtabds.  Ko,  not  that  I  know.    I  think  not. 

The  Chaibman.  I  have  no  objection  to  going  into  that.  Have  you 
^7  other  information  in  regard  to  that  conference  except  what  was  in 
the  newspapers — at  the  time? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Only  what  was  corroborated  recently. 

The  Chaibman.  That  there  was  such  a  meeting? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  And  what  was  done — what  I  saw  with  my  own  eyes. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  there  any  meeting  at  that  time  with  what  they 
call  the  sugar  people? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  I  do  not  speak  of  that  in  the  article,  if  you  will 
glance  at  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Will  the  committee  determine  how  far  we  are  to  go 
into  the  byways  of  political  gossip? 

Senator  Lodge.  I  do  not  see  any  use  in  going  over  the  Victoria  con- 
ference.   It  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  sugar  trust,  as  I  understand. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Nothing. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  chairman  asked  about  explicit  pledges,  and 
that  is  what  Mr.  Edwards  said. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  there  any  explicit  pledges  made  to  the  sugar 
liniat  at  that  conference  t 


94  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT    BRIBERY,   ETC. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko,  not  one. 

Senator  Allen.  What  relation  bad  tihat  to  it! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Kothing,  except  jiossibly  it  might  have  a  bearing.  I 
can  tell  yon  what  I  think  about  that,  it  is  parely  an  inference,  a  con- 
jecture.   It  simply  has  relation  to  the  contribution  of  the  sugar  trust 

Senator  Allen.  It  strikes  me  that  that  might  be  important. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes,  a  possible  relation  to  the  sugar  trust. 

The  Chairman.  Something  that  you  heard? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Something  I  heard;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  state. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  understood,  or  heard — ^that  is  a  matter  of  common 
report — that  very  much  of  the  sugar-tnist  contribution  went  into  the 
channels  controlled  by  Mr.  Croker,  chairman  of  the  State  committee. 
A  part  of  the  programme  of  the  Victoria  conference  was  the  suppression 
of  what  was  called  the  antisnapper  faction,  which  was  distastefnl; 
and  after  that  was  done  the  Tammany  x>6opie  had  a  very  large  contri- 
bution from  these  people. 

The  Chairman.  We  do  not  want  that. 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  you  do  not  want  that.  That  is  the  only  possible 
relation  that  the  Victoria  conference  had. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  do  not  know  of  any  relation  of  that 
Victoria  conference  to  the  sugar  trust  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

Whether  Mr.  Whitney,  Mr.  Gorman,  or  Mr.  Brice  met  the  representatives  of  the 
angar  trust,  or  whether  it  was  some  other  agent,  mnst  not  now  be  said. 

What  do  you  mean  by  that,  or  why  must  it  not  now  be  saidt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Because  I  was  not  at  all  sure  in  my  own  mind.  I 
did  not  get  definite  information  as  to  the  direction  the  contribution 
took. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  you  meant  by  saying  "  must  not  now 
be  saidt" 

Mr.  Edwards.  Should  not  now  be  said.  I  should  have  been  more 
accurate  had  I  said  that. 

The  Chairman.  Because  you  did  not  knowt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Did  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  You  go  on : 

Brico  was  associated  with  them  through  friendly  aniances  and  particnlarly  throngh 
his  friend,  H.  L.  Terrell,  of  Cleveland,  "Brice's  Terrell/'  as  they  called  him;  and 
Mr.  Govmnu  was  brought  into  close  association  with  them,  and  by  another  agency, 
which  it  may  be  well  at  present  not  to  reveal. 

What  agency  was  thati 

Mr.  Edwards.  Would  you  like  to  know  what  agency  that  wast 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  would  like  to  be  frank  and  say  to  the  committee 
that  I  refer  to  Stephen  B.  Elkins. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  agency  you  refer  to  theret 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  by  common  report. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  Mr.  Gor- 
man was  brought  into  close  association  with  the  sugar  people  throttjch 
Mr.  Elkins  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Fot  if  you  put  that  question  to  me  in  a  legal  sense. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  sense,  thent 

Mr.  Edwards.  It  is  common  understanding  that  Mr.  Elkins  and  Mr. 
Gorman  being  relatives  by  mairiage,  having  had  very  great  business 
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interests  in  common,  their  relations  had  been  very  close.    That  is  a 
matter  of  common  report.    In  that  sense  I  know  it;  not  &om  individ 
iial  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  neither  of  them  can  help  that. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Fo. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  from  that  fact  that  you  inferred  that  Mr.  Gor- 
mau  was  brought  into  relations  with  the  sugar  trust  and  Mr.  Elkins 
had  relations  with  the  sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Edwards.  From  the  fact  that  it  is  a  matter  of  common  report 
that  Mr.  Elkins  is  interested  in  the  sugar  trust. 

The  Chairman.  Is  your  statement  based  upon  any  other  information 
than  common  report? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko;  not  from  personal  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  your  information  goes,  is  it  founded  upon 
the  common  report  of  the  relationship  of  these  two  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  personal  information  is  that  it  is  founded  upon 
common  report. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  say  that  **Brice  was  associated  with  them 
through  friendly  alliances,  and  particularly  through  his  friend  H.  L. 
TerreU  f '^ 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  capable  of  the  same  explanation — common 
report  and  common  information. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  him,  only  have  heard  of  him  very 
often.  I  know  he  has  an  office  in  New  York  adjoining  Mr.  Brice's,  and 
1  have  often  heard  him  spoken  of  as  Brice'fi  Terrell. 

The  Chairman.  And  upon  that  you  make  this  statement? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Common  belief. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  say  common  belief,  you  mean  the  opin- 
ions of  people  expressed  generally  ? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  as  would  lead  me  to  believe  that  Kussell 
Sage  is  an  owner  of  the  Broadway  elevated. 

The  Chairman.  You  say,  ^^At  all  events  the  appeal  was  made  to 
these  men  for  money." 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  heard  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  hear  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  recollect  now.  Oh,  yes ;  if  you  will  let  me 
refresh  my  recollection. 

The  Chairman.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Edwards.  (After  having  referred  to  notes.)  In  the  early  fall 
of  1892  this  same  Col.  Hoyt  of  whom  I  have  been  speaking  told  me — 
and  I  wiU  give  the  committer  the  chance,  because  I  know  there  is 
Some  sworn  testimony  to  corroborate  it;  Col.  Hoyt  is  dead — told  me 
that  there  was  a  very  large  contribution  of  money  coming  into  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  and  that  it  was  coming  from  the  sugar  people, 
some  of  it.  I  recollect  I  was  impressed,  because  I  heard  in  the  anti- 
swapper  campaign  in  the  spring,  and  in  which  I  was  interested  myself 
because  my  friends  were  interested,  that  there  had  been  a  contribution 
of  $10,000  of  some  gentlemen  connected  with  the  sugar-refiners;  and 
the  reason  was  given  then.  I  said,  "Are  the  people  in  politics  f' 
The  answer  was,  "Not  particularly,  but  because  they  are  intensely 
interested  in  Mr.  Cleveland  and  are  great  friends  of  his,  personally, 
Mmirers,  and  are  desirous  of  his  being  nominated."  That  was  the 
'r8t  intimation  that  I  had  that  the  sugar  people  were  interested  in 
politics.  In  September  Col.  Hoyt  said  there  had  been  sent  into  Con- 
necticut $100,000;  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  had  given  one  half  and  E.  0. 
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Benedict  and  associates  had  raised  the  other  half.     Fhen  I  heard  ol 
their  earlier  contribution  to  the  antisnapper  people. 

The  Chairman.  What  we  want  to  know  in  this  matter — somebody 
must  put  money  into  a  campaign  fund — is  not  with  regard  to  the  Con- 
necticut campaign  fiind,  but  the  relation  of  the  sugar  trust  to  the 
administration.    You  say : 

It  wiU  be  shown  later  on  that  there  would  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of  the 
Democracy  which  shonld  be  antagonistic  to  the  interest  of  the  sugar  people. 

Upon  what  do  you  make  that  statement! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  must  state  first  how  the  contribution  was  made. 

The  Chairman.  I  thought  you  had  mentioned  that. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  mentioned  Col.  Hoyt.  In  justice  to  him,  as  he  ia 
now  dead,  in  corroboration  of  his  statement  I  refer  to  one  by  ex-Gov- 
ernor Waller,  of  Connecticut. 

The  Chairman.  A  statement  made  to  you  by  Governor  Waller  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  before  an  investigating  committee  of  the  Con- 
necticut legislature,  and,  my  impression  is,  under  oath. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Governor  Tom  Waller  I 

Mr.  Edwards.  Waller.  ''It  is  an  open  secret  that  the  Connecticut 
central  State  Democratic  committee  handled  over  $100,000  at  the 
last  election,  and  what  became  of  itf  Two,  three  or  four  rich  men 
contributed  most  of  the  money  to  the  Democratic  committee;  of  that 
$100,000  or  more,  not  one-third  went  for  the  honest  purpose  of  polit- 
ical meetings,  etc.''  There  is  a  corroboration  of  what  Col.  Hoyt  told 
me,  as  I  understood,  made  under  oath  by  Governor  Waller.  At  that  time 
the  colonel  told  me  that  the  sugar  people  were  contributing  very  largely 
because  they  were  not  satisfied  that  the  Democracy  was  going  to  save 
the  matter,  and  also  because  of  one  thing  which  I  did  not  put  in  there, 
but  I  will  mention. 

The  Chairman.  Mention  it. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Tliey  were  very  much  afraid  of  antitrust  legislation 
being  brought  up.  They  desired  that  they  should  not  be  annoyed  about 
it  in  that  way.  I  think  that  was  the  first  thing  the  colonel  mentioned. 
And  then  he  said  also,  ''They  do  not  propose  to  be  bothered  about  the 
tariff."  1  think  he  said  that  there  was  an  understanding  that  there 
would  be  some  contributions,  and  they  would  be  protected.  There  is 
no  doubt  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Col.  Hoyt  tell  you  the  source  of  his  information  1 

Mr.  Edwards.  No  j  he  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  anything  to  lead  you  to  believe  that  he 
had  direct  information  that  there  was  such  an  understandingt 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  impression  was  that  Col.  Hoyt  ought  to  kno^ 
something  about  it,  because  he  was  a  Republican  himself,  and  he  had 
been  counsel  for  a  long  time  for  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  know  that  point 
went  through  my  mind  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  suppose  that  Col.  Hoyt,  as  counsel  for  IVIr. 
Havemeyer,  would  disclose  to  you  information  that  he  got  from  himt 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Or  disclose  what  he  learned  in  the  relations  oi 
counsel  to  client  I 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  he  would  be  the  last  man  to  do  that. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  do  not  think  you  got  that  informatioxi 
from  Col.  Hoyt  and  that  he  got  it  from  Havemeyer  I 

Mr.  Edwards.  Noj  as  you  put  it,  he  did  not  do  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  disclose  any  other  source  of  informatiooLl 
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Mr.  Ebwabds.  1^0. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  is  the  source  of  your  information  that  there 
was  a  distinct  pledge  that  there  would  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands 
of  the  Democrats  which  would  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the 
sugar  people  t 

Mr.  Edwabbs.  And  that  there  should  also  be  no  anti-trust  legisla- 
tion. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  is  the  source  of  your  information! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  The  first  source. 

The  Ghaibman.  State  any  other  source. 

Mr.  Ebwabbs.  1  heard,  in  the  course  of  the  campaigni  that  state- 
ment repeated  a  good  many  times. 

The  Ghaibman.  By  whomt 

Mr.  Edwabds.  That  is  one  of  the  things  that  was  in  the  air. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  was  in  the  air  too 

The  BubBcriptioiiB  may  have  been  given  as  individual  contributions,  but  such  gifl 
was  a  pure  fiction  if  it  was  made  in  that  way.  It  was  a  suffar-trust  subscription  to 
the  national  campaign  committee  in  return  for  pledges  which  were  afterwards  insist- 
ently demanded  to  be  redeemed. 

Now,  yon  stated  awhile  ago  that  you  did  not  mean  to  speak  of  any 
contributions  from  a  corporation,  but  individuals.  What  do  you  mean 
by  that! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  mean  to  say  that  they  are  subscriptions  given  by 
gentlemen  connected  with  the  sugar  trust,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  sugar  trust  was  not  to  be  harassed  or  annoyed. 

The  Chaibmaiy.  Where  did  you  get  that  information! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Partly  from  Ool.  Hoyt  and  partly  rumors  in  the  air, 
and  at  both  the  headquarters. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  You  say:  ''The  subscription  was  the  magnificent  sum 
of  1500,000.''    From  whom  did  you  get  that  statement! 

Hr.  Edwabds.  Several  sources. 

Tlie  Ghaibman.  State  whom,  if  you  recollect. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  do  not  think  I  can  give  the  name  of  any  individual 
who  told  me. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  any  direct  knowledge  of  your  own  ? 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No;  no  direct  knowledge  of  my  own. 

The  Ghaibman.  It  is  what  was  said  by  other  people,  whose  names 
yoa  can  not  now  recollect! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Whose  names  I  can  not  now  recollect. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  say,  <<A  part  of  this  money  bought  Colorado 
for  the  Populists.''    What  do  you  know  about  that! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  recollect  having  heard  it  at  the  time — this  is  rec- 
ollection— ^that  a  committee  of  Colorado  Democrats  came  on  to  New 
York  that  they  might  see  whether  it  would  be  well  to  withdraw  their 
electoral  ticket;  that  if  it  was  withdrawn  it  would  be  entitled  to  legit- 
imate expenses  in  doing  it,  because  that  would  be  perfectly  honorable; 
*i»d  they  obtained  the  money  in  New  York.  My  recollection  is  it  was 
*  part  of  the  subscription  of  some  of  the  gentlemen  connected  with 
^6  sugar  trust.  They  went  back  to  Colorado,  and  the  Democratic 
ticket  was  withdrawn. 

Senator  Davis.  I  wish  you  would  name  the  gentlemen  connected  with 
^6  sugar  trust  to  whom  your  remarks  apply  all  through  here. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  You  mean  so  far  as  contributions  are  concerned! 

Senator  Davis.  Named  in  your  preceding  testimony. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  When  the  sugar  trust  was  mentioned  in  New  York 
V  in  political  circles  the  names  that  were  identified  with  it  were  those 

7  bbi 
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of  Heury  O.  Havemeyer,  Theodore  HayBmeyer  (althoagh  Id  a  veiy 
moch  less  d^p^e),  Johu  E,  Searlea,  jr.:  Cord  Meyer,  jr.,  and,  in  a  less 
degree  and  mdirectly,  Mr.  E,  C.  Benedict.  My  own  impression  is  that 
Mr.  Benedict  was  iiot  actively  connected  with  the  sngar  trust,  except 
bis  frJendBliips — not  in  a  business  way.  The  impression  in  Wul  street 
is  that  be,  as  a  broker  and  in  other  ways,  ia  identified  with  iL 

Senator  Datis.  Where  do  these  gentlemen  livel 

Ma,  Edwardb.  Henry  Havemeyer  lives  in  Greenwich,  and  has  a  resi- 
dence in  New  York.  Theodore  Havemeyer  has  a  legal  residence  in  New 
York  City  and  Cord  Meyer  has  a  residence  on  Long  Island,  I  think  in 
Queens  County,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  township.  QoeenaCounty 
is  the  adjoining  county  to  Brooklyn.  Searles,  the  last  I  knew  of  him, 
bad  a  legal  residence  in  New  Haven,  Conn.,  bat  my  impression  now  is 
that  he  now  lives  in  Brooklyn. 

Senator  Datis.  Where  does  Benedict  live! 

Mr.  Edwabds.  Greenwich,  Conn,  There  are  other  gentlemen  asso- 
ciated with  the  sugar  trust,  but  those  are  the  names  most  frequently 
mentioned. 

Senator  Davis.  I  want  the  names  of  those  who  are  associated  with 
the  sugar  trust;  give  them  and  their  places  of  residence. 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  cannot  myself  give  yon  any  more  than  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  I  not  understand  you  to  say  formerly  that  Mr. 
Elkins  was  associated  with  the  sugar  trustt 

Mr,  Edwabds.  Mr.  Elkins,  by  popular  report,  has  been  not  80  mneh 
interested  in  the  management.  That  is  not  my  own  knowledge,  but 
common  report,  that  he  is  interested  in  the  8ng.ir  trust. 

The  Uhaibman.  Do  yon  know  anything  of  this  of  your  own  knowl. 
edge.    Is  it  not  all  common  reportt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  Mr.  Havemeyer  is;  but  I  do  not  know  of  my 
own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Ton  said  a  while  ago  that  you  knew  of  his  connec. 
tion  with  the  sugar  trust,  as  you  did  that  Mr.  Sage  was  an  owner  of  the 
Broadway  Elevatedt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chaibmait.  You  say: 

The  Bngar  tmat  believed  that  the  pledees  wonld  b«  kept,  uid,  although  man; 
other  manafactariDE  int«re8t8  in  the  United  St«ten  were  alanned  by  the  report*  of 
the  purpoue  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  Hoase  to  brin;;  io  a  tarilT 
liill  revolutionizing  the  policy  of  the  Govemraent,  j-et  the  managerH  or  the  sngnt 
trust  seemed  to  be  atrungel;  indifferent  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Comniittce  and  to 
what  it  might  propose  to  do. 

When  you  say  that  the  sugar  trust  believed  that  the  ple<lgcs  would 
l>e  kept,  was  that  Ibim  any  statement  made  by  any  of  the  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  sugar  trust  to  you  or  in  your  presencet 

Mr.  Edwabds.  No. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say,  further: 

When  one  of  these  gentlemen  was  asked  if  he  was  not  afraid  the  committee  mi (;ht 
admit  all  sugar  free,  raw  and  refined,  he  replied:  "  We  don't  care  what  the  lloust 
■toes:  we  owd  the  Senate  and  we  control  the  people  at  the  other  end  of  the  aTenu* 
^o  bill  will  become  a  law  which  will  threaten  our  business." 

Who  was  the  gentleman  referred  tol 

Mr.  Edwabds.  I  heard  last  wiuter  that  that  remark  was  made  I 
Mr.  Cord  Meyer,  jr.    He  did  Dot  make  it  to  me.    I  did  not  hear  it  mal 
The  Chaibuan.  Whom  did  be  make  it  toT 
'^■-  Edwabds.  I  understood  be  made  it,  I  think,  at  the  ManhaC 
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The  Chaibmaij.  In  whose  presence! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  your  informant t 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  do  not  remember.  It  was  a  part  of  the  newa 
of  the  day  and  which  I  gathered  at  the  time.  I  may  have  heara  it  at 
fbie  Manhattan  Club;  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman." Can  you  recall  who  told  yout 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko;  I  can  not  recall  that. 

The  Chairman.  You  say:  "One  of  the  leading  members  of  tlie  cor- 
poration began  to  visit  Secretary  Lament."    Who  was  that  I 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  Cord  Meyer.  That  I  heard  at  the  same 
tiime;  in  the  course  of  the  same  conversation. 

The  Chairman.  And  from  the  one  who  gave  you  the  other  informa- 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  make  the  same  reply  as  to  the  source  of 
'tikliat  information  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  do  not  identify  the  persons. 
The  Chairman.  And  the  whole  of  that  statement  rests  ui)on  the 
same  authority  or  want  of  authority  that  characterizes  the  one  you 
'^vere  la«t  asked  about  I 
Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  You  say: 

That  member  of  the  trust 


wferring  to  the  same  one  who  went  to  Secretary  Lamont- 


innst  have  received  early  information  of  the  purposes  of  the  White  House  end  of 
^e  avenue,  for  he  came  back  to  New  York  while  the  bill  was  still  pending  in  the 
"lysterious  chamber  of  which  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and  Mills  alone  had  the  key,  and 
^^  reported  that  there  was  no  loUjger  occasion  for  alarm,  that  the  administration 
^onld  see  to  it  that  Democratic  campaign  pledges  to  tbe  sugar  trust  were  not  repu- 
^^^t«d,  and  that  there  would  be  either  no  tariff  bill  at  all,  or  else  one  with  which 
^^^  trnst  could  find  no  serious  fault. 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  a  part  of  the  same  general  conversation 
^th  Mn  Meyer. 
The  Chairman.  And  rests  upon  the  same  authority! 
Mr,  Edwards.  Rests  upon  the  same  authority. 
The  Chairman.  Now,  you  say  in  the  next  paragraph: 

The  pressure  upon  the  west  end  of  Pennsylvania  avenue  was  not  confined  to  a 
single  member  of  the  administration,  Mr.  Lamont;  it  touched  every  member  of  the 
Cabinet,  with  one  exception,  and  it  of  course  reached  Mr.  Cleveland,  finding  him 
not  reluctant. 

What  is  your  information  about  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  first  information  about  that  was  something  I  saw 
in  Harper^s  Weekly,  edited  by  Carl  Schurz.  There  was  a  series  of 
articles  all  pointing  that  way.  This  was  the  beginning  of  what  I  refer 
to.    There  was  one  article  in  which  it  is  stated — 

the  party  is  in  power,  and  it  is  beaten  and  disgraced  by  men  of  its  own  whom  it 
has  honored  with  Senatorships,  and  who  even  sit  in  the  Cabinet  of  the  President, 
whose  vigorous  tariff  message  in  1887  brought  the  issue  directly  into  the  campaign 
of  1^38, 1890,  and  1892.  It  has  been  forced  to  surrender  by  Democratic  Senators  and 
at  least  one  Cabinet  officer,  who  have  acted  as  the  agents  of  trusts,  or  who  have  been 
pecuniarily  interested  in  protecting  properties  or  in  the  supar-tmst  securities. 
whose  rise  and  fall  on  WaU  street  must  have  been  most  profitable  to  those  who  had 
inside  information  of  wnat  was  to  be  done  by  the  Senate  committee  or  by  Senate 
compromises  as  to  the  sugar  duty. 

Whether  that  was  the  identical  paragraph  that  first  attracted  my 
attention,  I  do  not  know,  but  it  was  a  long  series  of  articles. 
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The  Chairman.  What  other  information  than  that  contained  in  that 
paragraph  did  you  have  of  the  truth  of  this  statement  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  had  heard  that  Mr.  Carlisle  had  asked  his  assistant 
Secretary,  Mr.  Hamlin,  about  the  time  the  Wilson  bill  was  in  transit, 
or  a  little  after,  to  have  a  very  accurate  and  careful  schedule  passed  of 
the  relations  of  sugar  to  the  tariff  bill.  Where  I  heard  that  I  can  not 
identify  now. 

The  Chairman.  The  relations  to  the  tariff! 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  relations  of  sugar,  raw  and  refined,  to  the  tari£ 

Senator  Lodoe.  The  amount  of  money! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  one  of  the  facts. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  not  strike  you  that  that  was  a  proper  thing 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  do. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Of  course  it  was  a  proper  thing  to  do;  otherwise  he 
would  not  have  done  it. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  say  that  that  is  one  of  the  facts  upon  which 
you  found  the  statement  that  the  pressure  was  not  confined  to  a  single 
member  of  the  administration,  Mr.  Lament,  but  touched  every  member 
of  the  Cabinet  and  reached  Mr.  Cleveland,  who  was  not  reluctant.  How 
does  that  fact  refer  to  Secretary  Carlisle  in  the  statement  which  you 
have  made! 

Mr.  Edwards.  One  of  several. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  speaking  of  any  improper  pressure! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  it  is  political  pressure. 

The  Chairman.  How  does  the  performance  of  such  a  duty  by  Mr. 
Carlisle  make  ground  for  inference  that  his  performance  of  it  was  due 
to  political  pressure! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Taking  some  other  things  into  consideration,  it  would 
have  a  tendency  to  show  that  the  Secretary  was  interested  in  that 
particular  thing. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  imagine  anything  more  legitimate  in  con- 
nection with  his  duties  than  that  he  should  have  relations  to  so  import- 
ant an  article  in  the  tariff'  bill  as  sugar,  and  should  get  together  the 
information  necessary  for  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  unless  he  made  an  exception  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  make  an  exception  of  sugar! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know^  I  did  not  hear.  But  that  was  only 
one  statement. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  heard,  as  a  part  of  the  rumor  at  the  time,  that  the 
Secretary  had 

Senator  Allen.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes — had  given  letters  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Have- 
meyer  for  certain  Senators.  I  did  not  then  know  who  the  Senators 
were;  did  not  pay  attention  to  it  except  as  one  of  several  things.  I 
have  since  seen  an  interview  in  which  Senator  Mills  said  he  was  one  of 
the  Senators  who  received  such  introduction  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  get  that  information  ! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  part  of  the  common  rumor  that  we  heard 
in  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  in  the  newspapers! 

Mr.  Edwards.  In  the  newspapers. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  all  the  facts  upon  which  you  draw 
the  inference  contained  in  the  paragraph  I  have  just  read! 
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Iffr.  Edwards.  I  think  I  have,  except  we  heard  in  New  York  almost 
every  day  that  Mr.  Carlisle  was  very  much  interested  in  the  sugar 
schedule;  that  the  Wilson  bill  had  done  the  sugar  interest  harm. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  hear  that! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know,  it  was  in  the  air. 

The  Chairman.  You  say,  **The  trust  sent  Senator  Brice  to  the  Presi- 
dent.^ 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  state  that  he  sent,  but  that  he  went.  It 
wsLS  stated  in  New  York  that  his  friends  wanted  him  to  go. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  here  that  the  trust  sent  Senator  Brice. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  say  it  was  information. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  can  not  say. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Senator  Brice  say  sot 

Mr.  Edwards.  Brice  in  his  interview  said  so. 

The  Chairman.  Said  what  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  he  went  to  the  President. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  heard  from  people  whom  you  can  not  iden- 
tify  that  the  trust  sent  himt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  nothing  of  your  own  knowledge  of  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Nothing  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  You  say,  "He  found  that  Mr.  Cleveland  was  not 
responsive.^ 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  a  paraphrase  of  mine. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  state  that  there  was  one  member  of  the  Cabinet 
not  approached.    Who  was  thatf 

Mr.  Edwards.  We  heard  in  New  York  that  it  was  Secretary  Morton. 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  the  time  that  you  heard  it  talked  that  Mr. 
Carlisle  was  taking  some  interest  in  the  sugar  schedule  did  you  not 
also  hear  that  the  complaint  was  that  the  Wilson  bill,  as  it  passed  the 
House,  would  not  pay  revenue  enough  to  i)ay  the  expenses  of  the 
Government,  and  from  other  sources  the  revenue  must  be  looked  tot 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  did  hear  that;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

Mr.  Cleveland  took,  in  that  interriew,  nothing  bat  the  political  and  partisan 
Tiew. 

From  what  do  you  gather  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  report  on  Wall  street  was  that  Mr.  Cleveland 
believed  it  would  be  an  injustice  to  the  sugar  people  to  have  them  sub- 
mit to  a  bill  like  that  sent  by  the  Wilson  people,  and  that  it  was  not 
fair. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  matter  of  common  report  or  specific 
information? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Common  report. 

The  Chairman.  (Reading.)  "He  did  not  particularize,  of  course,  the 
sugar  trust,  but  he  expressed  annoyance  over  tbe  tendency  in  the  Senate, 
dissatisfaction  with  the  Wilson  bill,  admitted  that  mistakes  were  being 
made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  support  to  the 
Democratic  party  which  would  be  occasioned  by  tbe  passage  of  such  a 
bill  as  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering.'^ 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  matter  of  common  report  in  New  York  City. 
I  can  nofc  identify  the  particular  individual  who  told  me. 

The  Chairman.  (Reading.)  "There  were  other  evidences  that  this 
purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought  to  bear.    Sen- 
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The  Chairman.  What  other  information  than  that  contained  in  that 
paragraph  did  you  have  of  the  truth  of  this  statement? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  had  heard  that  Mr.  Carlisle  had  asked  his  assistant 
Secretary,  Mr.  Hamlin,  about  the  time  the  Wilson  bill  was  in  traiisit, 
or  a  little  after,  to  have  a  very  accurate  and  careful  schedule  passed  of 
the  relations  of  sugar  to  the  tariff  bill.  Where  I  heard  that  I  can  not 
identify  now. 

The  Chairman.  The  relations  to  the  tariff f 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  relations  of  sugar,  raw  and  refined,  to  the  tariffl 

Senator  Lodoe.  The  amount  of  money  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  one  of  the  facts. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  not  strike  you  that  that  was  a  proper  thing 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  do. 

Mr.  Edwards.  Of  course  it  was  a  proper  thing  to  do;  otherwise  he 
would  not  have  done  it. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  say  that  that  is  one  of  the  facts  upon  which 
you  found  the  statement  that  the  pressure  was  not  confined  to  a  single 
member  of  the  administration,  Mr.  Lament,  but  touched  every  member 
of  the  Cabinet  and  reached  Mr.  Cleveland,  who  was  not  reluctant.  How 
does  that  fact  refer  to  Secretary  Carlisle  in  the  statement  which  you 
have  madet 

Mr.  Edwards.  One  of  several. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  speaking  of  any  improper  pressure! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  it  is  political  pressure. 

The  Chairman.  How  does  the  performance  of  such  a  duty  by  Mr. 
Carlisle  make  ground  for  inference  that  his  performance  of  it  was  due 
to  political  pressure! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Taking  some  other  things  into  consideration,  it  would 
have  a  tendency  to  show  that  the  Secretary  was  interested  in  that 
particular  thing. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  imagine  anything  more  legitimate  in  con- 
nection with  his  duties  than  that  he  should  have  relations  to  so  import- 
ant an  article  in  the  tariff  bill  as  sugar,  and  should  get  together  the 
information  necessary  for  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  unless  he  made  an  exception  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  make  an  exception  of  sugar! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know;  I  did  not  hear.  But  that  was  only 
one  statement. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  heard,  as  a  part  of  the  rumor  at  the  time,  that  the 
Secretary  had 

Senator  Allen.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes — had  given  letters  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Have- 
meyer  for  certain  Senators.  I  did  not  then  know  who  the  Senators 
were;  did  not  pay  attention  to  it  except  as  one  of  several  things.  I 
have  since  seen  an  interview  in  which  Senator  Mills  said  he  was  one  of 
the  Senators  who  received  such  introduction  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  you  get  that  information  ! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  part  of  the  common  rumor  that  we  heard 
in  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  in  the  newspapers! 

Mr.  Edwards.  In  the  newspapers. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  all  the  facts  upon  which  you  draw 
the  inference  contained  in  the  paragraph  I  have  just  read! 
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Mr.  Ebwabds*  I  think  I  have,  except  we  heard  in  New  York  almost 
every  day  that  Mr.  Carlisle  was  very  much  interested  in  the  sugar 
schedule;  that  the  Wilson  bill  had  done  the  sugar  interest  harm. 

The  Chaibman.  From  whom  did  you  hear  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know,  it  was  in  the  air. 

The  Chairman.  You  say,  <*The  trust  sent  Senator  Brice  to  the  Presi- 
dent." 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  state  that  he  sent,  but  that  he  went.  It 
\vas  stated  in  New  York  that  his  friends  wanted  him  to  go. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  here  that  the  trust  sent  Senator  Brice. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  say  it  was  information. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  can  not  say. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Senator  Brice  say  sot 

Mr.  Edwards.  Brice  in  his  interview  said  so. 

The  Chairman.  Said  whatf 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  he  went  to  the  President. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  heard  from  people  whom  you  can  not  iden- 
tify that  the  trust  sent  himt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  nothing  of  your  own  knowledge  of  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Nothing  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  You  say,  "He  found  that  Mr.  Cleveland  was  not 
^^esponsive." 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  a  paraphrase  of  mine. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  state  that  there  was  one  member  of  the  Cabinet 
^ot  iapproached.    Who  was  that! 

Mr.  Edwards.  We  heard  in  New  York  that  it  was  Secretary  Morton. 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  the  time  that  you  heard  it  talked  that  Mr. 
Cai'lisle  was  taking  some  interest  in  the  sugar  schedule  did  you  not 
also  hear  that  the  complaint  was  that  the  Wilson  bill,  as  it  passed  the 
House,  would  not  pay  revenue  enough  to  i)ay  the  expenses  of  the 
Oovemment,  and  from  other  sources  the  revenue  must  be  looked  tot 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  did  hear  that;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

Mr.  Cleveland  took,  in  that  interview,  nothing  hut  the  political  and  partisan 

view. 

From  what  do  you  gather  thatt 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  report  on  Wall  street  was  that  Mr.  Cleveland 
believed  it  would  be  an  injustice  to  the  sugar  people  to  have  them  sub- 
mit to  a  bill  like  that  sent  by  the  Wilson  people,  and  that  it  was  not 
fair. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  matter  of  common  report  or  specific 
information  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Common  report. 

The  Chairman.  (Heading.)  "He  did  not  particularize,  of  course,  the 
sugar  trust,  but  he  expressed  annoyance  over  the  tendency  in  the  Senate, 
dissatisfaction  with  the  Wilson  bill,  admitted  that  mistakes  were  being 
made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  support  to  the 
Democratic  party  which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  such  a 
bill  as  the  subcommittee  of  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering.'^ 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  matter  of  common  report  in  New  York  City. 
I  can  not  identify  the  particular  individual  who  told  me. 

The  Chairman.  (Reading.)  "There  were  other  evidences  that  this 
purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought  to  bear.    Sen- 
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he  repeated  it  he  imposed  an  obligation  on  me  of  confidence  not  to 
give  it. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  observed  it  in  publishing  what  he  saidi 

Mr.  Edwards.  It  was  given  to  me  for  publication. 

Senator  Lindsay.  But  the  gentlemen  who  gave  you  the  information 
is  not  willing  to  father  it  to  the  public  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  1  infer  not. 

Senator  Lindsay,  fie  told  you  at  the  time  that  his  name  was  to  be 
concealed! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  been  to  see  him  to  see  if  I  could  use  his  name, 
and  was  told  that  I  was  to  be  held  to  my  obligation. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  not  tiie  Philadelphia  Press  one  of  the  papers 
that  is  saying  that  we  should  hold  open  sessions  and  get  at  the  bottom 
facts! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  there  has  been  a  general 
talk  about  the  committee  sitting  behind  closed  doors. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  are  one  of  its  correspondents! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes.  My  information  is,  when  I  was  in  Washington 
before,  that  they  almost  always  sat  behind  closed  doors. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  this  man  before  the  committee  at  the  time 
that  Mr.  Carlisle  made  this  statement! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  he  was;  he  must  have  been. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  the  man  a  member  of  Congress! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  suppose  that  is  in  the  nature  of  cross-examination 
tending  to  get  me  to  disclose.  But  I  will  say  that  he  is  not  a  member 
of  Congress. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  he  a  clerk  in  the  employ  of  the  Government! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  ought  to  draw  the  line  at  that  question,  and  I 
decline  to  answer  it.    I  do  it  with  respect. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understand,  you  have  no  right  to  secrete  the 
name  of  any  such  person  when  you  are  called  upon  in  an  examination 
of  this  kind.  We  have  a  right  to  demand  the  name  of  you.  The  only 
shield  you  have  here  is  you  are  at  liberty  not  to  testify  on  any  subject 
that  would  subject  you  to  a  criminal  prosecution.  If  the  statement 
does  not  criminate  you  under  the  law,  you  can  not  conceal  that  name. 
Do  you  understand  that  to  be  the  case! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  true.  Under  those  circumstances,  do  you 
still  refuse  to  disclose  the  man's  name! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  I  should  like  to  get  the  opinion  of  counsel 
about  that.  My  sense  of  honor  in  regard  to  that  gentleman  is  so  deli- 
cate; I  want  to  do  what  is  right;  I  want  to  meet  my  obligation  with 
perfect  freedom;  and  I  think  if  I  had  understood  the  matter  a«  the 
Senator  speaks  of  him  I  should  not  have  entered  into  such  an  obliga- 
tion. ^ 

Senator  Allen.  Is  this  man  whose  name  you  decline  to  give  a  clerk 
of  any  of  the  committees  in  the  House,  a  doorkeex)er,  or  an  employ^ 
around  any  of  the  committee  rooms! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  I  think  not — of  the  House. 

The  Chairman,  Or  of  the  Senate! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  ought  not  to  answer  that,  because  if  I  did  it  would 
be  a  practical  indication  of  who  the  individual  is. 

The  Chairman.  Not  necessarily  so;  you  do  not  disclose  his  name. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  he  is  employed  in  some  capacity  by  the 
Senate. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  capacity  is  he  employed  by  the  Senate! 


INVESTIGATION    OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC.  105 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  do  Dot  koow. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  employed  by  that  committee  to  whom  these 
gentlemen  belonged,  before  whom  Mr.  Carlisle  was  alleged  to  have 
made  this  statement! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  gentleman  inform  you  that  he  was  present 
when  Mr.  Carlisle  was  reported  to  have  said  what  he  saidt 
Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  he  was. 

The  Chairman.  You  think  he  is  employed  by  the  Senate! 
Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  bo. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  know  if  he  is  employed  by  the  Commit- 
on  Finance! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not. 

Senator  LoDaB.  Did  he  give  you  this  information  in  IS'ew  York! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko  ;  in  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  When! 

Mr.  Edwards.  About  two  weeks  ago. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  after  he  alleges  Mr.  Carlisle  made  the 
-sitement! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  understood  his  testimony  was  given  in  February. 

The  Chairman.  What  testimony! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  testimony.    That  statement  was  made  in  Feb- 

lary. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  this  gentleman  tell  this  to  you! 

Mr.  Edwards.  About  two  weeks  ago. 

Senator  Datis.  Whereabouts  in  Washington  did  he  make  the  state- 

ent! 

Mr.  Edwards.  It  was  in  this  vicinity;  around  the  Capitol. 

Senator  Datis.  Whereabouts  in  this  vicinity! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  think  I  could  say. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  think  you  could  say,  or  do  not  remember! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  could  not  identify  the  place. 

Senator  Dayis.  Did  you  go  to  him,  or  did  he  come  to  you  to  impart  it  t 

Mr  Edwards.  I  went  to  him. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  did  you  find  him! 
^  Mr.  Edwards.  I  found  him  in  a  room  or  office — did  not  pay  any  par- 
^^cular  attention. 

Senator  Davis.  In  this  building! 

Mr.  Edwards.  In  this  building;  no. 

Senator  Davis.  In  what  building  did  you  find  him! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That,  I  suppose,  would  identify  my  informant,  if  you 

ill  let  me  wait  and  think  that  over  I  will 


Senator  Davis.  We  will  pass  that  over.  When  you  went  to  him  was 
it  with  any  previous  understanding  or  hope  on  your  part  that  you 
"^ould  get  the  information! 

;Mr.  Edwards.  I  was  instructed  to  go  to  him  by  Mr.  Bradford  Mer- 
^1,  editor  of  the  New  York  Press. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  tell  you  to  whom  to  apply! 

Mr.  Edwards.  To  whom  to  apply! 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  know  this  man  before  you  saw  him  ! 

Mr,  Edwards.  Never  met  him  or  saw  him  before. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Merrill  tell  you  verbally,  or  by  letter! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Verbally. 

Senator  Davis.  Where! 

Mr.  Edwards.  In  New  York. 
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Senator  Datis.  Did  Mr.  Merrill  tell  you  you  conld  get  particular 
information  oat  of  this  mant 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  told  me  he  thought  the  man  had  informatiou 
which  he  could  give  me. 

Senator  LoDaE.  I  do  not  understand  from  your  article  or  from  what 
you  state  here  that  you  intend  to  imply  that  any  repi^esentative  or  any 
member  of  the  sugar  trust  was  present  at  this  meeting. 

Mr.  Edwards.  No  ;  1  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understand  the  substance  of  that  statement  to  be 
that  the  party  was  an  official  or  semiofficial. 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  judge  it  was  an  informal  meeting  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  Of  some  members  of  the  committee! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Democratic  members. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  you  understand  also  that  your  informant  was 
present! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  the  statement  had  better  be  put  into  the 
record  of  what  it  is  alleged  Secretary  Carlisle  said.    It  is: 

Gentlemen,  there  ib  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  yon  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  yoa  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.  No 
party  or  the  representatives  of  no  party  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations. 
I  want  to  say  to  yon  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  yon  what  perhaps 
you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  in  1892, 
a  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hnndred  thousand  dollars, 
and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be  wrong, 
it  would  be  infamous,  alter  having  accepted  that  important  contribution,  given  at 
a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to  turn 
around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust  that 
you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  biU  which  wiU  be  reasonable,  and  in  somo 
measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests. 

That  is  the  substance  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  had  said. 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  his  remembrance  and  my  remembrance. 

The  Chairman.  Your  remembrance  of  what  your  informant  saidt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understand,  then,  that  the  committee  is  to  under* 
stand  that  Secretary  Carlisle  was  present? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  some  or  all  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  that  is  my  understanding. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  of  your  informant! 

Mr.  Edwards.  And  that  of  my  informant.  That  was  my  under- 
standing. 

Senator  Lodge.  No  one  else  was  present! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  all — not  that  I  heard. 

Senator  Allen.  Whom  did  Mr.  Merrill  tell  you  to  go  to  for  iuforma 
tion! 

Mr.  Edwards.  To  this  gentleman. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  tell  you  where  you  would  find  himt 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  did  he  say  you  would  find  him! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  would  disclose  the  man. 

Senator  Datis.  I  want  to  be  fair  with  this  witness.  He  has  made 
the  point  distinctly  that  upon  this  line  of  questions  he  is  entitled  to 
advice  of  counsel,  and  before  getting  that  advice  he  declines  to  state 
from  whom  he  got  the  information. 
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Mr.  Edwabds.  I  will  pat  myself  in  the  hands  of  counsel  and  be 
determined  by  what  he  will  say.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  I 
will  be  guided  by  what  my  counsel  says. 

A  recess  was  taken  at  1  o'clock  p.  m.  until  2  to  give  the  witness  an 
opportunity  to  consult  counsel. 

AFTER  RECESS. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Edwards,  are  you  prepared  to  answer  the  ques^ 
tion  propounded  to  you! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  to  ask  the  ftirther  indulgence  of  the  commit- 
tee. Mr.  Dittenhoefer,  my  coun  sel,  is  on  hei  e  from  New  York.  Through 
some  misunderstanding  I  did  not  find  him  at  the  hotel,  the  Arlington. 
Mrs.  Dittenhoefer  tells  me  he  is  here  at  this  end  of  the  Capitol.  I 
would  suggest,  if  agreeable  to  the  committee,  that  we  go  on  with  other 
matters  and  give  me  an  opportunity  to  consult  with  Mr.  Dittenhoefer 
later. 

Senator  Lodge.  liCt  us  go  on  with  the  rest  of  the  article  and  waive 
this  at  present. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

That,  in  substance,  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national 
campaign  committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892. 
It  wag  a  plea  powerfully  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more ;  he  had  said  enongh. 
He  tamed  and  lett  the  committee,  going  awa^  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he 
<2)une,  but  before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amend- 
ment which  he  thought  wonld  be  fair  to  the  Government,  and  yet  be  Just  to  the 
Mgar  interests. 

^hat  is  your  authority  for  that  statement,  that  he  went  away  secretly 
after  signifying  his  willingness  to  prepare  an  amendmentt 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  as  the  other. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  nothing  of  it  of  your  own  knowledge? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Know  nothing  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  got  this  from  the  same  man! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman  (reading).  "That  very  thing  he  did,  not  long  aftcr.^' 
Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge! 

Mr.  Edwards,  l^o. 

The  Chairman.  You  got  that  from  the  same  person! 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  person. 

The  Chairman  (reading).  "The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  fd»Yored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amend- 
n^cnt,  in  Secretary  Carlisle's  own  handwriting,  to  the  sugar  schedule, 
^^i  that  draft  is  in  Mr.Yoorhees's  possession  to  this  day  unless  he  has 
destroyed  it.''    Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge! 

Mr.  Edwards.  IS'ot  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  obtain  that  information! 

Mr.  Edwards.  From  the  same  source. 

The  Chairman.  "  Secretary  Carlisle  had  scratched  out  from  the 
pnDted  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by  interlinea- 
tion had  inserted  the  following  words :  '  On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16 
Dutch  standard  and  on  alP — after  the  word  *alP  the  printed  form 
femained  in  which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this 
iiiterUneation,  *  instead  of  one-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  ad 
valorem.' "    Is  that  of  your  own  personal  knowledge! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  from  the  same  source. 
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The  Ghairkan.  As  the  other! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  told  at  the  same  timet 

Mr.  Edwards.  At  the  same  time. 

The  Chairman.  Part  of  the  same  interview* 

Mr.  Edwards.  Part  of  the  same  interview. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Before  leaving  that  I  want  to  ask  a  question.  Did 
this  man  inform  yon  that  Mr.  Carlisle  scratched  out  ^^  one-eighth  of  1 
per  cent"  and  inserted  <<45  per  centum  on  all  sugars;"  is  that  what  yon 
understood  him  to  say  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  understood  him  to  say. 

Senator  Lindsay.  There  was  no  arrangement  for  any  sx>ecific  tazt 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  understanding  was  that  the  45  per  cent  ad  valorem 
covered  the  sugars. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  it  was  45  per  cent  straight! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes,  on  all  sugars. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  his  understanding  was  limited  by  the 
fact  that  he  took  the  bill  and  struck  out  one-eighth  per  cent  and  inserted 
the  straight  ad  valorem? 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yourinformant  say  that  Mr.  Carlisle  had  stricken 
out  the  one-eighth  per  cent! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  understood  him  to  say  so.  I  understood  hiu 
to  say  he  had  stricken  out  one-eighth  of  1  x>er  cent  and  interliueated 
so  as  to  make  it  read  all  sugars  of  all  kinds  45  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  1  mill  made  to  apply  to  all  countries  thai 
offer  a  bounty  to  exporters  of  sugar.    Is  that  stricken  outf 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  only  thing  stricken  out  was  the  one-eighth  of  ] 
per  cent.    That  is  my  recollection. 

The  Chairman.  You  state  further: 

Upon  oue  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  WaRhinffton  hot^l,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey;  "Bric^a  TerreU,"  and  oni 
other  man,  whose  name  it  may  he  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present.  At  thai 
interview  Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  great  deal  of  indignation.  He  rehnked  Seoa- 
tor  Brice  for  failing  to  secure  snch  influence  in  the  Senate  as  the  sagar  people 
expected  him  to  secure.  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  hluntly,  almost 
hriis(iuely,  what  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  to 
the  sugar  men  and  to  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule. 

What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement.  Do  you  know  it  person- 
ally! 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  I  do  not  know  personally. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  authority  for  itf 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  first  I  heard  of  it  was  a  series  of  articles  in  the 
"Sew  York  World,  published  at  that  time,  stating  specifically  those 
facts  and  giving,  if  I  recollect,  the  number  of  the  room.  That  is  what 
called  my  attention  first  to  that  matter.  Afterward  this  same  author 
ity  told  me  that  this  story  was  true. 

The  Chairman.  Which  same  authority! 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  authority  that  gave  me  the  informatioii 
about  the  Carlisle  amendment. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  Carlisle  speech! 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  Carlisle  speech,  that  he  heard  it.  I  do  nol 
think  the  gentleman  knew  that  of  his  own  knowledge.  My  iinpressioi 
is  that  he  repeated  it  as  a  piece  of  information  he  had  heard. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  to  say  this  man  whose  name  you  refuse 
to  give  heard  that  interview  between  Havemeyer,  Brice,  autl  others! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  with  his  own  ears,  but  heard  it  from  others. 

The  Chairman.  Who  first  told  you  of  it! 
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Mr.  Edwards.  I  saw  a  number  of  articles  in  the  ISew  York  TV  or  Id 
aboat  it,  and  then  this  man  told  me. 

The  Chairman.  This  information  is  gathered  from  articles  in  the 
New  York  World  and  afterward  from  this  undisclosed  informant! 

Mr.  {Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  knowledge  except  that? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Nothing,  except  an  interview  reported  in  the  New 
York  Mail  and  Express,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  the  original  informer 
was  a  wire  manufacturer  in  New  York  City. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  after  the  printing  of  this, article T 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  had  no  connection  with  your  statement! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  And  could  not  have  hadt 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  because  I  think  it  was  printed  last  Saturday. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  upon  this  occasion  that— 

There  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Waehin^i^n  hotel  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator 
Biice,  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey ;  **  Brice's  Terrell/'  and  one  other  man  whose 
luune  it  may  be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present. 

Who  was  that! 

Mr.  Edwards.  A  Mr.  Beed,  of  Boston,  whose  initials  I  have  for- 
gotten.   My  Information  is  that  he  was  interested  with  the  sugar  people* 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  his  address! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  his  address.    He  is  in  Boston. 

The  Ghairiman.  Why  did  you  say  in  this  article  that  it  is  worth 
while  to  withhold  his  name? 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  was  a  piece  of  journalism,  and  had  no  connec- 
tion whatever  with  the  story.  It  was  journalistic  fiction  instead  of 
legal  fiction. 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

Here  we  know  that  the  brokers  with  whom  Senator  Brice  has  been  accustomed  to 
«>nimit  his  speculative  interests  have  been  very  large  purchasers  of  sn^ar,  and  we 
Imow  also  that  these  brokers  had  inside  information  as  to  the  action  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  sugar  schedule. 

You  say  you  know.    How  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Everybody  knew  that  Moore  &  Schley,  of  New  York, 
the  brokers  with  whom  Senator  Brice  has  by  common  report  a  common 
understanding,  dealt  in  all  his  business,  were  the  largest  operators  in 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  yourseltf 
Ur.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  it  legally. 
The  Chairman.  You  know  it  by  public  report! 
Hr.  Edwards.  As  a  matter  of  public  understanding  on  the  stock 
exchange. 
The  Chairman.  And  no  other  way! 

Mr.  Edwards.  "So  other  way.    I  had  no  dealings 

The  Chairman.  You  say  farther: 

On  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Voorhees,  the  chairman  of  the  Fiuanoe  Committee, 
<laiied  in  the  Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  biU  as 
<^?inally  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as 

G spared  by  Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  a  member  of  the  brokerage  firm  of 
opre  d&  Schley,    tie  had  not  arisen  when  it  was  placed  in  his  hands;  he  was  in 
Mdy  for  it  was  early  morning. 

Is  that  of  your  own  knowledge! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement  t 
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Mr.  Edwards.  The  anthority  is  the  same  as  that  given  for  what  is 
called  the  Carlisle  amendment. 

The  Chairman.  This  undisclosed  mant 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  the  member! 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  Washington  member  of  the  New  York  honse. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  his  name! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not.  It  was  mentioned,  and  I  forgot  to  catch  it. 
I  forgot  to  ask  about  it  afterwards;  but  he  was  identified  as  the 
Washington  representative. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  where  the  Washington  ofQce  isf 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not 

Senator  Allen.  Do  they  keep  an  office  here  for  the  purpose  of  keep- 
ing track  of  legislation! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  that  they  keep  it  here  for  that  pur- 
pose, although  the  New  York  brokers  have  agents  here  to  inform  them 
of  those  things. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  say  this  specific  statement  is  fh>m  the 
same  authority  as  the  statement  made  to  you  by  this  undisclosed 
gentleman! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  one  who  gave  you  the  statement  in  regard  ix^ 
Mr.  Carlisle! 

•Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that — 

We  had,  upon  the  Sauday  be  lore  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  susar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.    That  was  an  all-day  and  half-the-night 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.    In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  represent-a- 
tives  of  the  sugar  trust.    There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrell  and  Meyers,  Ben  Le 
Fevre,  and  others.    These  men  sat,  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit,  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.    There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occnpied 
by  the  trust  all  day. 

Is  that  statement  personal  knowledge  of  your  own! 

Mr.  Edwards.  It  is  not. 

The  Chairman.  Upon  what  authority  is  it  stated! 

Mr.  Edwards.  This  same  person  whom  you  call  undisclosed. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  pretend  to  know  that  himself! 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  impression  is  that  he  knew  all  that  of  his  own 
knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Himself! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  "  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of 
satisfying  Louisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was 
necessary  for  the  Democratic  party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or 
else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes  against  the  bill." 

Is  that  statement  true,  or  matter  of  conjecture  by  you! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  it  is  all  general  statement;  I  think  it  is 
matter  of  common  report. 

The  Chairman.  "  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving 
a  little  and  taking  a  little.  At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the 
whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never  was  there  more  desperate 
battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee  rooms  of  the  Cap- 
itol. At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caffery  drafted  a  schedule, 
Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  h&  shoulder,  and  the  other  members  of 


INVESTIGATION  OF   ATTEMPTS  AT   BRIBERY,  ETC.  HI 

the  sngar  tmst  watching  tHe  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  as 
one  Senator  who  saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  reported.^^ 

Do  yon  know  that  personally? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  that  personally. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  yonr  authority  for  it! 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  as  the  other,  this  undisclosed  informer. 

The  Chairman.  "  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator  Caf- 
fery  had  finished,  the  sugar  trust,  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted 
it,  it  was  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there 
accepted,  the  victory  won,  and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  committee,  in  Caffery's  handwriting  and  with  the  approv- 
ing marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it." 

Do  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge? 

Mr.  Edwards.  1  do  not  know  that  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  as  the  others. 

The  Chairman.  This  undisclosed  informant  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  *'It  was  after  this  was  done  that  word  was  brought 
to  New  York  and  confidential  information  given  to  a  company  of  con- 
Bpicuous  Democrats  that  the  sugar  trust  had  clinched  the  Senate,  and 
that  their  interests  were  now  protected,  whatever  was  done  by  the 
Senate."    What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  heard  something  of  that  kind.  I  do  not  know  the 
source  of  the  information.  It  is  a  report  that  was  brought  to  "Sew 
York.  It  is  one  of  those  things  that  passes  around  &om  mouth  to 
month  and  came  to  my  ears. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  your  informant  say  in  what  room,  on  the  Sab- 
bath mentioned,  were  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  these  representatives  of  the 
sngar  trust — ^what  room  in  the  Capitol  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  understood  it  was  a  room  near  to,  if  not  adjacent 
to,  the  Finance  Committee  room.  Perhaps  it  was  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  corridor.  It  was  within  one  or  two  moments' communication;  I 
recollect  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  your  informant  give  you  the  names  of  all  the 
diJBFerent  persons  in  these  different  rooms! 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  say  all;  he  mentioned  the  names  I  have 
mentioned  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  say  there  were  any  persons  besides  the  Sen- 
ators and  the  members  of  the  sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No:  I  think  not,  excepting  their  attorneys,  Mr.  Le 
Fevre  and  Mr.  Terrell. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  there  were  Havemeyer,  Terrell,  Ben  Le 
Ferre,  and  others? 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  also  mentioned  Mr.  Beed. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Havemeyer  personally! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  him  personally. 

Tlie  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell  personally! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Do  yon  know  Mr.  Meyer  personally! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Ben  Le  Fevre  personally! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do,  personally. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  the  gentleman  who  is  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  he  was  for  ten  or  twelve  years.  He  is  now  » 
lawyer  in  New  York. 
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Senator  Allen.  Where  did  you  say  your  informant  claimed  to  be! 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  tell  me. 

Senator  Allen.  He  claimed  to  have  seen  itt 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  saw  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  he  in  this  Finance  Oommittee  room  or  the  room 
adjacent,  where  the  members  of  the  sugar  trust  weref  . 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  did  not  state;  he  .just  said  that  he  saw. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  state  to  you  in  what  capiicity  he  was  there? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  he  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  in  what  capacity  he  was  acting  there 
at  that  timef 

Mr.  Edwards.  !N^o  ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  from  him,  or  from  seeing  him  per- 
form certain  duties,  what  he  was  doing! 

Mr.  Edwards.  !No. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  had  you  been  acquainted  with  this  man 
who  informed  you  of  this! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  never  was  acquainted  with  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Never  saw  him  before! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Never  saw  him  before — not  knowingly.  I  may  have 
seen  him  when  I  was  in  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  him  to-day! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  him  within  the  last  week! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  had  any  communication  from  him! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  at  all;  not  the  slightest. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Benedict! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  met  Mr.  Benedict  once;  was  introduced  to 
him.  I  saw  him  on  the  street,  but  I  can  not  say  that  I  am  acquainted 
with  him. 

The  Chairman.  This  letter,  with  the  exception  of  the  information 
which  you  got  from  your  undisclosed  informant,  was  made  up  from 
matters  which  you  say  were  common  knowledge  and  things  that  wei*e 
in  the  air,  and  not  from  personal  knowledge  given  to  you  by  any  per* 
son  whom  you  could  identify! 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  that  is  strictly  the  truth. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Except  Col.  Hoyt,  who  is  dead! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  should  not  have  mentioned  Ool.  Hoyt,  except 
that  one  of  his  statements  is  corroborated  by  Governor  Waller. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  has  Col.  Hoyt  been  dead! 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  died  in  April,  I  think.  I  was  pallbearer  at  his 
funeral.    It  was  some  time  early  in  April. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  a  lawyer! 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  was  a  lawyer,  quite  a  prominent  lawyer  of  Con- 
necticut. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  this  conversation  reported  by  this  undisclosed 
informant,  did  he  say  that  Mr.  Carlisle  did  or  did  not  express  an  inter- 
est in  the  sugar-planting  people  of  Louisiana! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  think  that  was  mentioned.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection about  that,  and  yet  it  may  be  that  it  was.  I  do  not  recollect 
that  it  was  or  was  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  know  as  a  fact  that  the  House  bill  had 
repealed  the  bounty  of  2  cents  a  pound  to  the  sugar-grower,  and  has 
left  sugar  without  any  bounty  at  all! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  know  that  to  be  a  fact. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  this  informant  told  you  that 
.Bdr.  Carlisle  put  these  sugar  refiners  on  the  same  footing  as  the  sugar- 
^^owers  of  Louisiana  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  Ko  :  he  did  not  say  that  at  all. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  did  he  say  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  simply  stated  that  Mr.  Carlisle  had  presented  a 
soaemorandum  to  the  committee,  or  certain  erasures  of  an  amendment 
OT  interlineations,  providing  for  a  duty  of  45  per  cent  on  all  sugars. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  with  the  erasure  of  one-eighth  of  1  cent  per 
X>ound  on  sugar? 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes;  I  think  that  he  said  there  was  another  inter- 
lineation or  rather  an  addition,  providing  that  the  reciprocity  treaty 
^^ith  Hawaii  should  be  preserved  in  spite  of  any  other  thing. 
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The  Chairman.  How  old  are  yout 

Mr.  Bhritbb.  I  am  36. 

The  Chairman.  Where  do  you  live? 

Mr.  Shritbb.  My  legal  residence  is  Baltimore,  but  I  live  in  Wash- 
ington. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  business! 

Mr.  Shriter.  Newspaper  man. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  way  are  you  a  newspaper  man? 

Mr.  Shritbr.  I  am  Washington  correspondent  of  the  New  York 
Mail  and  Express. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  an  article  in  the  New  York  Mail  and 
Sxpress  of  last  Saturday,  May  19, 1894 — a  letter,  I  should  say,  which  I 
have  in  my  hand.    Was  that  written  by  you  I 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  In  it  you  say : 

Jnst  here  it  mav  be  weU  to  give  a  little  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last  few 
^Aeks  in  which  the  sugar  trust  has  taken  such  a  prominent  part.  The  headquarters 
<^tha  offloialB  of  the  tnist  have  been  in  a  certain  room  in  the  Arlington  Hotel.  The 
lught  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the  trust 
moat  be  oared  for  or  the  Wilson  bill  would  be  killed,  tbere  happened  to  be  in  the 
n«zt  room  to  the  sugar  trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  place  not  far  from 
^ow  York.  He  had  come  to  Washin^^n  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
iDittee  to  change  its  schedule  in  which  he  was  interested,  and,  worn  out  with  his 
▼^  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  ''triumvirate^^  in  charge 
of  the  bill,  ne  had  retired  to  his  room. 

He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud  talking  in  the  sugar  trust  parlor 
Attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slumber  was  impossible.  The  voices 
D«xt  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night  proceeded.  He  distinctly  dis- 
tioffaished  the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew,  and  also  those 
ofihe  sugar  trust  magnates.  It  was  nearly  uiominff  when  the  conference  broke  up 
vid  the  wire  manufacturer  was  allowed  at  last  to  fall  asleep.  He  did  not,  however, 
nmain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  becauAe  what  ne  had  heard  seemed  to 
aua  too  good  news. 

Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  and  telline  his  friends, 
^OQg  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen,  that  he  knew  the  Wilson  bill  would  never 
FU8.  He  made  no  secret  of  how  he  got  his  information,  and  even  told  the  names  of 
^  Senators  who  had  been  in  the  room  next  to  him  nearly  aU  night.  The  wire  man- 
ufacturer did  not  linger  about  Washington,  but  returned  to  his  home  fully  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  use  for  his  remaining  any  longer  to  see  the  Democratic  Finance 
Committee. 

That  is  in  your  letter.    Do  you  of  your  own  knowledge  know  the  facts 
therein  stated! 
Mr.  Shbiybs.  The  story  was  told  to  me. 

8bki 
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The  Oh  AIRMAN.  I  first  ask  you,  do  you  of  your  own  knowledge  know 
the  facts  therein  stated  f 

Mr.SHRIVEB.  No. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement  1 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  A  Congressman,  member  of  the  House. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  he  tell  you  thisf 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  Yes;  that  he  was  told  by  this  wire-manufacturer. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  the  Congressman's  name? 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  I  am  requested  by  the  Congressman  not  to  rcYeal  it, 

The  Chaibman.  But  we  want  you  to  reYcal  it. 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  He  has  requested  me  not  to  do  it.  He  gaYC  me  the 
story  for  publication,  neYer  thinking  anything  would  come  of  it. 
When  I  spoke  to  him  about  haYing  been  spoken  to  by  members  of  the 
committee  in  regard  to  it,  he  said  he  did  not  wish  to  be  brought  into 
the  matter,  and  requested  me  not  to  giYe  his  name. 

Senator  JjODGE.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  wire-manufacturer f 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  his  name! 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  The  Congressman  does  not  desire  me  to  giYe  that 
either. 

Senator  Dayis.  Is  the  Mail  and  Express  adYocatmg  that  this 
inYestigation  be  held  ^ith  open  doors? 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Dayis.  This  inYestigation  is  predicated  of  this  article.  You 
haYe  no  excuse  not  to  disclose  these  names — legal  excuse — except  that 
it  will  criminate  you.  I  do  not  understand  you  put  your  hesitation  to 
answer  upon  the  ground  that  you  will  be  criminating  yourself. 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  Kot  at  all.  But  it  is  this:  A  newspaper  man  con- 
siders, when  information  is  giYcn  to  him  in  confidence,  he  should  not 
Yiolate  the  confidence. 

Senator  Dayis.  A  newspaper  man  should  consider  the  law  also,  and 
the  law  says  you  must  make  these  disclosures,  unless  they  tend  to 
criminate  you. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say : 

There  are  a  number  of  Senators  who  wiU  be  glad  if  this  investigation  should  fail, 
Bimi)ly  because  then  they  could  charge  the  correspondents  with  circulating  scan- 
dalous reports  and  have  another  chance  to  denounce  the  press  upon  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  But  if  the  newspaper  men  are  given  a  chance  to  teU  all  they  know  some 
interesting  developments  wiU  be  made. 

Did  you  write  that? 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  Yes.  You  know  when  a  newspaper  man  is  told  a 
thing  he  is  generally  supposed  to  hold  the  confidence  of  the  man.  1 
haYe  been  a  newspaper  correspondent  in  Washington  for  ten  years.  I 
think  I  hold  the  confidence  of  a  good  many  members,  because  I  ncYer 
Yiolated  their  confidence.  T  think  there  are  things,  if  I  should  give 
my  authority,  at  times  it  would  lessen  me  in  their  opinion  and  prcYcnt 
me  carrying  on  my  business.  And  this  is  a  case  where  I  have  requested 
the  Congressman  to  use  his  name,  and  he  declines  to  allow  me  to  do  it 

The  Chaibman.  You  make  the  charge  in  this  paper:  "  If  the  news- 
paper men  are  given  an  opportunity  to  tell  all  they  know  some  inter- 
esting dcYclopments  will  be  made."  How  can  we  make  the  investiga- 
tion if  you  refuse  to  tell! 

Mr.  Shbiyeb.  I  can  say  that  the  wire  manufacturer  was  in  the  hotel 
on  two  days,  March  6  to  the  9th,  and  occux)ied  a  certain  room,  and  on 
the  8th  to  the  10th  of  May,  the  rooms  occupied  at  one  time  being  47 
and  33. 
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Senator  Davis.  Did  he  register? 

Mr.  SnRiVEB.  He  registered  one  time,  I  know.  Mr.  Terrell  occupied 
a  room  next  to  him  during  one  of  his  visits  there. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  ascertain  that! 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  ascertained  that  from  the  records  of  the  Arlington 
Hotel.  I  do  not  think  you  will  find  Mr.  Terrell's  name  on  the  register 
of  the  Arlington;  I  am  not  certain  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  That  does  not  throw  much  light  on  this  investiga- 
tion, the  number  of  the  rooms  occupied  by  this  undisclosed  person, 
though  it  might  give  us  a  clue  as  detectives  to  get  at  it  in  an  inferential 
way.  Here  is  a  definite  statement  made  by  you  in  print  in  a  paper  of 
large  circulation  and  established  reputation,  and  when  we  ask  you  if 
that  statement  is  made  upon  your  own  knowledge,  you  say  no.  When 
we  ask  you  on  whose  authority  it  is  made,  you  tell  us  it  is  made  on  the 
authority  of  a  certain  Congressman,  whose  name  you  do  not  disclose. 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  and  another  newspaper  man. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  the  other  newspaper  mant 

Mr.  Shriver.  Harry  W.  Walker. 

The  Chairman.  What  paper  is  he  correspondent  fort 

Mr.  Shriver.  The  Daily  America,  of  l^ew  York,  and  the  St.  Louis 
Post-Dispatch. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  whether  he  wrote  this  matter  up? 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  am  not  certain.  The  Congressman  told  us  at  the 
same  time.  The  Congressman  further  said  that  the  wire  manufacturer 
bad  come  to  him  the  morning  afterward,  put  his  hand  on  his  shoulder, 
called  him  by  name,  and  said:  "There  is  no  use  of  my  staying  longer^ 
the  tariff  bill  is  dead;  I  overheard  a  conversation  last  night'' 

Senator  Lodge.  The  tariff  bill,  or  the  Wilson  bill! 

Mr.  Shriver.  The  Wilson  bill.  "I  overheard  a  conversation  in  a 
room  last  night  between  sugar  men  and  Senators."  I  may  be  mistaken 
in  that  report  that  he  mentioned  the  names  of  Senators.  But  he  men- 
tioiied  the  name  of  one  Senator,  according  to  the  Congressman's  account. 

The  Chairman.  And  not  Democratic  Senators  f 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes.  Another-named  Senator  was  mentioned;  but 
when  asked  if  he  was  there,  the  wire  manufacturer  said  he  did  not 
think  he  was,  because  he  did  not  recognize  his  voice.  He  knew  the 
Senator,  I  think,  but  he  did  not  recognize  his  voice. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  here  he  clearly  distinguished  the  voices  of 
several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew! 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  say  now  that  I  may  be  mistaken  in  that  one  point, 
as  to  his  naming  Democratic  Senators.  In  the  first  place,  I  understood 
the  wire  manufacturer  to  have  said  it  was  Democratic  Senators. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  Congressman  give  you  the  names  of  the 
Senators! 

Mr.  Shriver.  He  gave  me  one  name  as  mentioned  by  the  wire  manu- 
'^rer.  That  is  what  the  Congressman  told  me.  I  have  mentioned 
110  names  in  the  article. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  the  Congressman  told  you  this,  did  he  know 
J^oa  were  going  to  publish  itf 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  tell  you  this  for  the  purpose  of  its  being 
published! 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  as  an  item  of  news. 

Senator  Davis.  He  knew  you  were  a  correspondent! 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  ask  you  at  that  time  not  to  give  his  name! 
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Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes  [to  the  best  of  my  recoUecnon. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  that  in  answer  to  a  statement  on  your  part 
that  you  expected  to  publish  it? 

Mr.  Shriyer.  He  mentioned  that  on  his  part.  He  did  not  want  to 
be  mixed  up  in  the  matter.  This  thing  was  mentioned  to  him.  The 
conversation  occurred  in  March. 

The  Chairman.  The  conversation  with  youf 

Mr.  Shriver.  No:  the  wire  manufacturer. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  it  occur  with  yonf 

Mr.  Shriver.  Thursday;  over  a  week  ago. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  seen  him  since  f 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  several  times.  I  saw  him  in  regard  to  the  mat 
ter,  and  he  gave  me  farther  details,  and  told  me  under  no  circum- 
stances to  mention  his  name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  made  this  publication  implicating  Senators 
in  what  you  intended  to  be  regarded  as  a  dishonorable  ^ansaction 
upon  the  authority  of  a  Congressman  who  had  enjoined  you  not  to  give 
his  name,  whose  name  you  agreed  not  to  give,  and  yet  in  that  same 
article  you  challenge  investigation  by  the  Senate  and  state  if  news- 
paper correspondents  were  given  a  chance  some  interesting  develop- 
ments would  be  made. 

Mr.  Shriver.  The  investigation  was  not  ordered  at  the  time  I  wrote 
that  article. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  after  you  had  agreed  to  do  the  thing  you 
now  state  you  are  under  obligations  of  honor  not  to  dof 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  unless  the  man  will  release  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  regard  it  as  proper  to  give  out  reports 
that  are  untrue  and  slanderous? 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  regard  this  as  true,  given  on  the  word  of  a  Con- 
gressman, and  I  verified  the  fact  that  the  wire  manufacturer  was  in  the 
house. 

Senator  Lindsay.  But  you  did  not  give  the  name. 

Mr.  Shriver.  !No;  if  I  should  give  the  name  I  would  violate  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Congressman. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  regard  that  as  dishonorable  f 

Mr.  Shriver.  !No;  because  you  can  summon  the  wire  manufacturer. 

The  Chairman.  But  the  Congressman  asked  you  not  to  disclose  the 
name  of  the  wire  manufsK^turer. 

Mr.  Shriver.    At  the  present  time,  yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  feel  in  honor  bound  not  to  disclose  itf 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  But  yet  you  will  give  us  information  indirectly  that 
will  aid  us  in  getting  that  name! 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  think  if  you  get  it  that  way,  without  my  giving  it 
or  implicating  the  Congressman,  it  would  be  all  right. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  not  consider  that  you  are  giving  us  the 
name  wlien  you  put  us  in  the  way  of  getting  itf  Are  you  observing 
the  obli^'ation  that  the  Congressman  imposed  upon  you  when  you  give 
us  the  information  that  wiU  lead  to  the  ascertainment  of  the  name  of 
the  wire  manufacturer! 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  give  you  the  facts  on  which  I  found  my  article. 

The  Chairman.  What  facts? 

Mr.  Shriver.  That  the  man  was  there.  If  I  had  not  verified  them 
I  do  not  think  I  would  have  published  them. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  verify  I 
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Mr.  Shbiyer.  The  fact  that  the  wire  manafactnrer  was  there  and 
occapied  the  room  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  believe  the  statement.  We  do  not  care 
'What  rooms  the  wire  mauafactorer  occapied;  we  are  concerned  in  yoar 
statement  here  as  coming  irom  a  wire  mannfactarer.    What  did  you 

0  to  verify  that  statement? 
Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  give  you  the  words  of  the  Oongressman,  and  I  tell 

on  the  wire  manufacturer  was  in  the  house  at  the  time,  and  occupied 
t^lie  rooms  down  near  Mr.  Terrell's  name. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  did  not  think  Mr. 
^Terrell  was  registered? 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  do  not  think  any  of  the  gentlemen  were  registered. 

The  Chaibman.  How  can  we  find  out  which  room  he  occupied  1 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  The  way  I  found  out.    There  are  other  records. 

The  Chaibman.  What  are  they  T 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  think  that  there  is  a  cashier's  book  that  shows. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  have  access  to  thatf 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  found  out. 

Senator  Davis.  How  did  you  find  out  what  room  Mr.  Terrell  occupied  ! 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  asked  and  it  was  given  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  asked  whomf 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  The  Arlington  HoteL 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  Arliugton  Hotel  is  ratheran  indefinite  quantity 

The  Chaibman.  Might  you  not  as  well  give  us  the  name  directly  as 
to  pat  us  in  the  way  of  finding  out?  Would  not  that  be  as  consistent 
with  your  obligation  to*  the  Congressman  as  to  give  us  clues  by  which 
we  wUl  find  it  outt  Why  will  not  one  be  as  consistent  with  your  obli- 
gation as  the  other  f 

^Ir.  Shbiveb.  Because  the  Congressman  has  asked  me  particularly 
not  to  give  his  name,  and  made  me  promise  that  I  would  not  give  it. 

1  know  the  numbers  of  the  rooms  and  the  dates,  and  I  understand  the 
wiw-manufacturer  was  there.  You  can  summon  the  wire-manufac- 
turer direct. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  consider  it  no  breach  of  faith  to  give  us  the 
means  of  finding  out  the  name  of  the  wire-manuflEtcturer,  but  you  think 
it  would  be  dishonorable  to  give  us  the  name  itself  f  Is  that  your  idea 
^i  honorable  conduct  t 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  promised  that  I  would  not  give  the  name. 
,  Senator  Lindsay.  You  are  a  member  of  the  press,  you  have  a  seat 
in  the  press  gallery  of  the  Senate,  you  enjoy  the  benefits  resulting  from 
that,  and  you  write  these  articles  implicating  the  good  character  of  a 
Senator  and  decline  to  give  the  information  upon  which  you  base  itt 

Kr.  Shbiveb.  I  stated  that  the  information  was  given  me  on  the 
withority  of  a  Congressman. 

Senator  Lindsay.  If  we  had  this  Congressman's  name,  we  could 
sninmon  him  and  find  out  what  he  knows;  and  if  we  had  the  wire 
oiannfacturer's  name  we  could  summon  him  and  find  out  what  he  knows, 
^d  get  at  the  facts,  instead  of  taking  newspaper  rumors  and  the 
statements  of  a  man  who  declines  to  give  the  facts,  but  publishes 
^des  viUifying  Senators.  I  understand  you  decline  to  answer  the 
Qnestion  of  the  committee  t 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  At  present;  yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Bo  you  wish  more  time  to  consider  the  matter,  to 
consalt  counsel  f 

Mr.  Shbiveb.  I  decline  to  give  the  name  at  present,  because  I  have 
been  requested  not  to  do  so,  not  only  sometime  ago  but  even  to*day« 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  regard  it  as  your  duty  not  to  do  so  f 

Mr,  Shriver.  As  a  newspaper  man  I  regard  it  as  my  duty  not  to 
give  the  name  of  the  party  who  informed  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Without  regard  to  the  law  of  the  case  at  all  f 

Mr.  Shriver.  It  is  part  of  my  business.  If  I  am  known  around  here 
as  a  man  who  violates  confideDces,  I  am  sure  my  usefulness  as  a  news- 
paper man  or  gatherer  of  news  would  cease. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  any  more  grave  than  to  write  these  articles 
about  Senators  and  request  the  opportunity  to  testify,  and  then  decline 
to  afford  the  information  which  you  have  requested  the  opportunity  to 
produce T 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  given  my  authority  in  that  article. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  in  another  part  of  this  letter: 

The  reasou  a  good  many  Senators  do  not  fear  any  results  from  the  coming  investi- 
gation is  that  precedent  in  this  regard  has  shown  that  such  investigations  rarely 
amount  to  anything. 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  quoted  a  couple  of  investigations  that  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  they  not  amount  to  anything  T 

Mr.  Shriver.  Because  the  newspaper  men  who  have  been  exiunined 
have  not;  well,  tliey  have  not  amounted  to  anything. 

The  Chairman.  Whyt 

Mr.  Shriver.  Because  they  have  not  been  able  to  get  the  facts. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  intend  in  that  sentence  to  have  it  implied 
that  the  reason  such  investigations  amount  to  nothing  is  because  news- 
paper men  will  not  disclose  the  authority  for  their  statements  f 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  it  has  been  shown  that  the 
newspaper  men  who  hitherto  have  been  called  have  not  been  able  to 
give  the  names  because  they  have  not  been  bound — have  not  been  able 
to  give  their  authority. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  mean  to  imply  here — that  is  the  ordinary 
meaning  of  what  you  have  said — that  the  reason  why  such  investiga- 
tions do  Dot  amount  to  anything  is  because  those  conducting  them  do 
not  intend  them  to  amount  to  anything? 

Mr.  Shriver.  No;  because  they  have  not  been  able  to  amount  to 
anything;  could  not  get  the  information  they  desired. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  not  stated  that. 

Mr.  Shriver.  Not  by  any  means.  But  I  think  all  investigations 
that  have  been  conducted  have  been  all  with  a  desire  to  gain  something. 
The  particular  investigation  that  I  referred  to,  the  executive- session 
investigation,  went  on  tor  some  time  and  nothing  came  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  say : 

They  remember  how  great  was  the  hubbub  over  the  silver  pool  in  the  Fifty-first 
Coiijriess,  and  how,  jnst  when  it  seemed  as  if  Don  Cameron  was  about  to  be  placed 
in  a  very  awkward  position,  the  coniniittee  adjourned  and  the  next  dav  he  was  elected 
U.  S.  Senator  by  the  Pennsylvania  legislature.  The  investigation  did  not  have  any 
startling  results. 

What  do  you  mean  by  thatt 

Mr.  Shriver.  At  the  time  Senator  Cameron  was  on  the  stand,  just 
about  the  time  his  testimony  was  being  taken,  in  which  some  points 
were  being  brought  out,  according  to  record  the  committee  adjourned 
and  Mr.  Cameron  was  elected  by  the  legislature. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  the  committee 
adjourned  for  the  purpose  of  allowing  Mr.  Cameron  to  be  elect-edf 

Mr.  Shriver.  No;  I  do  not  mean  anything  by  it;  I  just  state  the 
facts. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  the  farther 
investigation  was  abandoned  because  Mr.  Cameron  was  elected! 
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Mr.  Shriver.  "So,    The  article  said  that  nothing  came  out  of  it. 

SeDator  Allen.  Do  you  think  it  a  part  of  your  duty  as  a  newspaper 
man  when  you  get  hold  of  a  story  of  that  kind  which  implicates  or 
renders  greatly  suspected  certain  members  of  the  U.  S.  Senate  to  pul  - 
lishitT 

Mr.  Shriyer.  On  the  authority  I  had. 

Senator  Allen.  I  asked  a  plain  question.  Bo  you  think  it  is  your 
daty  when  you  get  hold  of  a  charge  of  that  kind  to  publish  itf 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  also  think  it  proper  to  state  in  that  article  that 
if  the  newspaper  men  were  given  an  opportunity  to  tell  all  they  kno^ 
some  interesting  developments  would  be  madef 

Mr.  Shriver.  Well,  I  have  told  all  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  think  it  proper  to  make  that  statement  in 
connection  with  your  story? 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  if  the  newspaper  men  will  tell  all  they  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Having  told  the  story  and  made  that  comment, 
which  intimates  so  plainly  that  if  an  opportunity  were  given  truth 
would  be  discovered,  you  think  it  is  in  perfect  keeping  with  that,  and 
also  the  criticisms  of  the  press  on  the  committee  in  regard  to  getting  at 
the  truth,  to  come  up  here  and  refuse  to  give  us  any  assistance  what- 
ever in  probing  this  matter  t 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  given  you  the  story  as  I  got  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  not  asking  you  now  about  your  story.  I  am 
asking  you  if  you  think  those  three  positions  are  all  right,  and  all 
right  at  the  same  timet 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  think  I  have  given  as  much  as  I  know  in  the  story 
except  the  name  of  the  Congressman,  and  I  have  given  you  an  intima- 
tion in  regard  to  the  wire  manufacturer  by  which  you  can  identify  him. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  given  everything  except  the  point  that 
will  aid  the  committee  in  it«  investigation  t 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  have  given  aid  to  the  committee.  All  you  have,  to 
^0  is  to  investigate,  and  you  will  find  the  man's  name;  it  is  easy 
enough. 

Senator  Linbsat.  Why  not  give  the  man's  name  if  it  is  easy  to  be 
found! 

.  The  Chairman.  Why  would  it  be  certain,  if  we  turned  ourselves 
uito  detectives  and  went  to  the  Arlington  Hotel  and  inquired  whether 
& wiremanutacturer  had  at  an  indefinite  time  this  spring  registered  or 
^yed  at  that  hotel,  that  that  would  be  the  right  manf 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  think  the  fact  that  a  man  was  in  the  hotel  at  a  cer- 
Wn  date,  in  a  certain  room,  would  identify  him. 

The  Chairman.  Might  it  not  be  some  other  wire  manufacturer  t 

Mr.  Shriver.  Not  in  that  room. 

Senator  Davis.  You  went  down  to  the  hotel,  examined  the  register, 
^d  found  a  certain  name  on  the  register  for  that  room  on  that  day  f 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  knew  the  name  of  the  wire  manufacturer. 

Senator  Davis.  You  examined  the  register? 
,  Mr.  Shriver.  I  found  out  the  other  way  before  I  examined  the  reg- 
ister.   The  register  goes  back  to  March  30. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  see  the  wire  manufacturer's  name  for  that 
toomt 

Mr.  Shriver.  I  saw  a  man's  name  on  the  register,  and  I  think  May 
StolO. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  mean  March  f 

lUj.  Shriver.  No  ;  May,  because  the  register  only  goes  back  to  Marcb 
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Senator  Lodge.  What  name  was  it  yoa  read  on  that  bookl 

Mr.  Shriyeb.  I  got  that  from  the  Oongressman. 

Senator  Lodge.  Tell  us  the  name  that  you  got  on  that  book! 

Mr.  Shriyer.  It  is  the  same  thing. 

Senator  Lodge.  Tell  ns  the  name  yon  read  on  that  bookf 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  think  that  would  be  the  same  thing. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  he  registered  on  the  date  of  May  8f 

Mr.  Shriyer.  This  was  the  second  Yisit  that  the  man  made.  The 
register  does  not  go  back  of  March  30. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  this  Congressman  tell  you  the  conYer- 
satiou  occurred  t 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Early  in  March.  He  did  not  recollect,  but  the  record 
shows  that  he  was  there  from  the  6lh  to  the  9th. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  record  T 

Mr.  Shriyer.  The  hotel  record. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  register! 

Mr.  Shriyer.    No. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  do  you  mean,  the  wire  manufacturer  1 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Yes.  He  occupied  a  room  by  Mr.  Terrell's,  who  was 
there  from  March  2  to  19. 

Senator  Lindsay.  These  are  the  priYate  records  of  the  hotel  to  which 
you  refer,  and  not  the  public  T 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Ko;  I  do  not  think  they  are. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  live  at  the  hotel  f 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  take  my  meals  there.  I  haYe  been  there  for  four 
years. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Then  the  only  way  in  which  a  Congressional 
committee  can  get  at  that  is  through  the  good  nature  of  the  people 
there  to  allow  the  committee  to  inYestigate  their  private  books  Y 

The  Chairman.  And  then  draw  the  inference,  because  it  would  be 
more  or  less  inference,  that  the  name  they  acquired  was  the  right  name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  think  that  is  putting  us  on  notice  how 
to  get  the  name  of  the  person  whose  name  you  decUne  to  g^ve  usf 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Decline  at  present;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  We  would  like  you  to  give  us  the  name  of  that 
Congressman. 

Mr.  Shriyer.  I  would  like  myself  to  do  so.  Personally,  nothing 
would  suit  me  better,  and  I  thought  at  first  that  I  could  do  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  this  wire  manufacturer  from  New  Yorki 

Mr.  Shriyer.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  he  came  from  near  New  Yorkf 

Mr.  Shriyer.  State  near  New  York. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  nearf 

Mr.  Shriyer.  Well,  between  this  District  and  New  York. 

Senator  Lindsay.  New  Jersey! 

Mr.  Shriyer.  No.  I  do  not  think  I  need  hesitate;  it  was  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Philadelphia  f 

Mr.  Shriyer.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Shall  we  give  Mr.  ShriYer  time  to  consider  this 
matter? 

Mr.  Dayis.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Edwards  apx)eared  with  his  counsel,  Mr.  A.  J.  Dittenhoefer,  who 
re<]uested  that  he  be  given  until  to-morrow  morning  to  examine  the 
antliorities,  in  order  tbat  he  might  advise  his  client  touching  his  rights; 
which  request  was  granted. 
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SWORV  TESTIMOFZ  OF  HARRT  W.  WALKES. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  yoor  agel 

Mr.  Walker.  I  am  34. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  your  residencef 

Mr.  Walker.  My  home  is  in  New  York,  although  I  am  stationed 
here. 

The  Chairman.  And  your  occupation  t 

Mr.  Walker.  A  newspaper  man. 

The  Chairman.  Newspaper  correspondent! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  For  what  paper,  or  papers,  are  you  a  correspondent? 

Mr.  Walker.  The  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch,  Daily  America,  of  New 
York,  and  the  Wall  Street  News  Agency,  a  commercial  paper. 

The  Chairman.  In  the  Mail  and  Express,  of  New  York,  on  Saturday, 
in  a  letter  from  Washington,  by  Shriver,  appears  the  following: 

Jmt  here  it  may  be  well  to  give  a  little  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last  few 
weeks  in  which  the  sugar  trust  has  taken  snoh  a  prominent  part.  Tne  headquarters 
of  the  officials  of  the  tnist  have  been  in  a  certain  room  in  the  Arlington  Hotel.  The 
lught  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the  trust 
miiBt  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  biU  would  be  kiUed,  there  happened  to  be  in  the 
next  room  to  the  sugar-trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  place  not  far  from 
New  York.  He  had  come  to  Washington  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee to  change  its  schedule  in  wmch  he  was  interested,  and  worn  out  with  his 
vain  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  *' triumvirate"  in  charge  of 
the  bill  be  had  retired  to  his  room.  He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud 
taking  in  the  sugar-trust  parlor  attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slum- 
Mr  was  impossible.  The  voices  next  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night 
proceeded.  He  distinctly  distinguished  the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators 
whom  he  knew  and  also  those  of  the  sugar-trust  magnates.  It  was  nearlv  morning 
vhen  the  conference  broke  up  and  the  wire  manufacturer  was  aUowed  at  last  to  fall 
asleep.  He  did  not,  however,  remain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  because 
what  be  had  heard  seemed  to  him  too  good  news. 

Have  you  read  that  article,  that  part  to  which  I  refer f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  read  it  Saturday. 

The  Ghaibblait.  Mr.  Shriver  says  you  were  there  when  that  was 
commauicated  to  him. 

Mr.  Walkbb.  Yes. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  Were  you  1 

Mr.  Walkbb.  Yes. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  Where! 

Mr.  Walkbb.  At  dinner  at  the  Arlington. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Did  you  also  publish  it  in  your  paper! 

Mr.  Walkbb.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  Where  were  youf 

Mr.  W  alkeb.  At  the  Arlington  hotel  at  dinner. 

The  Ghaibman.  Was  it  communicated  to  you  as  well  as  to  Mr. 
Shriver  f 

Mr.  Walkbb.  We  were  all  around  the  table  togeth^.  It  was  said 
for  the  benefit  of  us  all. 

The  Ohaibman.  Who  was  it  made  the  statement! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  That  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  tell. 

The  Ghaibman.  Why! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  The  gentleman  gave  it  in  confidence. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  told  you — a  member  of  Congress  or  the  wire 
manufacturer  himself  f 

Mr.  Walkeb..  A  member  of  Congress* 
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The  Chairman.  Bid  you  see  the  person  who  was  alluded  to  here  as 
having  his  room  nextt 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know  him  at  all.    I  may  know  him  by  sight 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  hear  his  namet 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  itf 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  do  not  think  I  should  give. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  publish  itt 

Mr.  Walker.  No ;  I  did  not  understand  that  it  was  given  to  me  for 
that  purpose. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  did  not  feel  authorized  to  publish  itf 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  although  I  have  printed  statements  on  that  line. 

The  Chairman,  You  did  not  consider  it  anything  newt 

Mr.  Walker.  No  ;  it  was  old  in  a  news  sense. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  did  not  consider  that  the  statement  that 
wsbS  made  upon  the  authority  of  which  this  story  has  been  predicated 
was  for  publication  T 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  do  not  know.  I  can  not  say  positively  as  to 
that.  I  would  not  have  published  it  without  going  back  and  asking 
this  gentleman's  permission. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  pledged  not  to  give  the  name  of  the 
gentleman? 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  the  person  who  was  referred  to  here  as  a  wire 
manufacturer? 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  it  was  oldl 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  well,  not  old  in  that  particular  incident,  but  on 
that  line. 

Senator  Davis.  That  about  the  wire  manufacturer  was  not  oldf 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  should  have  published  it  on  my 
own  authority.  I  thought  as  I  was  printing  these  charges  for  the  last 
six  months  it  was  not  necessary. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  or  two  questions.  You  say 
in  the  same  line? 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Will  you  kindly  explain  what  you  mean  by  thatt 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  been  printing  these  sugar  articles  ever  since 
the  bill  was  in  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  I  had  printed  them 
over  my  own  signature.  They  came  to  me  direct,  and  I  did  not  thiuk 
it  was  necessary  to  take  this  from  somebody  else,  because  I  thought 
those  who  read  my  articles  would  take  my  word,  and  it  was  like  doubt- 
ing my  word  to  quote  somebody  else. 

Senator  Lodge.  By  sugar  articles  what  do  you  meant 

Mr.  Walker.  Printing  about  the  trust. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  the  part  you  refer  to  as  old  is  the  statement 
that  there  were  Senators  meeting  with  the  sugar- trust  representatives  1 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  have  been  printing  that  time  and  again. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge  t 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  Senators  go  upstairs  with  gentlemen  who, 
I  was  told,  were  members  of  the  trust,  and  go  to  Mr.  Havemeyer's 
room.  And  one  time  a  Senator's  card  was  sent  up.  Then  people  aronud 
the  hotel  where  a  good  deal  of  this  happened  know  me  and  told  me. 
I  was  not  in  the  room. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  you  have  seen  Senators  go  up  there! 

Mr.  Walker.  A  certain  Senator  particularly. 
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Senator  Lodoe.  Who  was  thatf 
Mr.  Walker.  Senator  Brice. 
The  Chairman.  When! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  it  repeatedly  while  the  bill  was  before  the 
Finance  Committee. 
The  Chairman.  Go  up  where T 

Mr.  Walker.  In  company  with  Mr.  Terrill  and  Mr.  Eeed — ^that  is,  I 
iiave  seen  them  in  the  elevator — and  then,  of  course,  I  have  questioned 
other  people  about  the  hotel — employes,  and  talked  with  Mr.  lioessle, 
the  proprietor,  and  putting  this,  altogether  I  thought  it  was  a  very  safe 
conclusion  to  reach. 
Senator  Lodge.  That  they  had  this  conference? 
Mr.  Walker.  Yes.    Then  1  have  heard  little  things  at  the  telephone, 
ffc  is  a  public  telephone.    If  you  are  in  the  office  you  can  not  help  hear- 
uig"  it.    The  telephone  is  at  the  cigar  counter.    After  the  message  was 
sent,  these  various  people  would  appear  immediately. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  any  other  Senators  go  up  with  the 
People  of  the  sugar  trust? 

iMr.  Walker.  No;  I  saw  no  other  Senator  going  out  in  company 
vit:h  Brice.  I  have  heard  Mr.  Eoessle  talk  about  slipping  them  up  the 
ba<?k  way,  up  the  elevator. 

Senator  Lodge.  Other  Senators! 
Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  Who! 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Boessle  never  went  into  thab 
The  Chairman.  Never  stated  the  names  t 
Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  is  Roesslef    What  is  his  full  namef 
Mr.  Walker.  Theodore.    Then  1  have  seen  Mr.  Bennett  talk  to  mem- 
bers of  the  trust  and  telephone,  and  heard  them  talk  and  go  up  stairs; 
^ud  I  have  seen  Senators  come  in  the  ladies  entrance,  and  then  I  have 
^^eu  representatives  of  the  trust.    I  have  never  said  anything  of  the 
bappenings  in  the  room  in  any  report  that  I  have  made,  except  about 
dilator  Brice.    I  have  mentioned  about  go-betweens  in  the  trust  who 
^ould  go  to  Senators,  one  besides  Senator  Brice, 
Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  Senator? 
Mr.  Walker,  Senator  Vest. 
Senator  Lodge.  Who  wa«  the  go-between! 
Mr.  Walker.  Joe  Rickey. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Bickey  and  other  members  of  the 
*'**vist  with  Senator  Vest! 

]VIr.  Walker.  I  have  seen  Joe  Bickey  with  Mr.  Vest,  and  in  a  little 
^bile  go  with  Mr.  Beed  or  Mr.  Terrill  and  get  in  a  quiet  spot  and  talk. 
*  Ciharged  that  in  the  Post-Dispatch.  It  was  stated  that  it  was  believed 
*^  an  absolute  fact.    I  gave  my  reasons  for  believing  it. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  see  Mr.  Bickey  in  company  with  Sen- 
ator Vest? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  say  when,  because  some  time  elapsed* 

The  Chairman.  On  how  many  occasions? 

Mr.  Walker.  Only  one  occasion. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  that! 

Mr.  Walker.  At  Chamberlin's  one  night. 

The  Chairman.  Where? 

Mr.  Walker.  It  was  in  the  public  room. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vest  and  Mr.  Bickey  1 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 
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The  Chairman.  How  long  were  they  together  T 

Mr.  Walker.  I  can  not  say.    I  was  passing  through  the  hall. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afterwards  did  you  see  Mr.  Rickey — ^with 
whom  did  you  say  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Terrill. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afterward  t 

Mr.  Walker.  I  could  not  say;  inside  an  hour,  and  it  may  be  less; 
because  I  remember  that  nighf ,  I  think,  I  went  to  the  telegraph  offtce 
and  was  there  some  time,  but  when  I  came  back  to  the  Arlington  I  saw 
Mr.  Rickey. 

The  Chairman.  You  saw  Mr.  Rickey  at  the  Arlington  with  Mr.  Ter- 
rill after  having  seen  him  an  hour  before  that  with  Mr.  Vestf 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  have  seen  Mr.  Rickey  around  the  Finance 
Committee  room  door. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  this  that  you  saw  Mr.  Rickey  around  the 
Finance  Committee  room  doorf 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  can  not  remember;  it  was  very  early  in  the 
history  of  the  bill. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  after  the  tariff  bill  came  over  to  the  Sen- 
ate? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  think  it  had  come  to  the  Senate.  It  was  out 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House,  and  I  think  during 
the  House  debate. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Rickey  represented  a  match 
company  in  St.  Louis  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Never  heard  it;  but  he  represented  some  interests 
there,  and  I  knew  him  all  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  At  the  time  you  saw  Mr.  Rickey  at  the  door  of  the 
Finance  Committee  room  at  the  time  the  bill  was  in  the  House,  had 
the  sugar  trust  attracted  much  attention  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  wrote  my  first  article  about  Christmas;  which 
article  attracted  much  attention,  because  I  was  roundly  abused  by  the 
New  York  World  about  it  for  the  charges  that  I  made  against  Mr. 
Gockran. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Bourke  Oockrani 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  LoDaE.  I  understood  you  to  say  something  about  the  card 
of  a  Senator  being  sent  up  to  the  sugar  trust. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know  that  the  card  went  up  there,  because  I 
only  surmised  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  thought  you  said  that  it  went  up  to  the  sugar 
trust. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  saw  a  card  go  upstairs.  I  do  not  even  now  know 
the  rooms  occupied  by  these  men.  I  surely  heard,  but  I  did  not  carry 
it  in  my  head. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  think  you  said  at  the  beginning  that  you  saw  them 
go  there,  and  you  saw  a  card  sent  up  to  Mr.  Havemeyer. 

Mr.  WALKER.  I  saw  one  of  the  Senators,  but  I  never  mentioned  his 
name,  as  I  can  not  directly  show  that  he  went  up.  In  this  case  Mr. 
Terrill  came  down,  if  I  recollect. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  may  have  gone  up  afterwards. 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Terrill  came  down  to  this  Senator. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  Senator? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  like  to  mention  his  name. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  see  why  you  should  not.  It  was  in  the 
open  office  of  the  hoteL 
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Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  At  or  near  the  desk  t 

Mt^WaXiKeb.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Where  everybody  congregates  1 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes.    I  should  not  like  to  state. 

The  Chaibman.  The  Senator  had  no  reason  to  conceal  the  factf 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Because  he  did  not  conceal  it  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  injustice  to  mention  his  name. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  is  Mr.  Terrill  t    Is  he  a  disreputable  man  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  He  was  supposed  to  be  an  agent,  I  know,  of  the  sugar 
trust. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  an  agent  of  interests  afifected  by  the  tariff  f 
Are  not  interests  affected  by  the  tariff'  liable  to  have  agents  here  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  ^as  told  that  he  was  at  the  head  of  a  speculating 
syndicate  organized  to  enable  people  here  in  Washington  to  make 
money,  and  that  he  represented  it.  The  simple  fact  that  Senators 
should  be  seen  with  him,  I  know  in  Wall  street,  as  a  representative  of 
the  news  agency,  would  be  a  piece  of  financial  news,  and  I  was  encour- 
aged when  I  was  sent  there  to  keep  track  of  his  movements  in  that  line. 

The  Chaibman.  When  were  you  sent  there  f 

Mr.  Walkeb.  To  Wall  street  f 

The  Chaibman.  By  what  agency  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  The  Eeroan  Kews  Agency. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  not  a  publication  for  the  newspapers  f 

Mr.  Walkeb.  It  is  a  stock  ticker.  The  information  goes  on  the 
ticker  as  news. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  is  the  Keman  News  Agency! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.'  Which  is  very  well  known  1 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  Fot  a  newspaper? 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No.  I  know  that  this  Mr.  Terrill  is  connected  with  a 
very  distinguished  Democrat  in  a  business  way,  but  I  never  used  that. 

The  Chaibman.  You  ought  to  give  that. 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  went  into  the  hotel  with  the  Senator,  and  he  had 
confidence  in  me,  and  I  would  not  like  to  state  who  he  was. 

The  Chaibman.  He  made  no  coucealment  of  the  factf 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  he  ask  you  not  to  say  anjrthing  about  itt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  How  do  you  expect  us  to  get  at  the  bottom  of  this 
if  you  refuse  to  give  us  the  names  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  do  not  think  this  has  anything  to  do  with  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  If  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  it,  why  not  give  the 
names? 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  would  not  like  to  have  him  feel  that  I  brought  his 
name  in  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  one  of  the  facts  we  want  to  know. 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  This  was  one  of  the  two  Senators  you  named  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Bo  you  not  yotirself  raise  the  inference  that  he 
himself  has  some  connection  with  the  trust  t 

The  Chaibman.  And  you  say  on  this  occasion,  when  this  Senator 
went  in  with  you,  you  had  no  reason  to  think  that  it  had  anything  to  do 
with  this  sugar  trustt 


126  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Mr,  Walker.  Of  course  every  newspaper  man  regards  TerrilPs 
movements  as  significant,  knowing  that  he  is  here. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  Senator  who  went  in  with  you  send  up  for 
Mr.  Terrill! 

Mr.  Walker.  That  I  can  not  say.    The  card  went  up. 

The  Chairman.  Whose  card;  the  Senator's f 

Mr.  Walker.  The  Senator's;  and  the  boy  came  down  and  said  the 
gentleman  would  be  down. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  wait  right  there  in  the  rotunda  of  the 
hotel  T 

Mr.  Walker.  No.  That  is  one  reason  why  1  refuse  to  say  anything 
about  it.  Immediately  after  the  boy  appeared  Mr.  Terrill  was  stand- 
ing back,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  refuse. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Where  was  he  standing  backt 

Mr.  Walker.  Standing  back  toward  the  barroom  of  the  hotel. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  an  open  passageway? 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Where  everybody  passes  back  and  forth! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  anything  in  the  movements  of  the  Sen- 
ator and  Mr.  Terrill  ditl'erent  from  that  of  two  gentlemen  who  were 
talking? 

Mr,  Walker.  I  did  not  notice  anything  peculiar  in  their  move- 
ments.   I  walked  away  as  if  I  did  not  want  to  see  any  more. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  one  of  the  two  occasions  on  which  you  have 
seen  Senators  with  members  of  the  trust! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ever  allude  to  that  in  your  corre- 
spondence t 

Mr.  Walker.  Ko. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  the  only  Senator  you  know  by  name  as  com- 
ing there  frequently  is  Senator  Brice? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  never  mentioned  but  two  names  of  Senators.  I 
may  have  referred  to  Senators  by  name  saying  that  I  did  not  believe 
such  and  such  a  statement  made  in  another  newspaper,  but  the  only 
names  I  have  used  were  Senator  Brice  and  Senator  Vest.  I  have  used 
Senator  Vest's  name  entirely  on  instructions  from  the  Post-Dispatch. 
I  refused  because  I  knew  they  were  inclined  to  be  sensational  on  l^e 
subject.  I  refused  to  follow  up  the  tariff,  and  on  that  ground  they  took 
it  out  of  my  hands  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the  World's  bureau. 
Mr.  Pulitzer  owns  both  papers.  There  was  a  good  deal  in  regard  to 
Vest  that  I  did  not  send  at  all.    It  was  sent  by  the  World's  bureau. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  had  instructions  from  the  Post-Dispatch 
to  connect  Mr.  Vest  and  Rickey  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  instructionsf 

Mr.  Walker.  There  was  something  printed  in  the  World,  and  I  got 
a  dispatch  to  follow  up  that  article  in  that  line.  The  instructions  were 
reiterated. 

Senator  Davis.  I  do  not  understand  you  to  say  that  yon  saw  Sena- 
tor Vest  at  the  Arlington! 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  I  saw  him  at  Ohamberlin's. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  often  were  you  communicated  with  by  the 
Post-Dispatch  in  reference  to  Mr.  Vest  and  Joe  Rickey  being  con- 
nected! 

Mr.  Walker.  This  once  particularly  and  in  things  I  have  seen.    I 


INVESTIGATION  OP  ATTEMPTS  AT  BKIBERY,  ETC.     127 

have  had  one  or  two  dispatches  saying:  <^Keep  up  that  line;  send  more 
of  it;  it  is  not  enough.''  I  remember  once  I  sent  a  short  dispatch  and 
they  said  something  like  a  few  hundred  words  would  be  better. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  in  the  line  of  connecting  Senator  Vest 
with  Joe  Eickey  t 
Mt.Walkbb.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  Post-Dispatch  manager  seem  to  have  a 
desire  to  connect  Senator  Vest  with  these  transaction  st 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  the  Post- Dispatch  was  Sen- 
ator Vest's  organ  out  in  Missouri  for  a  number  of  years.  It  always 
claimed  to  have  the  credit  of  sending  him  to  the  Senate.  Everybody 
out  there  knows  Joe  Eickey's  reputation. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  they  manifest  a  desire  to  have  you  connect 
Senator  Vest  with  these  matters  when  there  was  no  evidence  t 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes.  There  was  an  article  which  appeared  written 
'by  a  member  of  the  staff  of  the  World  on  Saturday  night.  The  World 
matter  always  goes  to  the  Post-Dispatch.  This  article  was  written  by 
Dr.  Bowen.  That  was  sent  out,  and  that  is  what  interested  them.  Of 
course,  they  asked  me  to  follow  it  up.  In  that  article  the  first  allusion 
was  made  to  Eickey  and  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  after  that  that  you  remember  seeing  Eickey 
and  Senator  Vest  together  at  Ghamberlin'sf 

Mr.  Walkeb.  I  did  not  mention  Vest  and  Eickey  first  by  name, 
but  in  some  conclusions  I  drew  in  the  Daily  America.  I  started  writ- 
ing up  the  trust  along  back  before  Christmas. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  hear  anything  that  Senator  Vest  said  to 
Eickey,  or  Eickey  to  Senator  Vest,  in  Ghamberlin's,  on  the  occasion  of 
which  you  speak  t 
Mr.  Walkeb.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  an  hour  afterward  you  saw  Eickey  with 
Terrill.  Did  you  hear  anything  said  by  Terrill  to  Eickey  or  Eickey 
toTerrillT 

Mr.  Walkeb.  NTo.    That  was  atthe  Arlington.    About  the  tariff  bill, 
I  bad  heard  talks  on  WaU  street.    Persons  intimated  to  me  about  it, 
intimated  that  I  should  keep  my  eye  on  two  of  them. 
Senator  Allen.  What  was  Mr.  Eickey's  business? 
Hr.  Walkeb.  He  was  known,  out  in  Missouri,  as  a  member  of  the 
^Hhird  house." 
Senator  Allen.  A  lobbyist  t 

Kr.  Walkeb.  I  understood  it  was  his  profession.    He  was  more  or 
less  proud  of  it. 
Senator  Allen.  Has  he  been  a  professional  lobbyist  for  years! 
Mr.  Walkeb.  Ever  since  I  remember — 1870. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  what  particular  interest  he  was  rep- 
resenting with  Senator  Vest! 

Mr.  Walkeb.  Ko.  I  understood  that  he  was  speculating.  I  did 
not  understand  that  he  was  lobbying  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  that  he  was  operating  with 
Senator  Vestt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  That  was  the  supposition,  yes.  I  told  that  before  the 
Senate  met;  before  Congress  met;  before  the  tariff  bill  came  out  of 
the  Ways  and^eans  Committee. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Eickey  was  operating  with 
Senator  Vestt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  People  told  me  he  had  been  seen  in  a  broker'^  ofQce; 
told  me  oonfidentiaUy. 
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The  Ohaibman.  That  who  had  been! 

Mr.  Walker.  Eickey ;  and  told  me  that  Bickey  had  a  way  of  getting 
information  that  an  outsider  would  not  have. 

The  Ch AIBMAN.  This  broker  told  yon  ! 

Mr.  WAiiKBB.  No;  I  heard  it  out  on  the  street. 

The  Chairman.  Who  told  youT 

Mr.  Walker.  I  heard  a  man  say  outside  on  the  same  day  in  the 
same  connection  that  Mr.  Keene  had  an  idea  of  employing  him  in  r^ard 
to  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  is  he! 

Mr.  Walker.  One  of  the  big  men  of  Wall  street.  He  was  supposed 
to  be  a  broker  of  the  sugar  trust.  I  was  told  so  anyhow.  He  is  a  big 
proprietor  of  the  sugar  trust. 

Senator  Lodge.  To  return  to  your  not  publishing  that  because  it  was 
on  the  old  line  that  you  were  following.  That  old  line,  as  I  understand 
from  your  testimony,  was  simply  that  you  had  been  showing  the  con- 
nection between  the  sugar  trust  and  certain  Senators! 

Mr.  Walker.  Well,  to  go  back  to  it  and  give  you  my  reasons.  These 
were  simply  little  things;  what  you  would  call  tracking  a  person  for 
news.  The  Post-Bispatch  came  out  with  an  article  charging  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  with  getting  up  and  stating 
that  he  was  Mr.  Havemeyer's  attorney,  and  making  a  speech  in  fovor 
of  what  the  trust  wanted.  I  advised  against  the  publication  of  the 
article.  It  created  a  great  sensation  in  New  York.  I  made  the  state- 
ment on  the  direct  statement  of  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee, and  sent  a  newspaper  man  to  another  member  of  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  and  he  confirmed  it.  I  gave  the  facts  and  told  them 
not  to  use  my  name.  Naturally  the  member  was  indignant,  and  came 
to  me  and  said  it  was  not  true;  that  he  was  Mr.  Havemeyer's  attorney 
in  other  matters  legitimate;  that  he  told  Mr.  Havemeyer  that  he  could 
not  expect  him  to  do  anything  that  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic party.  This  member  told  me  that  he  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
a  man  very  high  in  the  administration,  who  had  something  to  do  with 
the  making  of  the  tariff  bill,  had  told  him  that  the  sugar  trust  had  made 
large  contributions  to  the  campaign  fund,  and  asked  him  to  do  what  he 
could,  and  he  felt  that  he  ought  to  do  it. 

Senatior  Lodge.  The  person  whom  you  are  now  quoting  is  a  member 
of  the  House  and  Mr.  Havemeyer's  attorney! 

Mr.  Walker.  He  had  been  employed  by  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  denied  it  to  you;  but  this  is  the  one  from  whom 
the  story  came! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes.  He  gave  me  a  lot  of  information  about  the  trust 
and  what  they  expected.  Naturally  that  was  the  basis  of  my  informa- 
tion. The  paper  I  represented  was  the  organ  of  Tammany  Hall,  and  I 
knew  they  fought  the  trust  bitterly  some  years  ago.  I  knew  from  whal 
the  editor  informed  me  in  numerous  dispatches  that  t^ey  were  very 
anxious  to  follow  it  up.  Then  the  editor  gave  me  tiie  same  information 
that  this  gentleman  did.  I  do  not  know  where  he  got  it,  of  course.  I 
showed  this  gentleman  a  number  of  dispatches,  and  he  said  they  were 
correct. 

Senator  Lodge.  That,  you  say,  was  the  beginning  of  your  interest  in 
regart  to  the  sugar  trust  in  connection  with  the  tariff! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes.  Naturally,  the  paper  having  gone  into  it  and 
having  made  a  newspaper  business  hit,  it  was  anxious  to  keep  it  up 

Senator  Lodge*  Have  you  followed  the  bill  since  it  came  over  to  the 
Senate! 
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Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes;  ever  since.    To-day  I  have  somethiog. 
Senator  Lodge,  Have  you  published  any  statements  that  the  sugar 
tmst  have  had  influence  in  making  up  the  tariff  billY 
Mr.  Walker,  Several  times. 
Senator  Lodge.  On  what  basis  t 

Mr.  Wajlkeb.  All  my  opinions  were  based  on  what  this  member  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  told  me  and  common  talk  around  the 
press  gallery. 
Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  member  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Mr.  Cochran.  Then  I  knew  he  told  me  another  thing. 
I  saw  a  report  in  an  afternoon  paper  that  Mr.  Edwards  made  the  same 
statement  here.  I  asked  Mr.  Cochran  about  it,  and  he  said  that  was 
Mr,  Havemeyer's  contribution  to  the  antisnappers. 
The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Edwards  made  no  such  statement  here, 
Mr.  Walkeb.  The  Star  this  afternoon  states  it.  I  knew  that  that 
was  a  fact. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yon  have  been  following  up  that  line,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  since  the  bill  has  been  heref 
Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Based  on  the  statement  of  Mr.  Cochran  t 
Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes.    Of  course,  I  watched  developments  and  drew 
my  own  conclusion.    Most  all  I  have  said  1  have  given  my  reasons  for, 
believing  the  things  that  were  printed  over  my  own  signature. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  the  only  reason  you  have  given  here  for  under- 
standing that  the  sugar  trust  are  in  communication  with  other  Senators 
was  seeing  Senators  at  the  hotel. 

Mr,  Walkeb,  I  have  seen  Senator  Brice  taking  them  over  to  New 
York  and  things  like  that.    A  gentleman  very  intimate  with  Senator 
Brice  told  me  that  the  Senator  had  made  a  large  amount  of  money  out 
of  sugar  speculation,  and  I  have  seen  him  around  the  Arlington. 
Senator  Lindsay.  Who  told  you  thatt 

Mr.  Walkeb.  That  I  can  not  tell  you.    He  was  a  newspaper  man. 
The  Chaibman.  Bid  he  say  he  knew  it,  or  only  suspected  it? 
Mr.  Walkeb.  No.    This  man  had  given  me  several  times  informa- 
tioD,  and  I  knew  he  was  a  speculator  himself.    He  had  given  me  infor- 
mation about  Senators,  and  I  knew  he  was  in  Mr.  Bri^s  confidence; 
and  when  I  would  advise  my  Wall  street  concern  that  such  a  thing 
was  going  up  or  down,  it  always  turned  out  that  way.    I  naturally 
concluded  that  this  man  was  a  valuable  man,  so  far  as  sugar  stock  was 
concerned. 
The  Chaibman.  You  mean  that  was  in  your  own  speculations f 
Mr.  Walkeb.  No;  my  telegrams  to  Wall  street.    Of  course,  they 
go  on  what  the  information  is  here  regarding  the  interests  affected  by 
the  tariff. 

The  Chaibman.  Now,  you  have  made  a  statement  with  regard  to 
Senator  Brice  and  Senator  Vest;  the  name  of  the  Senator  with  whom 
you  walked  into  the  Arlington  that  day  or  evening  and  met  Mr.  Terrill 
you  decline  to  give. 
Mr.  Walkeb.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  It  was  neither  Senator  Brice  nor  Senator  Vestt 
Mr.  Walkeb.  I  saw  another  Senator.    When  I  said  Senator  I  meant 
several.    I  knew  I  had  seen  more  than  one.    At  this  moment  I  can 
mention  a  third  Senator,  but  he  lives  there. 
The  Chaibman.  Who  was  thatt 
Mr.  Walkeb.  I  have  seen  him  with  one  member  of  the  sugar  lobby, 
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but  I  did  not  attach  much  importance  to  it.  I  supposed  he  knew  what 
was  going  on.    I  asked  him  for  information. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  the  Senator! 

Mr.  Walker.  Senator  Aldrich. 

The  Chairman.  He  lives  at  the  hotel  t 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  never  attached  much  importance  to  it.  I  saw 
him  with  Mr.  Keed. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  Mr.  Reedt 

Mr.  Walker.  He  is  from  Boston. 

The  Chairman.  What  has  he  to  do  with  the  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Walker.  I  understand  that  he  is  one  of  the  largest  stockholders. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  an  officer  of  some  of  these  sugar-refining  com- 
panies? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  have  often  heard  his  name. 

The  Chairman.  So  long  as  you  are  stating  names,  mention  all  the 
names.  I  suppose  Senators  have  a  right  to  go  to  the  Arlington  Hotel. 
Tell  us  the  names  of  all  the  Senators  whom  you  have  seen  in  contact 
with,  or  in  communication  with,  members  of  the  sugar  trust  in  any  way  f 

Mr.  Walker.  I  shall  have  to  decline  that  with  regard  to  the  other 
Senator,  because  I  am  under  obligations  for  a  good  deal  of  information 
from  him. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  ? 

Mr.  Walker.  The  Senator  whose  name  I  decline  to  give. 

The  Chairman.  Are  those  the  only  onesf  I  think  you  have  men- 
tioned three,  and  this  one  whose  name  you  decline  to  give  makes  four. 
Are  there  any  others  whom  you  have  reason  to  suspect  as  having 
improper  relations  with  members  of  the  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Walker,  Knowing  I  would  not  print  it,  I  never  like  to  make  a 
statement  that  I  have  not  good  reason  for;  I  would  not  say.  I  have 
seen  brokers  around,  and  people  have  told  me  about  people  speculating. 
My  Wall  street  concern  I  have  to  keep  posted  on  that.  I  have  to  say 
that  a  Senator  bought  so  much  sugar  stock  on  the  information  of  the 
broker,  but  I  never  mention  the  name. 

Senator  Allen.  I  want  to  do  all  I  can  to  facilitate  this  investiga- 
tion. I  think  we  had  better  dismiss  this  witness  at  this  time  and 
recall  him  later.  There  are  some  matters  I  think  we  ought  to  consider 
before  adjourning. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Allow  me  to  ask  a  question  right  there.  This 
Senator  whose  name  you  decline  to  give  you  say  you  are  under  obliga- 
tions to  for  information! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  about  things  generally;  but  I  never  printed  his 
name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  sort  of  things? 

Mr.  Walker.  Nothing  that  would  be  improper.  But  he  has  given 
me  information  that  he  would  not,  I  suppose,  give  every  newspaper 
man. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Given  you  information  about  executive  sessions t 

Mr.  Walker.  No  ;  never  asked  him  about  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Given  you  information  that  affects  the  standing 
of  his  brother  Senators. 

Mr,  Wai^ker.  No;  but  he  has  given  me  information  about  certain 
news  in  the  Senate;  what  is  likely  to  be  done — ^more  generally  about 
future  movements;  nothing  that  was  not  legitimate  news. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  never  saw  anything  in  his  conduct  at 
the  Arlington  that  was  not  perfectly  consistent  with  good  conduct! 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Why  not  give  his  namet 

Mr.  Waxkeb.  Because  it  might  be  taken  in  a  way  in  which  it  was 
not  intended. 

Senator  4ufe:iEN.  Does  this  Senator  board  at  the  Arlington! 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  does  he  board  T 

Mr.  Walker.  He  keeps  house. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  his  family  here,  does  hef 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  What  State  is  he  fromf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  might  just  as  well  tell  you  the  name. 

Senator  Allen.  I  suppose  you  know  we  are  entitled  to  answers  to 
these  questions  that  we  are  asking! 

Mr.  Walker.  When  1  went  into  journalism  I  learned  that  it  was  my 
duty  to  treat  with  honor  the  man  who  gives  me  intbrmation. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  but  one  excuse  for  you  not  giving  the 
names,  and  that  is  that  your  answers  might  tend  to  criminate  you; 
othei*wise  we  are  entitled  to  your  answer. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  think  this  gentleman's  name  has  anything  to 
do  with  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  very  fact  that  you  conceal  it  is  susceptible 
of  the  construction  that  he  has. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  regard  to  the  statement  about  that  meeting  which 
was  referred  to  in  the  article  of  the  Mail  and  Express,  did  you  know 
of  that  meeting  from  any  other  source! 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Tou  said  you  did  not  print  it  because  it  was  old 
matter! 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes ;  because  I  had  heard  of  these  meetings.  The  way 
it  came  about  I  do  not  mind  telling.  We  were  discussing  Mr.  Edwards's 
desire  to  publish  it,  and  we  said  there  was  nothing  new  about  it,  except 
about  some  brokers  getting  the  proofs  of  the  amendment,  and  a  talk 
in  that  line. 

The  Chairman.  Who  said  there  was  nothing  new  in  it! 

Mr.  Walker,  We  all  agreed  that  there  was  nothing  new  in  it,  except 
that  statement;  and  then  we  referred  to  another  statement  which  was 
made,  and  which  we  thought  was  accurate.  That  was  the  statement 
that  Senator  Smith  was  in  the  room ;  and  then  this  Congressman  told  us 
this  story.  And  then  he  said,  I  believe,  this  same  thing.  It  happened 
about  the  same  time.  He  said,  I  remember  particularly,  asking  if  Sen- 
ator Smith  was  in  the  room,  and  he  said  he  was  not.  This  man  was  a 
friend  of  the  Congressman,  and  he  was  satisfied  that  that  part  of 
Edwards's  arti»'le  was  erroneous. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow,  the  25th  instant,  at  10  o'clock. 


Washington,  B.  C,  May  25,  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  the  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

Mr.  Shriver.  May  I  make  an  explanation  before  you  ask  me  any 
questions? 

Before  1  was  subpcenaed  I  asked  whether  I  would  be.  You  said  that 
it  had  not  been  determined.  Then  it  was  that  tlie  Associated  Press 
uieu  came  to  me  and  asked  me  what  I  would  testify  to.    Then  I  had  a 
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conversation  with  Senator  Lodge,  and  on  that  is  founded  the  fitory  that 
IS  published  this  morning.  I  have  not  viohited  the  eoniidence  of  the 
committee. 

I  also  wish  to  say  that  I  see  it  published  that  Mr.  Walker  testified 
that  he  did  not  get  permission  to  publish  the  article  that  I  did.  The 
conversation  was  given  to  us  at  the  same  time,  but  Mr.  Walker  left  us 
before  the  story  was  finished.  I  asked  the  Congressman  if  1  could  use 
the  information,  and  got  his  permission  to  do  so,  but  with  the  under- 
standing that  I  was  not  to  use  his  name,  because  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
mixed  up  in  the  matter.  So  that  Mr.  Walker  was  not  present  when  I 
got  the  permission. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  left  the  committee  room  last  night,  you 
had  been  asked  who  your  authority  was  for  the  statement  which  you 
made  in  your  letter  to  the  Mail  and  Express,  published  on  Saturday 
last,  in  regard  to  a  conversation  between  certain  members  of  the 
sugar  trust  and  certain  Senators,  which  conversation  was  overheard 
in  a  room  at  the  Arlington  Hotel.  You  said  that  you  could  not  answer 
it  then,  and  you  asked  until  this  morning  to  consider  whether  you 
would  answer  the  question.    What  have  you  to  say  now! 

Mr.  Shriveb.  I  have'  consulted  counsel  in  the  matter  and  have  been 
advised  not  to  say  anything  at  present,  not  until  I  get  permission. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  definitely  decline  this  morning  to  tell  the 
committee  who  it  was  told  you  the  story  that  was  published  by  you  in 
the  Mail  and  Express  in  its  issue  of  Saturday  last,  and  to  which  your 
attention  was  directed  on  yesterday. 

Mr.  Shriver.  1  do  at  present,  because  I  have  been  asked  not  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  do  definitely  decline T 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  I  decline,  because  I  have  not  seen  my  counsel 
within  two  hours,  and  he  advised  me  to  decline  until  I  had  seen  him. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  decline,  also  to  give  the  name  of  the  person 
who  was  alluded  to  in  that  letter  as  the  wire  manufacturer. 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes,  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  On  what  ground  do  you  decline  to  answer  these 
questions? 

Mr.  Shriver.  Decline,  because  I  would  violate  the  confidence 
reposed  in  me,  which  would  involve  my  entire  reputation  as  a  news- 
paper correspondent. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  only  ground  on  which  you  decline t 

Mr.  Shriver.  And  on  the  ground  that  it  would  degrade  me.  I 
promised  not  to  give  this  man's  name. 

Senator  Allen.  And  those  are  the  only  groundst 

Mr.  Shriver.  There  may  be  others;  I  do  not  know  until  I  see  my 
counsel. 

Mr.  Edwards  reappeared  and  stated  that  he  had  obeyed  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  committee  absolutely  not  to  make  public  the  statements 
he  had  made  before  the  committee;  whereupon  he  was  further  exam- 
ined. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Edwards,  when  you  left  the  room  on  yes- 
terday it  was  for  the  purpose  of  consulting  your  counsel  and  making 
up  your  mind,  after  having  consulted  him,  whether  you  would  answer 
the  question  that  was  propounded  to  you  by  the  committee,  which 
question  was — who  gave  you  the  information  upon  which  you  made  the 
statement  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle,  made  a  secret 
visit  to  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  some  time 
in  February,  and  while  there  made  a  certain  appeal  to  themT  all  of 
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which  was  read  to  you  as  from  your  letter  to  the  Philadelphia  Press, 
published  May  14, 1894.    The  question  is  now  repeated. 

Mr.  DiTTENHOEFER.  I  have  instructed  Mr.  Edwards  not  to  answer, 
and  I  raise  certain  objections.  The  first  objection  is  that  the  question 
relates  to  a  subject  that  was  not  referred  to  the  committee,  as  the  reso- 
lution on  its  fa<;e  shows.  The  second  objection  is  that  the  resolution 
does  not  show  on  its  face  that  it  is  intended  for  any  purpose  of  legisla- 
tion or  with  regard  to  any  matter  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate 
to  inquire  into.  My  third  objection  is  that  the  question  has  no  rele- 
vancy to  the  jurisdiction  that  the  Senate  has  to  punish  its  members 
for  disorderly  conduct,  nor  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  absent  members,  nor  to  thu  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate 
to  determine  as  to  the  election  or  qualification  of  its  members,  nor  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  try  cases  of  impeachment.  Those  are 
the  only  matters  in  which  the  Senate  has  power  to  compel  a  witness  to 
testify,  if  the  result  of  his  refusal  places  him  in  contempt. 

My  next  objection  is  that  the  question  solicits  information  that  is 
utterly  unnecessary.  It  is  unimportant  for  the  committee,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  arriving  at  the  truth  of  the  alleged  charge,  to  ascertain  who 
informed  Mr.  Edwards.  The  question  before  the  committee  is  whether 
the  charge  is  true  or  false,  not  who  gave  the  information.  As  to 
whether  it  is  true  or  false,  the  information  can  be  obtained  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  from  the  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. Suppose  they  admit  it,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  get  the 
name  of  the  informant;  if  they  deny  it,  it  would  be  equally  unneces- 
sary. An  answer  to  the  question  may  have  a  tendency  to  bring  about 
criminal  prosecntions  against  the  witness. 

Lastly,  being  a  newspaper  man,  the  witness  is  under  honorable  obli- 
gations not  to  disclose  the  source  of  his  information,  because  if  he 
violated  that  obligation  of  honor  it  would  degrade  him  in  the  estima- 
tion, not  only  of  members  of  his  own  professiou,  but  of  the  entire  com- 
munity. 

The  objections  made  by  the  witness  under  instructions  of  his  counsel 
were  overruled,  and  the  witness  was  directed  to  answer. 

Mr,  Edwards.  I  shall  have  to  follow  the  advice  given  by  my  counsel, 
and  for  the  reasons  set  forth  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  We  ask  you  again  who  was  your  informant  that  Mr. 
Carlisle,  after  having  made  that  statement,  turned  and  left  the  commit- 
tee room,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before 
he  did  so  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment 
which  he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  to 
the  sugar  interests  T 

Mr.  Edwards.  As  I  stated  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer. 

Mr.  Edwards.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  when  the  bill  was  before 
the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  some  of  the 
officers  and  managers  of  the  sugar  trust  established  themselves  in 
Washington,  being  in  Few  York  a  part  of  the  time  and  at  Washington 
at  frequent  intervals,  upon  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room 
in  a  Washington  hotel  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith, 
of  New  Jersey,  Brice's  Terrell,  and  one  other  man,  whose  name  it  may 
be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer  f 
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Mr,  Edwards.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  on  the  very  day  that 
Mr.  Yoorhees,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  denied  in  the 
Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as 
originally  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400 
amendments,  as  prepared  by  Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of 
the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  yon  decline  to  answer! 

Mr.  Edwards.  Under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  Who  informed  you  that  upon  the  Sunday  before  the 
bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate  there  was  a  striking  illus- 
tration of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee;  that  that  was  an  all  day 
and  half  the  night  session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day;  that  in  one 
room  were  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  in 
one  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust, 
Havemeyer  and  Terrill,  and  Meyer  and  Ben  LeFevre  and  others;  that 
these  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit,  in  a  place 
apart,  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act; 
that  there  were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms 
and  the  quarters  occupied  by  the  trust  all  day;  that  every  tiling  had 
been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfying  the  Louisiana  Senators; 
that  even  the  trust  realized  it  was  necessary  for  the  Democratic  party 
to  placate  these  Louisiana  men  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  vote's 
against  the  bill;  that  it  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giv- 
ing a  little  and  taking  a  little;  that  at  one  time  it  seemed  as  if  the 
whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces;  that  never  was  there  more  des- 
perate battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee  rooms  of 
the  Capitol;  that  at  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caftery  drafted  a 
schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder,  and  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  sugar  trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glit- 
tered, as  one  Senator  who  saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  expressed  it; 
that  it  was  a  crucial  moment;  that  when  Senator  Caflery  had  finished, 
the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it;  it  was  taken  to 
the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  there  accepted T 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  it! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  decline  to  answer,  under  advice  of  counseL 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  the  Senator  who  mentioned  the  looking^ 
over  the  shoulder  of  Senator  CafferyT 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  think  1  stated  yesterday  that  that  Senator  was  not 
mentioned.    I  do  not  know  who  he  was. 

Senator  Allen.  This  informant  whose  name  you  refuse  to  give  gave 
you  liberty  to  publish  these  things  which  you  have  published  in  your 
letter  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  understood  that  was  the  expectation.  I  do  not 
think  there  was  any  formal  statement. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  were  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Bradford  Merrill, 
the  editor  of  this  paper? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  not  the  editor  of  the  Philadelphia  Press,  but  of 
the  New  York  Press. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  sent  to  this  man  for  the  express  purpose 
of  getting  this  information  I 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you^rot  all  the  information  about  Mr.  Carlisle 
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and  the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  all  the  infonnatioii  of 
the  members  of  the  sagar  trust  in  the  Capitolt 

Mr.  Edwards.  He  gave  all  this  information. 

Senator  Allen.  And  upon  the  information  of  that  man,  and  that  man 
alone,  you  base  these  charges!. 

Mr.  Edwards.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Allen.  Now  you  refuse  to  give  the  name  of  the  man  who 
informed  yout 

Mr.  Edwards.  Under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  his  name! 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  know  the  name  by  which  he  was  introduced  to  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  here  in  the  Capitol  nowt 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  will  not  say  he  is  iu  the  Capitol,  because  I  do  not 
know.    He  is  in  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  seen  him  since  you  were  here  lastf 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  his  street  and  address  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  capacity  in  which  he  is  laboring 
here  under  the  Government  T 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  could  identify  him  if  you  chose  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  could  indentify  the  gentleman  if  I  saw  him,  and 
identify  the  name  under  which  I  was  introduced  to  him.  But  I  never 
saw  bim  before. 

Senator  Allen.  And  your  failure  now  to  give  his  name  is  not  in 
consequence  of  not  knowing  his  namet 

Mr.  Edwards.  No,  not  because  I  have  any  doubt  about  the  name 
by  which  he  was  introduced  was  his  real  name. 

Senator  Allen.  You  believe  that  these  statements  which  he  gave 
yon  reiiected  the  truth  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  conviction  is  that  they  are  true^  that  is,  that  he 
believed  them  to  be  true. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  believed  them  to  be  truet 

Mr.  Edwards.  Simply  on  his  statement. 

Senator  Allen.  And  with  that  view  of  the  facts  you  reftise  to 
divulge  his  namet 

Mr.  Edwards.  On  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Senator  Allen.  On  the  statement  that  you  refused  to  give  his  name 
and  with  the  instruction  that  you  are  protected  only  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  criminate  you,  you  still  refuse t 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  would  on  that  ground  alone,  without  advice  of 
counsel. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  committee  whether  that  is  allt 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  other  statement  you  would  like  to 
maket 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  suppose  the  committee  will  take  some  other  action. 
I  have  received  news  of  the  illness  of  my  mother  and  also  a  request 
ftDm  the  editors  of  my  paper.  Could  I  be  excused  until  Monday?  I 
would  like  to  consult  with  the  editors,  Mr.  Merrill  and  Mr.  Smith,  of 
the  Philadelphia  Press.  It  may  be  that  they  will  advise  me  to  take 
other  steps. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Mr.  Merrill  give  you  a  letter  of  introduction  to 
this  other  mant 

Mr.  Edwards.  No ;  he  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  He  simply  advised  you  to  approach  himt 
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Mr.  Edwards.  I  will  be  frank  with  the  committee,  and  say  that  Mr. 
Merrill  communicated  with  the  gentlemen  and  said  that  I  would  call. 

Senator  Allen.  By  letter  t 

Mr.  Edwards.  By  wire. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  see  the  communication t 

Mt.  Edwards.  I  did  not;  I  only  know  that  Mr.  Merrill  told  me  that 
he  had  communicated. 

Mr.  Shriver  was  recalled. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  given  you  the  opportunity  to  ask  advice 
of  your  counsel,  and  we  now  renew  the  question  that  was  asked  on 
yesterday  and  which  you  declined  to  answer.  That  question  was,  who 
informed  you  of  the  facts  stated  in  your  letter  to  the  New  York  Mail 
and  Exx)res8  published  on  last  Saturday? 

Mr.  Shriver.  Under  advice  of  my  counsel  I  formally  decline  to 
answer. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  name  of  the  so-called  iron  manufacturer 
alluded  to  in  that  letter t 

Mr.  Shriver.  Under  the  advice  of  my  counsel  I  formally  decline  to 
answer. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  your  definite  and  final  answer! 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes. 


SWORN  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  DONELSON  GAFFERT. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  and 
have  been  such  during  this  session  of  Congress? 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Edwards,  the  author  of  an  article  published  in 
the  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14,  1894,  has  been  before  the  Committee 
and  has  been  examined  in  regard  to  the  several  statements  made  in 
that  article,  having  read  the  statements  wherein  Senator  Cafiery  is 
referred  to  in  the  article.  This  gentleman  who  wrote  this  letter,  as  I 
have  said,  has  been  before  the  committee  and  he  has  been  asked  with 
regard  to  that  statement.  He  says  he  does  not  know  it  of  his  personal 
knowledge,  but  declines  to  give  the  name  of  his  informant.  We  would 
like  to  hear  anything  you  have  to  say  in  regard  to  it.  Have  you  ever 
seen  that  letter  before? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  have  never  read  that  before,  nor  have  I  seen  it. 
Do  you  wish  my  answer  to  this  whole  article,  or  do  you  wish  to  inter- 
rogate mef 

The  Chairman.  We  wish  your  statement  as  to  every  matter  of  fact 
alleged  there  to  be  within  your  knowledge,  if  it  be  true  to  your 
knowledge. 

Senator  Caffery.  In  so  far  as  any  i)art  of  this  statement  connects 
me  with  any  conference  with  the  men  named  here  as  belonging  to  the 
sugar  trust,  Havemeyer,  Terrell,  and  Meyer,  whom  I  do  not  know,  nor 
have  I  ever  seen — Mr.  Le  Fevre  I  do  know  easuallv — in  so  far  as  it  con- 
nects  me  with  any  conference  with  these  i)eoi)le,  it  is  unqualifiedly 
false.  In  so  far  as  the  statement  makes  me  the  draftsman  of  a  schedule 
which  Mr.  Havemeyer  accepted,  and  who  when  1  wrote  it  w^as  h)oking 
over  my  shoulder,  that  is  unqualifiedly  false.  1  had  no  conference 
with  Mr.  Havemeyer  nor  anyone  of  the  sngar  trust. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  present  in  a  room  with  the  Democratic 
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members  of  the  Finance  Committee  on  a  Sunday  about  that  time  before 
they  reported  the  bill  to  the  Senate  t 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  a  Sunday  or  some 
other  day;  but  I  had  frequent  conferences  with  the  Finance  Committee, 
or  the  subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

The  Chairman.  Is  sugar-growing  an  interest  in  your  State! 

Senator  Caffeby.  It  is. 

The  Chairman.  Hare  you  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  been 
representing  that  interest  to  the  Finance  Committee! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  have. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  recollect  any  transaction  in  your  visits  to 
the  Finance  Committee  or  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  like  the  one  stated  in  that  article? 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  do  not.  I  not  only  do  not  recollect  any,  but 
none  ever  occurred. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  at  any  time  draft  the  schedule  or  paper 
attributed  to  you  in  that  article! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  draft  any  for  the  use  of  the  committee! 

Senator  Caffeby.  No;  not  for  the  use  of  the  committee.  I  did  pre- 
sent schedules  for  the  use  of  the  committee,  but  they  were  not  drafted 
by  rae,  but  by  Louisiana  planters  who  were  here. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  have  conferences  with  these  Louisiana 
sn^^rar  people! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  did;  frequent,  constant.  They  were  here  for 
weeks,  months,  and  I  was  always  in  consultation  with  them. 

Senator  Davis.  Then  the  statement  that  you  were  in  some  room  in 
this  building,  the  Finance  Committee  room,  and  tbere  were  frequent 
coinings  and  goings  in  reference  to  the  sugar  schedule,  is  not  true! 

Senator  Caffeby.  Not  true. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  you  do  not  know  Mr.  Havemeyer! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  do. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  you  do  ! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  say  I  do  know  him.  Terrell  and  Meyer  I  do 
not  know.    I  have  seen  Havemeyer  in  the  city  of  Washington. 

Senator  Lodge.  At  the  Capitol! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  met  him  one  day  going  out  of  the  east  entrance 
of  this  Capitol. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  introduced  to  him. 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  was  introduced  to  him! 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  recognize  him  as  a  man  interested  in  sugar 
products! 

Senator  Caffeby.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conference  with  Mr.  Have- 
meyer at  any  time  or  place  at  the  time  you  drafted  any  sufjar  schedule! 

Senator  Caffeby.  First,  t  never  drafted  any  sugar  schedule.  I  did 
have  a  conference  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  once. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  thatf 

Senator  Caffeby.  Perhaps  two  or  three  weeks  before  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  reported  the  specific  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  Allen.  The  specific  sugar  schedule! 

Senator  Caffeby.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  was  that! 

Senator  Caffeby.  At  Senator  Brice's  house. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  subject  of  the  conference! 

Senator  Caffeby.  The  subject  of  the  conference  was — ^it  was  not 
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any  conference,  if  you  please.  I  was  asked  to  see  Mr.  Haveuieyer. 
He  commenced  an  argument  in  favor  of  the  ad  valorem  rate  on  su<^ar 
in  preference  to  the  specific  rate,  and  a  number  of  figures  were  produced 
to  show,  or  attempt  to  show,  the  correctness  of  his  argument. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  and  he  come  to  an  agreement  at  that  con- 
ference, or  did  you  differ  t 

Senator  0 apfeby.  I  expressed  no  opinion ;  I  had  very  little  to  say. 
I  had  a  very  decided  opinion  that  the  specific  rjtte  was  better  for  the 
producer,  which  opinion  I  entertain  now. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  there  was  a  controversy  between  you  and  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  from  the  refiner's  standpoint  and  on  your  part  from  the 
producer's  standpoint  t 

Senator  Gapfebt.  Exactly.  We  did  not  agree  in  opinion  at  all  upon 
that  point. 

Senator  Lodge.  As  to  the  proper  form  which  the  sugar  schedule 
should  take! 

Senator  Caffeey.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  any  other  time 
or  placet 

Senator  Caffery.  I  had  but  a  short  conversation  with  him ;  it  did 
not  last  over  fifteen  minutes.  That  was  at  this  house  of  which  I  speak. 
On  another  occasion  I  met  Mr.  Havemeyer  as  he  was  going  out  of  the 
east  entrance  of  the  Capitol. 

The  Chairman.  Making  two  occasions  altogether? 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Havemeyer 
the  second  time! 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  the  same  points  of  differencef 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  difference? 

Senator  Caffery.  From  his  talk,  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  very  much 
incensed  at  the  adoption  by  the  committee  of  the  specific  schedule.  I 
say  incensed;  that,  perhaps,  is  a  little  too  strong.  But  he  was  very 
much  put  out  by  the  adoption  of  the  specific  schedule  of  1.38J  maxi- 
mum schedule. 

Senator  Davis.  That  schedule  you  did  not  drawt 

Senator  Caffeby.  l^o;  it  was  drawn  by  a  member  of  the  Louisiana 
delegation. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  it  the  schedule  that  you  submitted! 

Senator  Caffery.  No;  not  the  schedule  I  submitted.  It  was  a 
schedule  adopted  by  the  subcommittee  of  its  own  volition. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  this  conversation  of  which  you  speak, 
at  the  entrance  of  the  Capitol,  last! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  suppose  for  not  more  than  two  or  three  minutes* 

Senator  Lodge.  Then,  as  I  understand  it,  I  want  to  get  the  dates, 
the  first  conversation  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  before  the  report  of  the 
first  schedule? 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  the  second  conversation  was  subsequently! 

Senator  Caffery.  Subsequently. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  fix  the  date,  as  nearly  as  you  can,  of  these 
two  interviews! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  sui)pose  the  intervi(*w  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Have- 
meyer at  Senator  Brice's  was  some  two  weeks  or  three  weeks  prior  to 
the  adoption  by  the  Senate  Finance  Conimi'itce  of  the  specific  schedule. 
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Senator  Allen.  Of  the  first  amendmentf 

Senator  Caffery.  OomiDenciDg  at  a  ceut  a  pound  on  sngai  and 
rmming'  up  to  1^^.    I  suppose  it  was  two  weeks. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  other  wast 

Senator  Caffbey.  The  other  was  a  day  or  two  after.  I  th.nk  it 
was  a  morning  or  two  after. 

Senator  LoDaE.  After  the  report  of  the  schedule! 

Senator  Caffery.  After  the  report  of  the  schedule.  It  was  very 
short. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  interview  at  Senator  Brice's  house  did  you 
meet  any  other  Senators  besides  Senator  Bricet 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes;  there  were  a  number  of  Senators  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  they  t 

Senator  Caffery.  My  then  colleague,  Senator  White,  who  perhaps 
— well,  he  was  there.  I  think  Senator  Hill  was  there.  I  do  not  remem- 
ber whether  Gorman  was  there  or  not,  but  I  think  he  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  any  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  there  t 

Senator  Caffery.  There  were  not.  We  met  there  by  invitation  ot 
Senator  Brice  to  talk  over  these  matters. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  general  legislation  on  sugar  was  talked  over 
there,  was  itt 

Senator  Caffery.  It  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was,  briefly,  the  claim  of  Mr.  Havemeyert 

Senator  Caffery.  Mr.  Havemeyer  did  not  meet  any  of  those  gen- 
tlemen but  myself.  I  was  requested  to  see  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  was  not  in  the  room  with  these  others? 

Senator  Caffeey.  He  was  not  in  the  room  with  these  other  gentle- 
men. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  this  conversation  held  in  Senator  Brice's  pres- 
ence! 

Senator  Caffery.  It  was  not;  it  was  between  me  and  Mr.  Have- 
meyer. 

Senator  Lodge.  Oive  briefly  all  he  claimed  or  all  he  desired  in  refer- 
ence to  sugar. 

Senator  Caffery.  So  far  as  I  understood  the  argument  of  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, it  was  that  an  ad  valorem  rate  of  40  per  cent  upon  the  raw  sugars 
and  50  per  cent  uiK>n  the  refined  sugars  above  15  Dutch  standard  was 
the  best  possible  schedule  upon  which  to  levy  a  tariff  on  sugar. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  did  he,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  say  in  that  conver- 
sation T 

Senator  Caffery.  He  cited  the  prices  of  sugar  and  claimed  that  the 
Germans  raised  sugar  so  cheap  and  gave  an  export  bounty  amounting 
to  i)erhaps  10  per  cent — something  in  that  neighborhood;  that  the  dif- 
ferential tariff  was  necessary  to  protect  the  refiners.  He  was  arguing 
from  the  refiners'  standpoint,  and  his  argument  was  an  attempt  to  con- 
vince me  that  that  standard  was  more  favorable  to  the  producers  than 
a  specific  rate. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  understand  from  Mr.  Havemeyer  that  he 
had  conversed  with  any  members  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  the  second  occasion,  when  you  met  Mr.  Have- 
meyer at  the  east  end  of  the  Capitol,  did  you  ascertain  where  he  had 
beent 

Senator  Caffery.  I  did  not.    I  did  not  know  and  did  not  ask  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  ever  before  the  Finance 
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Gommittee  or  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  appointed 
to  consider  that  question! 

Senator  Caffery.  Never  was  when  I  was  before  them,  nor  do  I  know 
that  he  was  before  them. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  met  any  of  these  gentlemen  in  the  Capito) 
building  on  the  Sabbath  day  as  described  in  th\B  article! 

Senator  Caffery,  Never  met  any  of  them  in  the  Capitol.  The  only 
time  I  met  Havemeyer  was  when  he  was  going  out. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  you  know  nothing  of  the  negotiations? 

Senator  Caffery.  No;  nothing  except  that  it  did  not  take  place. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  anything  in  this  conversation  of  Have- 
meyer with  you  outside  of  the  usual  course  of  conversations  with  which 
parties  are  here  attempting  to  influence  legislation? 

Seuator  Caffery.  Nothing  whatever.  It  was  a  pure  argument  from 
his  standpoint. 

Senator  Lindsay.  To  convince  you  that  his  theory  was  better  for 
both  sides  than  yours  t 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  an3rthing  improper  in  his  argument,  any- 
thing that  should  not  have  been  heard  by  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee? 

Senator  Caffery.  Not  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  in  his  manner  that  differed 
from  the  manner  of  those  who  represented  other  protected  interests? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  could  see  nothing  improper  whatever  in  Mr. 
Havemeyer's  argument,  and  nothing  that  could  not  be  stated  with  per- 
fect propriety  either  before  the  Finance  Committee,  the  Senate,  or 
anywhere  else.    It  was  an  argument  presenting  his  side  of  the  case. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  in  the  city  for  the  last  month,  every 
day? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  have;  yes. 

Seuator  Davis.  This  article  appeared  on  the  14th  of  May  last 
Before  it  appeared  did  any  newspaper  correspondent  ever  go  to  you  to 
ascertain  the  fact  in  regard  to  this  matter? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  any  newspaper  correspondent  asking  me  in  reference  to  the 
truth  or  falsity  of  that  statement. 

Senator  Davis.  You  never  saw  the  statement  until  to-day? 

Senator  Caffery.  Never  until  to-daj\ 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  gave  any  information  upon  wliich  this 
article  was  predicated  ? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  this  story  that  there  waa  a  meeting  here  on 
Sunday  where  there  was  a  protracted  struggle  over  the  sugar  schedule 
between  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust  and  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee,  at  which  you  were  present,  is  absolutely  false. 

Senator  Caffery.  Absolutely  false. 

Senator  Lodge.  No  meeting  such  as  that  ever  occurred,  to  your  knowl- 
edge? 

Senator  Caffery.  None  ever  occurred. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  were  never  present  here  with  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee on  Sunday? 

Senator  C affery,  I  believe  I  was  one  Sunday.  I  think  I  slipped  in 
there  one  Sunday. 

Senator  Allen.  What  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  were  there? 
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Senator  Caffery.  The  Sunday  that  I  was  there  I  think  it  was  Sen- 
ators Vest  and  Jones. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  any  other  Senator  there  t 

Senator  Gaffery.  I  think  it  was  Sunday,  but  I  do  not  know  when 
you  ask  for  days  and  dates. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  see  any  other  person  there  except  those  two  ! 

Senator  Caffery.  I  do  not  remember  seeing  anyone  dse. 

Senator  Allen.  Any  employes! 

Senator  Caffery.  There  was  a  clerk  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  recall  the  man's  namet 

Senator  Caffery.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Durfee. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  recall  whether  he  went  out  of  the  Finance 
Committee  room  while  you  were  there  t 

Senator  Caffery.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  entered  that  room  or 
not.  I  wanted  to  see  Mr.  Jones  in  regard  to  somethin^^ — in  regard  to 
these  specific  schedules,  to  explain.  I  submitted  a  schedule  different 
from  the  one  they  reported. 

The  Chairman.  By  whom  was  that  drawn  ? 

Senator  Caffery.  That  was  drawn  by  either  John  Diamond,  or  a 
young  gentleman  who  is  a  big  grower  in  Nebraska  by  the  name  of 
Leavitt,  quite  an  expert  in  figures.  This  schedule  had  been  submitted 
to  a  number  of  these  gentlemen  and  they  had  all  agreed  to  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  planter  gentlemen! 

Senator  Caffery.  The  planter  gentlemen.  Of  course  I  am  speak- 
ing of  the  planter  gentlemen.  I  had  no  schedule  to  submit  to  these 
refiners.  1  had  nothing  to  do  with  them  whatever;  on  the  contrary, 
our  interests  were  opposed,  as  they  wanted  an  ad  valorem  and  we 
wanted  a  specific  rate. 

The  Chairman.  On  this  day  did  you  go  into  the  room  ? 

Senator  Caffery.  My  present  recollection  is  that  I  called  Jones  out. 

The  Chairman.  But  whether  you  called  him  out  or  went  in 

Senator  Caffery.  Stayed  in  the  door;  I  think  Jones  was  in  there 
ftnd  Vest  was  in  there. 

The  Chairman.  Whether  you  called  him  out  or  went  in  it  was  some- 
thing about  explaining  to  Senator  Jones  that  ratet 

Senator  Caffery.  Exactly. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  this  day,  this  Sunday,  was  the  sugar  schedule 
imder  discussion  t 

Senator  Caffery.  I  am  not  aware  of  it;  I  do  not  know  what  they 
were  discussing. 

Senator  LoDaE.  It  was  not  long  before  they  reported;  they  reported 
the  following  Monday. 

Senator  Caffery.  I  think  this  was  Sunday.  They  reported  Monday 
and  did  not  report  the  schedule  I  offered.  1  think  I  have  that  schedule 
yet  in  my  possession. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Edwards  has  testified  that  the  information  was 
given  to  him  by  some  person  who  was  present  on  that  occasion,  or  was 
in  the  corridors  of  the  Capitol,  so  that  the  running  back  and  forth  from 
one  room  to  another  came  under  his  observation.  Now,  that  person 
we  are  seeking  to  identify,  if  possible.  You  may  state  whether  there 
was  any  person  present  in  the  corridors  at  the  time  or  at  the  door. 

Senator  Caffery.  None  that  I  recognized. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  recognize  any  other  person  t 

Senator  Caffery.  Ko  Senator  that  I  recognized  was  about  the  com« 
mittee  when  I  was  there. 


142  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBEIRT,  ETC. 

Senator  Allen.  Besides  yourself,  Senator  Test,  and  Senator  Jones, 
there  was  no  one  else  there  but  Mr.  DurfeeT 

Senator  Caffery.  No  one  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  time  you  were  there  I  suppose  you  regarded 
the  sugar  schedule  as  not  yet  settled. 

Senator  Caffery.  Not  yet  settled.  I  did  not  know  what  they  were 
going  to  report. 

Senator  Lodge.  To  get  that  settled  was  the  reason  yon  went  up 
there? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  knew  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  a  Col.  Eickey  t 

Senator  Caffery.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Joe  Rickey  t 

Senator  Caffery.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  that  day  you  were  not  aware  of  there  being  any- 
body else  there  on  tariff  business  or  sugar-schedule  business? 

Senator  Caffery.  No;  I  was  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Le  Fevre,  or  Searles,  or  Terrill 
on  any  of  these  occasions? 

Senator  Caffery.  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Or  Myer  or  Havemeyer? 

Senator  Caffery.  Myer  nor  Terrill  I  did  not  know  and  never  had 
known  them  in  my  Hfe. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  all? 

Senator  Caffery.  He  was  not  here,  and  I  did  not  see  him  on  any 
occasion  except  the  two  I  have  described. 

Senator  Allen.  And  never  in  the  Finance  Committee  room? 

Senator  Caffery.  No.  He  might  have  been  before  the  committee 
when  I  was  not  there,  but  he  never  was  before  the  committee  when  I 
was  there. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  you  never  saw  him  in  any  room  in  the 
Capitol? 

Senator  Caffery.  Never  did  see  him  in  any  room  in  the  CapitoL 

Senator  Davis.  You  met  him  as  he  was  going  out? 

Senator  Caffery.  Yes. 


SWORN  TESTIMONY  OF  BENJAMIN  LE  EEVBE. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  full  name? 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Benjamin  Le  Fevre. 

The  Chairman.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  At  Maplewood,  Ohio. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  formerly  a  Representative  in  Congress 
from  that  State? 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  present  occupation? 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Practicing  law. 

The  Chairman.  Where? 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  In  New  York.    Not  in  the  general  practice. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  had  before  the  committee  a  gentleman 
named  Edwards,  who,  in  an  article  published  in  the  Philadelphia 
Pre»8  Monday,  May  14,  1894,  has  made  the  following  statement : 

We  had,  upoD  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sn^ar  trust  over  the  Demo> 
cratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.    That  was  an  aU-day-aud-half-the-nighl 
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BessioUy  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also  in  a  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  repiesentatives 
of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Beu  Le  P^evre,  and 
others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  in  a  political  convention  sit  in  a  place  apart, 
yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  They  were  running  back 
and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied  by  the  trust  all 
day,  etc. 

I  will  ask  you  what  you  have  to  say  in  regard  to  that  statement,  the 
anthority  for  which  has  not  been  given  ns  by  Mr.  Edwards. 

Mr.  Le  Fevbe.  It  is  absolutely  not  true  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  in  the  Capitol  with  Havemeyer, 
Terrill,  and  Meyer! 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  know  Mr.  Terrill  very  well, 
and  have  for  years;  but  I  never  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  Mr.  Have- 
meyer or  Mr.  Meyer.  I  do  not  know  them.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
ever  been  in  the  Capitol  with  Mr.  Terrill.  I  had  but  one  conversation 
with  him  this  winter,  and  that  was  at  the  Arlington.  That  was  social; 
had  no  reference  to  this. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  with  tliese  men  named  in  this  article 
in  the  committee  room  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  or  any  other 
part  of  the  Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  On  Sunday  or  any  other  day  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  No  day.  I  say  I  never  met  Mr.  Henry  Havemeyer. 
I  know  Mr.  Theodore  Havemeyer. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  meet  Mr.  Theodore  Havemeyer  in  the 
^apitolt 

Mr.  Le  Fbvrb.  Never.  Never  met  him  in  Washington.  Never  saw 
liAn  in  Washington.    Did  not  know  that  he  was  in  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Meyer  I 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  statement  true  or  false  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Absolutely  false.    I  have  not  been  in  the  employ  of 

le  trust,  and  nobody  connected  with  it,  and  have  not  been  in  the 

apitol  with  them. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  employed  by  the  trust,  or  any 
X^^rson  or  persons  connected  with  the  trust,  to  represent  their  interests 
ixi  Washington  t 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Nor  have  you  been  to  the  Finance  Committee,  or 
C^apitol,  nor  in  Washington  in  their  interests! 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  have  not.  I  have  never  owned  a  dollar  of  their 
^tock — certificates,  I  believe  they  call  them — and  have  neither  bought 
^or  sold  it. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  with  any  of  themt 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  any  mem* 
ber  of  the  sugar  trust  in  regard  to  the  tariff  billT 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  I  have  not — not  that  I  am  aware  of,  unless  it  is  some- 
body that  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Searle.  I  see  by  the 
papers  that  he  represents  them.    I  never  met  him. 

Senator  Davis.  I  ask  when  did  you  first  see  or  hear  of  this  article 
in  the  Press  of  May  14 1 

Mr.  Le  Fevre..  The  first  I  saw  of  it  was  someone  called  my  attention 
to  it,  and  I  instantly  got  the  paper. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  It  was  a  day  or  two  days  afterwards. 
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Senator  Davis.  Was  it  in  this  cityt 

Mr.  Le  Fevre.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Before  that  article  appeared  had  any  newspaper  man 
been  to  you  to  verify  these  facts? 

Mr.  Le  Feveb.  Never.  There  was  no  reference  made  to  it.  If  there 
was  I  did  not  know  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  give  out  any  information  upon  which 
that  statement  could  be  based? 

Mr.  Le  Feveb.  Nothing. 

Senator  Davis.  The  point  is  whether  the  man  who  wrote  this  news- 
paper article  applied  to  you  to  verify  it. 

Mr.  Lb  Feveb.  Never  to  my  knowledge.  If  he  talked  about  it  it 
was  in  a  way  that  I  could  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  said  nothing  from  which  such  an  inference 
could  be  drawn? 

Mr.  Lb  Fevee.  Not  the  slightest.  I  have  not  talked  about  it.  I 
venture  this  assertion,  that  there  is  not  a  member  in  the  Senate,  or 
Eepreseutative  in  the  House,  whom  I  have  ever  said  a  word  to  about 
it.  I  have  tried  to  recall  to  see  if  there  was  any  foundation  for  it,  but 
I  can  not  recall  a  single  conversation  upon  the  sugar  question  either 
here  or  in  New  York. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  meet  or  know  Mr.  Edwards,  the  writer 
of  this  article? 

Mr.  Le  Feveb.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  him.  We  meet  a  great  many 
people,  but  I  do  not  recollect  him  at  all. 

Adjourned  to  meet  on  Monday,  the  28th  instant,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  C,  May  26^  1894. 

The  committee  met  at  12  o'clock  m. 

Present,  Senators  Gray  (chairman),  Lindsay,  Davie,  and  Lodge. 

SWORN  STATEMEHT  OF  WILLIAM  BOURKE  GOGKRAH. 

William  Bourke  Oookban,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  aa 
follows: 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Your  name  is  William  Bourke  Cockranf — ^A.  Yes,  sir, 

Q.  What  is  your  age! — A.  I  am  40  years  of  age. 

Q.  Where  is  your  residence t — A.  New  York  City. 

Q.  What  is  your  occupation  T — A.  I  am  a  member  of  Congress,  and  » 
lawyer. 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  Congress  from  one  of  the  districts  of  the  city 
of  New  Yorkt — A.  I  represent  the  Twelfth  district. 

Q.  You  are  a  member  of  the  present  Congress! — A.  I  am  a  member 
of  the  present  Congress. 

Q.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Henry  Walker,  who  represents  him- 
self as  the  correspondent  of  a  New  York  paper  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  You  can  make  any  statement  you  wish  with  reference  to  what 
you  may  have  seen  published  in  the  papers  in  regard  to  Mr.  Walker 
as  it  relates  to  yourself. — A.  My  statement  will  refer  to  the  evidence 
which  he  is  alleged  to  have  given,  in  which  he  refers  to  me  as  having 
stated  to  him  that  I  had  learned  nrom  the  President  or  Mr.  Oarlisle,  ot 
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some  other  high  Democratic  aathority,  which  is  the  latest  form  the 
statement  has  taken,  that  the  sugar  trust  had  either  coutribnted  to 
the  Democratic  party  or  had  been  kind  to  it.  I  never  made  any  such 
statement  to  him  or  anything  that  could  resemble  it.  Mr.  Walker, 
one  evening  when  I  had  called  at  the  Arlington  Hotel  for  the  purpose 
of  seeing  Mr.  Secretary  Gresham,  and  while  my  card  was  on  its  way  to 
Mr.  Gresham's  room,  approached  me  and  told  me  that  he  had  been 
asked  by  his  paper  to  ascertain  if  I  were  the  attorney  of  the  sugar 
trust.  That,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  is  the  form  in  which  he  put 
the  question.  I  stated  to  him  that  I  was  aware  that  his  newspaper 
was  unfriendly  to  me,  that  his  correspondence  was  uniformly  unfriendly 
to  me,  that  I  had  been  misrepresented  continuously,  but  nevertheless 
if  he  applied  to  me  for  information  I  would  give  it.  He  said  he  did. 
I  told  him  that  I  had  never  been  the  attorney  for  the  sugar  trust;  that 
in  1886  or  1887,  when  the  attempt  was  made  in  the  courts  of  New 
York  State  to  invalidate  the  organization  of  the  then  sugar  trust,  I 
had  been  offered  a  retainer  by  Mr.  Parsons,  the  attorney  for  the  trust, 
on  the  proceedings  in  the  Supreme  Gourtj  that  those  proceedings  had 
been  started  by  the  Attomey-Geuerid  as  it  was  generally  understood  in 
obedience  to  or  as  the  result  of  resolutions  adopted  by  the  political 
organization  with  which  I  was  affiliated,  and  I  did  not  think  it  right 
to  accept  a  retainer  in  a  legal  proceeding  that  sprang  out  of  the  action 
of  my  own  iK>litical  organization,  that  I  thought  it  might  look  as  if  I 
were  tr^'ing  to  make  law  business  out  of  my  political  affiliations,  and 
tbat  I  declined,  but  that  beyond  that  I  never  had  any  connection  of 
any  kind  or  character  with  it. 

Now  I  should  state  that  this  conversation  did  not  all  occur  at  one 
time.  When  my  card  came  back  with  the  statement  that  Mr.  Secretary 
Gresham  was  in,  I  went  into  the  room  and  remained  there  probably 
three-quarters  of  an  hour.  On  coming  out  this  man  waited  for  me  in 
the  hall,  followed  me  out  through  the  door,  and  accompanied  me  on  my 
way  toward  my  house.  What  part  of  the  conversation  occurred  while 
the  card  was  going  in  and  what  part  occurred  after  I  came  out  I  am 
inmble  to  say.  But  that  is  the  substance  of  it.  I  never  told  him  that 
any  person  had  represented  to  me  that  the  sugar  trust  was  favorable 
to  the  Democatic  party  ot  had  been  kind  to  it.  I  certainly  never  men- 
tioned the  President's  name  or  Mr.  Carlisle's  name;  I  never  told  him 
that  I  &vored  the  duty  om.  sugar,  and  I  never  told  him  that  I  had 
&voTed  a  duty  on  sugar. 

As  a  matter  of  fact  I  had  not  voted  for  a  duty  on  sugar  in  the  com- 
Btittee.  As  a  matter  of  fact  I  had  refased  to  vote  upon  the  whole  sugar 
^hedule  when  it  came  up  in  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  or  in 
the  Democratic  membership  of  it.  I  should  state  that  in  this  t^lk  he 
did  not  give  me  any  information  whatev^  that  he  had  sent  on  an 
^cle  of  the  character  which  afterward  appeared.  He  simply  repre- 
B^ted  to  me  that  he  was  directed  to  ask  that  question.  Then  he  made 
some  comments  as  to  the  reasons  which  may  have  controlled  the  paper 
in  urging  that  that  inquiry  be  made.  I  think  he  followed  me  up  as  far 
aB  the  comer  of  Fifteenth  and  K  streets,  fie  may  have  gone  up  to 
Soott  Circle;  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  know  on  the  way,  some  place,  I  bade 
him  good  night  and  went  home.  The  next  morning  an  article  appeared 
eharging  that  I  was  the  attorney  of  the  sugar  trust. 

By  Senator  Davis  : 

Q.  In  the  paper  represented  by  Mr.  Walker  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir.    The 
next  morning  an  article  appeared  charging  that  I  was  the  attorney  for 
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the  sugar  trust;  that  I  had  induced  the  committee  to  put  a  duty  of  a 
quarter  of  a  cent  per  pound  on  sugar,  and  that  two  members  of  the 
committee,  who  were  nameless,  had  given  him  that  information.  From 
the  date  of  this  interview,  which  occurred  over  night,  I  never  had  any 
conversation  with  him  whatever.  I  never  called  upon  him;  I  never 
sought  him  out;  I  never  made  any  explanation  of  any  kind  or  character. 
Q.  W  hen  was  this  t — A .  Mr.  Lodge,  you  remember  the  time.  I  should 
think  it  was  some  time  in  January  or  February;  it  was  in  January. 

By  Senator  Lodge  : 

Q.  Before  you  reported  the  billt — A.  No;  after  we  reported  the  bin 
and  before  we  took  the  linal  vote. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  do  not  recall  the  date. 

The  Witness.  It  was  before  we  took  the  vote  in  the  House,  and 
while  the  bill  was  pending. 

By  Senator  Davis  : 

Q.  You  think  it  was  in  the  month  of  January! — A.  I  think  it 
was  in  the  month  of  January  that  the  article  appeared.  As  bearing 
upon  the  probabilities  of  my  having  made  any  such  statement,  I  may 
state  that  we  had  a  meeting  of  the  Democratic  membership  of  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  I  think,  that  night.  I  called  attention 
to  this  article,  and  every  person  present  said  that  no  information 
came  from  him,  and  the  whole  11  were  present.  Every  one  of  them 
concurred  in  denouncing  it  as  utterly  and  atrociously  false.  For  my 
pai't,  for  the  same  reason  that  I  never  have  voted  on  a  bill  affectins 
the  District  of  Columbia,  because  my  wife  owns  a  house  here,  I  would 
not  vote  upon  the  sugar  schedule,  because  I  knew  both  of  the  Have- 
meyers  very  well. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  You  were  on  friendly  relations  with  them  t — ^A.  Certainly.    Theo- 
dore Havemeyer  lives  within  a  few  doors  of  me,  and  is  a  constituent 
of  mine.    Henry  Havemeyer  was  a  constituent  of  mine  in  the  old  dis- 
trict.   1  have  known  them  for  years.    I  have  gone  through  their  build- 
ing; I  have  seen  how  the  work  was  done.    When  the  question  came 
up  in  the  committee  as  to  Hxing  the  amount  of  the  tariff  on  sugar.  I 
think  the  first  proposition  was  three-tenths  or  three  and  one-half  tentna 
of  a  cent,  and  the  other  was  one-fourth  of  a  cent.    There  was  no  propo- 
sition for  free  sugar.    When  I  speak  of  the  committee  I  speak  of  tii^ 
Democratic  membership.    On  the  vote  for  three-tenths  or  three  and. 
one-half  tenths  I  stood  silent,  and  by  my  refusal  to  vote  it  was  lost* 
On  the  next  vote  the  rate  was  fixed  at  one-fourth  of  a  cent,  and  the 
committee  was  unanimous.    AJthough  I  did  not  vote,  there  was  no  dis- 
senting  vote.    This  was  the  whole  transaction,  except  that  we  took  tho 
matter  up  at  9  o'clock  in  the  evening  and  got  through  about  midnight, 
and  then,  upon  my  motion,  it  was  decided  to  make  public  the  sugar 
schedule  and  the  sugar  schedule  alone. 

Q.  For  what  purpose  t — ^A.  So  that  there  could  not  be  any  specula^ 
tion  upon  it  by  Monday  morning  because  of  any  information  which  might 
leak  out  of  the  committee,  and  whether  it  did  or  not  that  there  should 
not  be  any  accusation  about  it,  that  the  information  should  be  given  to 
the  world. 

By  Sen  ator  Davis  : 

Q.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question  which  occurs  to  me  with  reference  to 
my  recollection  of  what  Mr.  Walker  said.    Did  you  ever  hold  any  pro 
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fessional  relations  with  the  Haveineyers  t — ^A.  "So,  sir;  I  never  had  any 
professional  relations  at  all  with  them. 

Q.  Or  with  any  member  of  the  sugar  trust  f — ^A.  No;  that  is,  that  1 
know  of. 

Q.  Or  with  the  sugar  trust t — A.  No;  you  know  the  present  sugar 
trust  is  not  the  sugar  trust  that  offered  me  the  retainer.  I  suppose 
you  remember  that  I  told  you  that  I  was  offered  a  retainer  way  back 
in  1886  or  1887.  1  do  not  know  what  year  it  was.  but  it  was  weU 
known,  because  it  was  the  case  which  was  brought  oy  the  people  of 
the  State  of  New  York  on  the  relation  of  the  Attorney-General  against 
the  North  Biver  Sugar  Kefining  Company.  It  was  the  case  on  which 
they  tested  the  trust  agreement,  under  which  all  these  corporations  had 
deposited  their  stock  with  certain  trustees.  On  that  I  was  ofi'ered  a 
retainer  when  the  proceedings  were  begun. 

Q.  And  you  declined? — A.  I  declined.  After  that  the  court  sus- 
tained the  case  and  dissolved  this  corporation,  which  was  one  member 
of  the  trust.  Then,  as  I  understand,  although  I  have  no  knowledge  of 
it^  they  reorganized  and  instead  of  being  a  trust  they  were  a  cor- 
poration. 

Q.  And  you  never  held  any  professional  relations  with  either  f — ^A. 
Ko,  sir.  I  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  either  beyond  what  I  have 
told  you. 

By  Senator  LoDaE: 

Q.  You  had  no  subsequent  conversation  with  Mr.  Walker  t — A.  None 
^batever,  of  any  kind  or  character,  concerning  this  matter.  I  never 
made  any  explanation.  On  the  contrary,  you  will  find  in  some  of  the 
papers  the  next  day,  that  when  I  was  asked  about  it  I  said  I  should 
Dot  say  anything  until  a  reputable  paper  fathered  it,  and  that  if  some 
reputable  paper  fathered  it  I  should  take  notice  of  it.  I  think  you 
w&l  find  that  in  the  New  York  World.  As  to  Walker,  I  had  no  con- 
versation at  all  with  him  as  to  that,  except  that  on  Friday,  a  day  or 
two  before  the  vote  was  taken  in  the  House  on  the  tariff  bill,  I  was 
passing  through  the  lobby  and  he  said  Mr.  Croker  was  in  the  Speaker's 
room  and  asked  me  if  I  was  going  in  there.  I  said  no,  that  I  was  busy 
on  the  floor.  Beyond  that  I  have  had  no  conversation  with  him  at  aU 
tlmt  I  recall.  Still,  I  may  have  seen  him  or  passed  some  words  with 
him. 

Q.  That  was  the  only  conversation  you  have  ever  had  with  him  vin 
'e;,'ard  to  the  matter? — A.  Yes,  sir;  the  one  I  have  described  before 
the  article  was  published,  and  before  I  had  any  idea  as  to  what  he  was 
goiug  to  say. 

By  the  Chairman  : 

Q.  Is  there  anything  else  you  wish  to  sayf — A.  I  am  in  the  middle 
of  the  trial  of  a  law  case,  and  am  going  back  this  afternoon.  I  hope  to 
feturn  Monday  or  Tuesday.  If  there  should  be  any  occasion  for  it,  if 
&i|ytUiug  further  should  be  said  which  concerns  me,  I  hope  the  com* 
n»ittee  will  notify  me. 

Q.  You  came  here  for  this  purpose  t — ^A.  Yes,  sir,  and  for  no  other, 
^  pursuance  of  a  telegram  which  I  sent  to  the  chairman  as  soon  as  I 
i^ad  this  in  the  morning  paper.  Of  course,  I  did  not  know  what  Mr. 
Walker  had  said,  whether  it  was  more  or  less  than  was  published,  and 
I  telegraphed  the  chairman  for  that  reason. 

At  12  o'clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.  the  committee  adjourned. 


Washington,  D.  0.,  Ifay  ^,  1S94, 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  a4journment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWORN  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  DANIEL  W.  VOORHEE& 

The  Ghaxbhan.  You  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Indiana? 

Senator  Yoobhees.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman,  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  f 

Senator  Voobheks.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibhan.  You  are  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate? 

Senator  Voobhbes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibhan.  And  have  been  such  during  the  present  session  f 

Senator  Voobhees.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Are  you  a  Democratic  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee? 

Senator  Voobhees.  Yes;  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  read  n*om  a  letter  in  the  Press-  of  Philadelphia, 
published  Hay  14, 1894,  and  as  to  which  we  are  directed  by  resolution 
of  the  Senate  to  inquire,  this  statement: 

Upon  one  occasion,  sometime  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  tho 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  oame  into  the 
room,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  tha 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.    His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.    He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly* 
His  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.    It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
niK>B  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.    They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking  not  so  nineh 
for  Mr.  Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.    He  did  not  say  that  he  eame  from  the 
Presideut,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing;  statement  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  ho  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  PresidenVs  wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest  and,  for  him, 
excited  manner.     What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
accurate  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it. 

Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  sc^  to  yon  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.    No 

Farty,  or  the  representatives  of  no  party,  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations, 
want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you  what  perhaps 
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70a  do  not  Imow)  snbscribed  to  tlie  campaign  fond  of  the  Democratic  party  in  1892 
a  very  large  som  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be  wrong, 
it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution,  given  at  a 
time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to  turn  around 
and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust  that  you  will 
prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable,  and  in  some  measure 
satisfactory  to  these  interests. 

What  have  yon  to  say,  Senator,  in  regard  to  that  statement  by  the 
writer  of  that  articlef 

Senator  Yoobhees.  Neither  in  the  committee  room  nor  in  any  other 
place  did  I  ever  hear  Secretary  Carlisle  utter  one  word  of  the  matter 
there  attributed  to  him.  I  never  heard  the  subject  discussed  by  him, 
nor,  I  may  say,  by  anybody  else,  until  within  the  last  few  days,  when 
it  was  floating  around  in  the  newspapers  and  in  the  air.  I  never  talked 
with  Mr.  Carlisle  on  the  subject  of  sugar  but  once,  and  that  was  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  early  in  the  tariff  work,  when  we  discussed  the 
question  of  the  polariscopic  test  and  the  question  of  specific  or  ad 
valorem  duties.  The  Secretary  was  at  hfs  desk  in  the  Department. 
With  that  exception  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  Mr.  Carlisle  on 
the  sugar  subject,  that  I  now  remember. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  say  you  never  talked  to  him,  do  you 
mean  that  you  never  heard  him  taJkf 

Senator  Yoobhees.  That  is  what  I  mean — that  I  never  heard  a  word 
uttered  by  him  in  regard  to  the  matter  attributed  to  him  in  the  article 
you  read.    It  is  made  out  of  whole  cloth.    I  have  never  seen  him  in  the 

committee  room  under  such  circumstances:  I  have  seen  him  in  the 

committee  room  as  openly  as  anybody  else,  out  never  on  that  subject. 

I  never  heard  the  question  of  contributions  oy  the  sugar  trust  discussed 

by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  nor,  indeed,  amongst  ourselves.    I 

never  saw  Mr.  Havemeyer.    I  would  not  know  him  if  he  walked  in  here. 

I  do  not  know  a  human  being  who  belongs  to  the  trust,  so  far  as  I  know. 

I  may  know  people  who  belong  to  it,  but  I  do  not  know  the  fact.    I 

never  knowingly  exchanged  a  word  with  anybody  belonging  to  it. 
Senator  LoDOE.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question  in  regard 

to  that  statement  about  the  memorandum  there  that  alludes  to  him 

particularly. 
The  Chairman.  The  writer  goes  on  to  say  that : 

Mr.  Carlisle  said  hut  little  more ;  he  had  said  enough.  He  tamed  and  left  the 
^mmittee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  hut  hefore  he  did  so 
*>«  sij^tified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he  thought 
Vonld  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
i^eived  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment,  in  Secre- 
|*fy  Carlisle's  own  handwriting,  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
^oorhees's  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made,  and  by 
jtJterliDeation  had  inserted  the  following  words :  ''On  aU  sugars  not  above  No:  16 
Ontch  standard,  and  on  all'' — after  the  word  ''all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
vbich  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation:  "Instead  of 
^e^ighth  of  1  per  oent,  45  per  cent  ad  ralorem." 

Senator  Voobhees.  The  statement  there,  or  any  other  statement, 
^bich  says  that  snch  a  memoraDdum  was  made  and  given  to  me  is 
utterly  false.  I  never  saw  snch  a  paper  and  I  never  heard  of  it  until 
^eiit  pnblications.  The  statement  that  it  is  in  my  possession  now  or 
ever  has  been  is  absolutely  false.  I  have  never  had  such  a  paper.  I 
have  never  seen  such  a  paper  and  I  have  never  heard  of  such  a  paper 
QDtil  newspaper  publications,  in  the  last  ten  days,  perhaps.  If  Mr. 
Carlisle  made  a  memorandum  on  the  sugar  question  J  never  saw  it,  in 
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his  handwriting  or  any  other  handwriting,  that  I  know  of*  If  he  evei 
communicated  anything  on  the  sugar  schedule  to  the  committee  he 
did  it  to  somebody  else  beside  me,  not  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  find  in  this  article  this  statement  also 

Senator  Yoorhees.  One  moment.  Mr.  Carlisle  was  in  communi- 
cation a  great  deal  with  the  committee.  We  sent  for  him  repeatedly; 
I  corresponded  with  him  from  the  committee  room  to  the  Treasury 
Department  in  relation  to  various  matters  and  received  various  com- 
munications from  him,  but  nothing  of  this  kind — touching  the  sugar 
question. 

The  Chairman.  I  ask  you  how  long  you  have  been  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee! 

Senator  Voorhees.  Since  March,  1893. 

The  Chairman.  When  were  you  made  a  member  of  the  Finance 
Committeef 

Senator  Yoorhees.  I  was  made  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee 
within  a  few  days  after  I  entered  the  Senate,  and  have  been  so  ever 
since.  I  came  into  the  Senate  November  12,  1877,  nearly  seventeen 
years  ago. 

The  Chairman.  And  have  been  on  that  committee  ever  since! 

Senator  Yoorhees.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  ask  you  whether  it  is  the  habit  of  the  Finance 
Committee  in  considering  matters  of  finance  to  consult  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury! 

Senator  Yoorhees.  Undoubtedly  so.  We  consider  bills  touching 
financial  legislation  and  refer  them  to  the  Department  and  ask  informa- 
tion from  that  Department  as  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  were  an 
ex  officio  member. 

The  Chairman.  Has  that  been  the  custom  ever  since  you  have  been 
a  member  of  the  committee! 

Senator  Yoorhees.  Always;  and  I  believe  since  the  foundation  of 
the  Government. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  it  been  customary  to  receive  suggestions — 
unsolicited  suggestions — from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ! 

Senator  Yoorhees.  Oh,  yes;  we  would  not  think  it  strange  at  all. 
It  is  a  very  customary  and  proper  thing. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  it  customary  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
go  to  the  committee  room  and  sit  down  and  consult  with  the  committee! 

Senator  Yoorhees.  Yes,  sir;  we  would  not  be  at  all  disconcerted 
or  surprised  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  were  to  walk  in  at  any 
time  and  say  that  he  wanted  to  talk  of  matters  concerning  the  business 
of  his  Department.  We  would  receive  his  suggestions  with  great 
respect. 

The  Chairman.  Has  that  always  been  the  custom! 

Senator  Yoorhees.  Always,  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  Chairman.  In  the  same  article  appears  this: 

We  had,  upou  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  strikinji^  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  toe  suj^ar  trual  over  the  Demo* 
cratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all  day  and  half  the  uifrht 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representatives 
of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer,  and  Terrill,  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le  Fevre, 
and  others.  The  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  poUtical  convention  ait  in  a  place  apart 
and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  ar^  to  act.  There  were  run- 
nings back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  ^jnarwors  occnpied  by  the 
trust  all  day.  Kverylbing  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  poiut  of  satisfying  the  Louis- 
iana Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  trust  to  placate 
hese  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes  against  the  bill.    It 
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was  a  questiou  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  little  and  taking  a  little.  At  one 
time  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiation  mast  go  to  pieces.  Never  was  tliere 
more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee  rooms  of  the 
Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening  Senator  Caffery  drafted  a  schedule,  Mr.  Unve- 
meyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar  trust  watcliiiig 
the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw  the  spectacle 
afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator  Cafifery  liad 
finished,  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  nccepted  it,  it  wan  taken  to  the 
room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory  won  and  the  original 
draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Cafifery's  handwriting  and  with 
the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

Senator  VooRHEES.  There  is  not  a  single  word  of  truth  in  the  article 
— not  a  word. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  a  Sunday  on  which  the  Democratic 
members  of  the  Finance  Committee  were  in  session  all  day  and  in 
which  there  were  in  a  room,  at  the  Capitol,  representatives  of  the  sugar 
trust — Havemeyer,  Terrill,  Meyer,  Ben.  Le  Fevre,  and  others? 

Senator  VooRHEES.  No,  sir;  nothing  of  that  kind,  to  my  knowledge. 
I  have  been  in  the  Finance  Committee  room  a  half  dozen  Sundays  at 
work.  Sometimes  members  would  be  there;  I  have  worked  repeatedly 
with  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and  McPherson.  I  have  never  heard  of 
anybody  else  being  in  the  Capitol  in  another  room  at  such  times.  This 
is  the  idlest  fabrication  I  could  imagine.  I  do  not  know  a  single  human 
being  named  in  that  trust,  or  party,  except  Ben.  Le  Fevre.  I  know  him 
well  and  he  never  spoke  to  me  on  the  subject  any  more  than  that  man 
there  (indicating  Mr.  H.  H.  Smith,  clerk  to  committee). 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  has  been  told  to  you,  did  what  I  have 
read  to  you,  as  stated  by  this  writer,  take  place  there  on  Sunday  or 
any  other  day! 

Senator  Voorhees.  No;  not  a  word  of  it  so  far  as  I  know,  or  have 
been  told;  nothing  like  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  any  single  one  of  those  statements  true,  to  your 
knowledge? 

Senator  Voorhees.  None  of  those  statements  are  true,  to  my  knowl- 
edge, in  any  form. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ever  see  or  hear  of  a  paper  supposed  to 
have  been  written  by  Mr.  Caffery? 

Senator  Voorhees.  Never;  in  fact,  I  never  saw  this  newspaper 
article  until  now.  It  is  new  to  me.  I  had  never  heard  of  Senator 
Cafifery  writing  anything  that  came  before  the  committee.  I  never 
heard  Senator  Caffery  charged  with  putting  anything  down  in  writing 
for  our  consideration  before.  If  he  ever  communicated  with  a  member 
of  the  committee,  which  he  may  have  done,  he  did  so  with  some  other 
member;  he  never  did  with  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  did  not  hesitate  to  talk  with  Senators  who 
seemed  to  be  interested  in  this  way,  or  anybody  else? 

Senator  Voorhees.  I  always  talked  with  anybody,  especially  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate,  willingly  and  gladly;  consulted  right  and  left. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  consider  it  your  duty  to  listen  to  all  who 
claimed  to  be  affected  in  their  business  interests  by  the  tariff  bill? 

Senator  Voorhees.  All.  I  had  invitations  out  for  Senators  to  come 
and  be  heard.  We  were  working  under  a  great  deal  of  strain.  So  far 
as  our  relations  to  these  trust  matters  are  concerned,  their  managers 
never  came  near  me;  I  did  not  know  them.  I  have  been  here  many 
years,  and  such  folks  have  never  called  on  me.  I  did  not  know  that 
any  of  them  were  in  town. 

I  may  say  one  word  more.  I  have  been  out  of  health  for  some  time 
back,  and  while  I  was  a  faithful  worker  in  committee  and  was  there 
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rrnrly  all  the  time,  there  were  times  at  night  meetings  and  the  like 
when  I  was  not  able  to  participate  in  them,  and  for  that  reason  Senator 
Jones  and  Senator  Vest,  and  Senator  Mills  for  a  time,  at  my  request, 
devoted  themselves  to  the  details  of  this  measure.  I  kept  up  with  the 
work,  knew  what  was  going  on,  and  kept  in  touch  with  its  manage- 
ment; but  they  did  the  dettul  work.  Mr.  McPherson  assisted  largely, 
but  he  was  out  of  health  a  good  deal  of  the  time  also,  so  that  largely 
the  work  on  this  bill  is  due  to  Senators  Vest  and  Jones  and  Mills,  of 
Texas.  Mr.  Mills  was  taken  on  the  committee  for  a  time,  and  he  did  a 
good  deal  of  work  in  place  of  Senator  McPherson.  So  when  we  came 
into  the  Senate  I  asked  Senator  Harris  to  take  charge  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  bill  on  the  floor.  His  large  experience  and  parliamentary 
knowledge  fitted  him  for  it,  and  I  relied  on  the  gentlemen  who  had 
framed  the  details  to  manage  them  in  debate.  For  that  reason  I  have 
not  taken  as  much  part  as  I  otherwise  would,  but  I  have  been  in  the 
main  current  of  affairs  in  the  formation  of  the  bill  and  have  kept  in 
touch  with  it  all  the  time,  and  I  do  not  think  aujrthing  such  as  charged 
in  the  newspapers  could  have  taken  place  without  my  knowledge. 

SWOBV  STATEMEHT  OF  SEVATOB  GEORGE  G.  VEST. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  been  already  sworn  by  this  committee 
during  this  investigation  f 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  are  a  member  of  the  present  Finance  Commit- 
tee of  the  Senate! 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  Vest.  During  this  Congress,  I  believe.  I  was  appointed 
when  we  organized  the  committee  at  the  beginning. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  have  been  acting  as  sucht 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  Democratic  member  of  that  committeef 

Senator  Vest.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  In  a  letter  to  the  Philadelphia  Press,  published  on 
May  14, 1894,  signed  ^< Holland,"  there  is  this  statement  [reading  the 
paragraphs  read  to  Senator  Voorhees,  as  above  given]. 

What  have  you  to  say  to  the  statements  of  the  writer  of  that  letter 
as  I  have  read  themf 

Senator  Vest.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it.  Nothing  of  that 
kind  occurred  in  our  committee.  Mr.  Carlisle,  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, was  in  our  committee  room  several  times  and  he  consulted  with  us 
in  regard  to  the  tariif  bill  and  expressed  great  anxiety  that  we  should 
agree  upon  some  measure,  and  that  it  should  become  a  law,  but  made 
no  such  statements  as  are  contained  in  that  correspondence  that  the 
sugar  trust  had  given  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  and  that  we 
were  under  any  obligation  as  a  party  or  otherwise.  So  far  as  I  know 
it  is  a  piece  of  fiction. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  never  alluded  to  the  sugar  trustf 

Senator  Vest.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

The  ChaibmaA.  Were  you  an  active  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee on  the  Democratic  side  of  it  during  the  preparation  of  that  bill  t 

Senator  Vest.  I  think  so.  I  was  at  every  meeting,  and  at  work 
except  a  few  hours  for  sleeping  and  eating — a  few  hours  a  day.  There 
was  a  good  deal  more  work  than  I  expect  to  do  again  on  any  public 
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measure.  To  be  frank,  we  have  had  aach  difficulties  that  I  do  not  think 
have  been  encountered  by  men  making  a  tariff  bill;  all  sorts  of  diffi- 
culties. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  representatives  of  moneyed  interests 
affected  by  that  bill  come  before  that  committee? 

Senator  Yest.  We  never  had  any  public  hearings.  Of  course  you 
could  not  put  your  head  out  of  the  committee  room  without  being 
attacked  by  somebody.  Mr.  Hamlin,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, came  to  our  committee  room,  and  Mr.  Carlisle  came  there  too,  but 
no  such  statements  as  what  you  have  read  took  place. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  understand  that  it  is  usual  fbr  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  consult  with  the  Finance  Committee  or  members  of 
it  during  the  preparation  of  a  tariff  billf 

Senator  Vest.  I  understand  so.  I  have  been  here  sixteen  years,  and 
I  have  always  found  that  to  be  the  case.  In  fact,  I  went  to  Mr.  Car- 
lisle when  Ife.  Cleveland  was  first  elected  and  Mr.  Carlisle  was  appointed 
Secret-ary  of  the  Treasury,  and  suggested  to  him  that  he  consult  then 
^'ith  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate — ^the  House  had 
not  organized  its  Ways  and  Means  Committee — in  regard  to  the  details 
of  that  tariff  bill  or  the  general  outline.  That  indicates  pretty  clearly 
what  I  thought  of  the  proper  functions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
in  connection  with  that  matter.  And  frequently — I  say  several  times — 
when  we  would  have  questions  before  us  giving  us  a  great  deal  of 
trouble — and  we  had  a  good  many  of  them — one  of  us  would  either  go 
and  consult  Mr.  Carlisle  or  send  for  him.  We  did  it  for  two  reasons: 
First,  because  he  was  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  secondly,  because  he 
Lad  a  great  ^eal  to  do  with  tariff  legislation  and  a  great  deal  of  expe- 
rience in  the  matter. 

Senator  Davis.  That  article  states  that  on  the  occasion  referred  to, 
when  Mr.  Carlisle  was  leaving  the  room,  he  himself  was  prepared  to 
perfect  a  measure  in  regard  to  sugar  that  was  talked  about,  and  shortly 
afterward  he  did  so.    Do  you  know  anything  about  thatf 

Senator  Vest.  I  have  an  indistinct  recollection  of  Mr.  Carlise  draw- 
ing up  at  the  Treasury  Department  a  provision  in  regard  to  sugar.  I 
do  not  know  who  received  it,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  saw  it. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  ^ow  whether  he  made  a  statement  of  that 
kind  when  he  was  in  the  room,  or  leaving  the  room,  as  stated  in  that 
article  f 

Senator  Vest.  I  have  not.  I  recollect  this,  but  I  could  not  state 
the  date,  when  we  were  talking  about  the  sugar  provision,  or  some 
other,  somebody  said  to  Mr.  Carlisle,  when  he  was  about  to  leave, 
«^Well,  sup])ose  you  foimulate  that  suggestion,"  or  something  that  was 
to  that  effect. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  he  afterward  do  sof 

Senator  Vest.  I  am  not  clear  about  that.  I  think  possibly  he  did 
bring  it  back,  but  whether  it  was  when  I  was  in  the  committee  room  I 
can  not  state. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  it  the  one  that  was  reported) 

Senator  Vest.  Oh.  no. 

The  Chaibman.  Ir  he  did  do  it,  had  it  any  connection  with  any  such 
speech  as  is  here  stated  in  regard  to  the  sugar  trust! 

Senator  Vest.  Ko,  sir.  He  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
sugar  schedule  as  reported — nothing  at  all. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  mean  as  finally  reported? 

Senator  Vest.  As  it  is  now  in  the  bill.  That  was  prepared  by  Sen- 
ator Jones  and  myself,  and  subm'tted  to  the  balance  of  the  committee. 
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The  Chairman.  Mr.  Carlisle  bad  nothing  to  do  iiith  tbatt 
Senatoi  Vest.  Nothing  in  the  world.  Of  course,  he  talked  about  it 
with  us,  and  he  made  calculations  and  figured  up  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  duty  or  the  other,  and  the  difference  between  polariscopic 
tests  and  ad  valorem,  as  gentlemen  always  do  in  regard  to  framing  the 
tariff'.  But  as  to  his  coming  to  us  with  any  suggestion  that  would  aid 
the  sugar  trust,  or  any  other  interest,  is  all  stuff. 
The  Chairman.  Further  in  the  same  letter  is  this  statement: 

To  go  back  a  little.  After  Mr.  Carlisle's  address  to  the  Finance  Committee,  after 
the  meetine  between  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  Senators  Brice  and  Smith ,  there  occurred 
an  extraordinary  thins  in  the  Finance  Committee.  Senator  Vest  made  a  statement 
which  caused  Mills  to  look  upon  him  with  amazement,  to  regard  him  with  suspi- 
cion, and  some  of  the  other  members  of  the  committee  to  eye  one  another  furtively. 
The  Senator  said  that  he  did  not  see  why  a  duty  of  one  half  of  a  cent  upon  raw 
sugar  did  not  afiford  sufficient  protection  to  all  the  sugar  interests  of  this  country. 
If  Mr.  Vest  were  a  new  Senator,  such  an  astonishing  assertion  as  that  might  have 
been  ascribed  to  ignorance;  but  he  has  been  through  tariff  bill  after  tariff  bill.  He 
looks  upon  himself  as  something  of  an  expert,  and  he  must  have  known  that  his 
statement  was  ridiculous.  In  view  of  his  earlier  position  it  seemed  not  onlv  ridicu- 
lous, but  strange.  It  even  caused  one  Senator  to  say  to  another,  '*  Vest  has  flopped." 
But  he  followea  it  with  another  even  more  extraordinary  statement.  He  said  that 
in  view  of  the  excitement  over  the  sugar  schedule  he  ha4  been  compelled  to  ask  his 
personal  friend,  Mr.  Joe  Hickej,  to  deprive  himself  for  the  time  being  of  the  deUghta 
of  personal  intercourse  with  him,  because  if  he  was  seen  so  much  in  Rickey's  com- 
pany just  then  it  might  cause  suspicion  to  be  aroused. 

Suspicion  of  what?  Mr.  Rickey  is  a  speculator  upon  the  market  of  more  than 
local  repute.  He  knows  how  to  buy  and  now  to  seU.  He  is  reputed  to  have  made 
several  fortunes  because  he  has  let  his  speculative  instinct  have  his  way  with  him. 
Did  Senator  Vest  mean  to  intimate  that  it  might  be  said,  if  he  changed  nis  action  in 
regard  to  sugar,  that  his  relations  with  Mr.  Rickey  would  cause  it  to  be  suspected 
that  Mr.  Rickey  might  have  gone  upon  the  market  having  the  advantage  of  prior 
knowledge  that  would  boom  sugar  stocks? 

Senator  Vest.  That  is  simply  a  lie  out  of  the  whole  cloth.  Thei-e  is 
not  a  scintilla  of  fact  in  it,  so  far  as  my  suggesting  a  one-half  cent  duty 
onsugar  is  concerned.  I  was  for  free  sugar,  and  I  was  finally  compelled 
to  favor,  under  the  polariscopic  test,  1  cent  a  pound  on  raw  sugar  and 
no  duty  on  refined  sugar.    That  was  our  first  bill  and  speaks  for  itself. 

The  Chairman.  Did  those  difficulties  which  you  speak  of  arise  from 
the  claims  of  the  Louisiana  Senators? 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir;  and  from  the  difference  of  opinion  between 
Democratic  Senators  as  to  what  was  a  fair  differential  duty  to  the  refiners. 
The  first  demand — I  use  the  word  <'  demand,"  possibly  that  is  too  strong 
— ^was  a  quarter  of  a  cent  on  the  refining  interests  and  a  duty  of  33^ 
percent  ad  valorem  on  all  sugars.  Mr.  Havemeyer  filed  that  in  the 
committee,  and  I  have  it  in  my  drawer,  33^  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  a 
quarter  ot  1  cent  differential  besides. 

Senator  Davis.  On  raw  sugar! 

Senator  Vest.  On  raw  and  refined  33^  per  cent,  and  then  on  the 
sugars  over  16  Dutch  standard  a  quarter  of  1  cent.  That  we  rejected ; 
Senator  Jones  and  myself  were  doing  the  work  principally  and  saiti  it 
was  utterly  inadmissible.  Then  a  good  deal  of  talk  was  had  about  it 
and  finally  we  said  we  would  agree  to  one-eighth. 

The  Chairman.  One-eighth  difterential? 

Senator  Vest.  One-eighth  differential  on  the  refined.  We  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  there  must  be  a  duty  on  raw  sugar.  The  first 
difficulty  was  in  the  duty  on  raw  sugar  in  regard  to  the  polariscopic 
test  or  ad  valorem,  and  we  took  the  polariscopic  test,  with  an  equiva- 
lent of  1  cent  on  raw  sugar  and  no  duty  at  all  on  refined.  The  bill 
speaks  for  itself.  Then  after  considerable  controversy — for  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  over  this  sugar  interest,  which  was  very  aggres- 
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Bive,  both  from  the  Lonisiana  producers  and  the  refiners — we  finally 
agreed  to  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  one  eighth,  but  the  refiners 
asked  a  quarter;  and  at  last  we  made  this  bill  as  it  is  now.  Every 
member  of  the  Senate  and  committee  knows  as  well  as  he  knows  my 
name  that  I  was  opposed  to  any  duty  on  sugar  if  we  could  avoid  it. 
I  was  for  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives.  Any 
man  who  intimates  differently  states  a  falsehood. 

As  to  Bickey,  1  never  had  a  word  with  Mr.  Eickey  about  sugar.  Pos- 
sibly he  may  have  said  something  to  me  at  some  time  or  another,  but  I 
do  not  remember  it;  and  certainly  never  gave  him  any  information.  I 
never  had  anjrthing  to  do  with  him  or  anyone  else  in  the  way  charged. 
He  came  to  my  house  several  times,  but  I  did  not  see  him ;  I  was  very 
busy.  He  is  from  my  State  and  acquainted  with  my  family,  and  I  am 
not  on  such  a  pedestal  as  to  refuse  to  speak  to  him  or  any  other  con- 
stituent. I  never  gave  a  person  the  slightest  indication  of  what  we 
were  doing  or  about  to  do.  I  never  had  any  interest,  either  remote, 
contingent  or  otherwise,  in  speculation  with  Bickey  as  charged  or 
with  anyone* 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  Mr.  Bickey  ever  try  to  get  Information  from 
yoa  as  to  what  was  going  onf 

Senator  Vest.  Never.  He  never  said  a  word  to  me  about  it,  and 
would  not  dare  to  come  to  me  about  it.    All  these  charges  are  lies. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  this  statement  f 

Senator  Vest.  Which  statement! 

Senator  Davis.  The  one  that  Mr.  Gray  read  you  from  the  newspaper. 

Senator  Vest.  I  think  I  heard  of  it  from  someone  «lse,  but  Senator 
Gray  sx>oke  to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  had  read  it.  I  never  heard  it  read 
until  now. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  in  town  during  the  last  few  months! 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir,  I  have;  but  I  did  not  see  the  newspaper. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  any  newspaper  man  come  to  you  and  state  what 
the  iact  was  and  ask  you  to  give  him  an  explanation  ! 

Senator  Vest.  Never.  The  first  intimation  that  I  had  that  any  such 
statement  was  made,  some  Senator — I  don't  know  who  he  was — asked 
me  if  I  knew  that  this  villainous  statement  was  made  in  the  Philadel- 
phia Press.  I  said  I  never  read  the  Press  and  had  no  information 
about  it.  That  was  my  first  intimation  that  any  such  publication 
was  made.  Afterwards  the  chairman  of  this  committee,  Mr.  Gray, 
came  to  my  seat  in  the  Senate  and  said  tome:  "You  ought  to  read  that 
statement  in  the  Press  in  which  your  name  is  mentioned."  I  told  bim 
I  had  never  seen  it,  that  I  did  not  care  anything  about  such  publii  a- 
tions,  and  he  said  there  were  two  things  in  the  statement  I  ought  to 
see.  I  never  read  the  article,  and  this  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  it 
read. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  referred  to  the  demands  of  the  producers  and 
refiners? 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  they  make  the  same  demand,  or  did  one  desire 
one  kind  of  duty  and  another  another! 

Senator  Vest.  No;  the  producers  wanted  the  polariscopic  test. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is,  the  specific! 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir,  the  specific;  that  is  a  diflFerent  name  for  it. 
They  wanted  the  polariscopic  test,  or  the  specific,  and  the  refiners 
wanted  the  ad  valorem.  That  was  the  way  they  stood.  I  did  not 
want  either,  to  tell  the  truth.  I  preferred  the  Wilson  or  House  bilL 
What  was  put  in  there  was  put  in  because  I  could  not  help  myself. 
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The  Ohaibkan.  Further  in  the  same  letter  there  is  this  statement, 
and  this  was  read  to  Mr.  Yoorhees: 

We  had,  upon  the  Sunday  before  the  biU  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  iUustration  of  the  absolate  domination  of  tne  sugar  tmst  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  alJ-day  and  half-the-night 
sehsion  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
tlie  Finance  Committee^  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  CapitoL  were  the  representa- 
tives  of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrell  and  Meyers,  Ben  Le 
Fevre,  and  others.  These  men  sat,  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  conyention  sit,  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  Ther* 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  oocnpied 
by  the  trust  all  day. 

Now,  what  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that  statement) 

Senator  Vest.  1  do  not  know  anything  in  the  world  about  it,  I  do 
not  know  what  Sunday  they  refer  to. 

Senator  LoDas.  The  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  reported  is  the 
Sunday. 

The  Ghaibman.  Before  the  bill  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Vest.  We  worked  every  Sunday.  I  could  not  carry  mj 
memory  back  to  that  particular  Sunday,  but  I  can  say  that  I  never  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  sugar  trust,  or  any  member  of  it,  and  if  they 
were  in  the  Capitol  I  did  not  know  it,  and  if  there  were  any  communi- 
cations from  them  I  did  not  know  it.  As  to  Mr.  Gaffery  drawing  any 
schedule,  I  do  not  remember  it.  Of  course  he  had  schedules  brought 
there  in  the  interest  of  his  people. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Kot  there  in  the  interest  of  sugar  and  Mr.  Have- 
meyer! 

benator  Vest,  The  only  thing  suggested  by  Mr.  Havemeyer  was 
his  written  communication,  which  I  have,  in  which  he  asked  for  33^ 
ad  valorem  and  one-fourtn  of  1  cent  differentiaL  That  was  in  writ- 
ing; I  have  it.    - 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  him  personally  f 

Senator  Vest.  I  know  that  I  saw  him  once.  He  came  to  my  house. 
There  were  a  number  of  people  there.  He  brought  his  samples  and 
spread  them  out  on  the  table  and  explained  to  me  the  difference  between 
sugars  and  what  he  wanted — an  argument  for  ad  valorem*  I  heard 
what  he  had  to  say,  as  I  heard  everybody  else.  There  was  no  secrecy, 
no  concealment. 

The  Chairman.  There  was  no  reason  for  secrecy  f 

Senator  Yest.  I  had  none. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  was  the  only  time  you  saw  himf 

Senator  Yest.  He  might  possibly  have  called  at  my  house  once  before, 
the  evening  before,  but  I  am  not  clear  about  that;  not  more  than  twice, 
however,  and  then  publicly,  in  regard  to  this  matter,  representing  his 
views  in  regard  to  it,  but  just  as  any  manufacturer  would  come.  My 
house  was  Ml  of  them  all  the  tima 

Senator  Dayis.  Louisiana  people  came  too?   . 

Senator  Yest.  Delegations  of  them ;  Mr.  Dymond  and  all  of  his  crowd 
of  Louisiana  people  came  to  my  house,  representing  their  interests  in 
my  parlor  and  sitting  room. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  other  persons  interested  in  the  schedules  come 
to  your  house! 

Senator  Yest.  Yes,  sir;  every  night,  and  every  morning  before  I 
was  out  of  bed. 

The  Ghaibmak.  I  mean  other  interests  than  the  sugar  interests! 

Senator  Yest.  Of  course;  there  were  letters  of  introduction  firom 
people  I  did  not  know  personally.    I  got  personal  letters  from  my  col- 
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leagues  in  the  Senate  and  House,  and  friends,  asking  me  to  give  those 
gentlemen  a  hearing;  and  I  would  do  so,  of  course. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Do  you  remember  the  presence  of  the  sugar  trust 
as  described  in  that  article  which  has  been  read. 

Senator  Vest.  No;  if  they  were  in  the  Capitol  at  the  times  we  were 
in  session,  I  did  not  know  it. 

The  Ohairman.  Was  there  any  contest  over  the  sugar  schedule  on 
the  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  reported  f 

Senator  Vest.  No,  sir;  not  more  than  any  other  time.  The  contest 
all  the  time  was  between  the  producers  of  sugar  and  the  refiners,  and 
was  not  only  in  regard  to  the  amount  of  duty  but  the  manner  in  which 
it  should  be  levied.  I  understood  all  the  time  the  refiners  wanted  the 
ad  valorem  and  the  producers  wanted  the  polariscopic  specific 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  the  same  thing. 

Senator  Vest.  The  same  thing.  The  first  bill  we  drew  had  nothing 
but  a  specific  duty  on  raw  sugar. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  this  present  bill  has  the  ad  .valorem  duty! 

Senator  Vest.  The  result  of  the  very  long  discussion  was  this  com- 
promise, just  as  is  the  case  with  any  other  tariff  bUl.  There  was  never 
any  contemplation  of  a  half-cent  duty ;  so  fax  as  my  ever  suggesting  it,  I 
was  at  the  other  extreme.  I  wanted  free  sugar.  I  had  no  concealment 
about  it.  I  agreed  to  this  duty  to  make  a  bill.  I  thought  the  worst 
thing  for  my  party  and  for  my  country  would  be  to  keep  the  McKinley 
bill  on  the  statute  books,  and  when  I  could  not  get  as  much  as  I  wanted, 
I  took  all  I  could  get.    I  am  guilty  of  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  a  correspondent  of  the  press  named 
Harry  Walker! 

Senator  Vest.  No,  sir.  There  are  a  great  many  I  meet  that  I  do  not 
know  again.    Possibly  I  know  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  is  a  correspondent  of  the  Post-Dispatch.. 

Senator  Yest.  I  would  not  know  him;  they  are  changing  correspond- 
ents so  much. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  will  now  ask  you  in  regard  to  certain  testimony 
l^ven  before  the  committee  by  Mr.  Walker.     He  says: 

I  hmwB  mentioned  abont  go-betweens  in  the  troBt  who  would  go  to  Senators,  one 
beddes  Senator  Brice. 

Senator  Lodok.  Who  was  that  Senator  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Lodok.  Who  was  the  go-between  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Joe  Bickej. 

The  Chairman.  Did  yon  see  Mr.  Riokey  and  other  members  of  the  tmst  with  Sen* 
ator  Yestf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  haye  seen  Joe  Blckey  with  Mr.  Vest,  and  in  a  little  while  go  with 
Mr.  Reed  or  Mr.  Terrill  and  get  in  a  quiet  spot  and  talk.  I  charged  that  in  the 
Pout-Dispatch.  It  was  stated  that  it  was  believed  as  an  absolute  fact.  I  gave  my 
ffsasons  for  belieyinff  it. 

The  Chairman,  when  did  yon  see  Mr.  Riokey  in  company  with  Senator  Yestf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  say  when,  becanse  soma  time  clasped* 

The  Chairman.  On  how  many  occasions! 

Mr.  Walker.  Only  one  occasion. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  thatf 

Mr.  Walker.  At  Chamberlain's  one  night. 

The  Chairman.  Where f 

Mr.  Walker.  It  wan  in  the  public  room. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Vest  and  Mr.  Rickey  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Tes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  were  they  tog[etherf 

Mr.  Walker.  I  can  not  say.    I  was  passing  through  the  hall. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  afterwards  did  you  see  Mr.  Rickey — with  whom  did 
yonsayf 

Mz.  Walker.  TerrilL 
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The  Chairman.  How  long  afterward! 

Mr.  Walker.  I  could  not  say;  inside  an  honr,  and  it  may  be  leas;  beoaoae  I 
remember  that  night,  I  think ,  I  went  to  the  telegraph  office  and  was  there  aome 
time,  bnt  when  I  came  back  to  the  Arlington  I  saw  Mr.  Rickey. 

The  Chairman.  You  saw  Mr.  Rickey  at  the  Arlington  with  Mr.  Terrill  after  bar- 
ing seen  him  an  honr  before  that  with  Mr.  Vestf 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes;  I  have  seen  Mr.  Rickey  around  the  Finance  Committee  room 
door. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  this  that  yon  saw  Mr.  Rickey  around  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee room  doorf 

Mr.  Walkkr.  That  I  can  not  remember;  it  was  very  early  in  the  history  of  the 
bill. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  after  the  tariff  bill  came  over  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Walkf.u.  I  do  not  think  it  had  come  to  the  Senate.  It  was  out  of  the  Waya 
and  Means  Commitee  of  the  House,  and  I  think  during  the  House  debate. 

Mr.  Walker.  I  never  mentioned  but  two  names  of  Senators.  I  may  have  referred 
to  Senators  by  name  saying  that  I  did  not  believe  such  and  such  a  statement  made 
in  another  newsnaper,  but  the  only  names  I  have  used  were  Senator  Brice  and 
Senator  Vest.  I  have  used  Senator  Vest's  name  entirely  on  instructions  from  the 
Post-Dispatch.  I  refused  because  I  knew  they  were  incJined  to  be  sensational  on 
the  subject.  I  refuse^  to  follow  up  the  tariff,  and  on  that  ground  they  took  it  out  of 
my  hands  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the  World's  bureau.  Mr.  Pulitzer  owns  both 
papers.  There  was  a  good  deal  in  regard  to  Vest  that  I  did  not  send  at  all.  It  was 
sent  by  the  World's  bureau. 

The  Chairman.  But  yon  had  instructions  f^om  the  Post-Dispatch  to  connect  lfr« 
Vest  and  Rickey  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  instructions  t 

Mr.  Walker.  There  was  something  printed  in  the  World,  and  I  got  a  dispatch  to 
follow  up  that  article  in  that  line.    The  instructions  were  reiterated. 

Senator  Davis.  I  do  not  understand  you  to  say  that  you  saw  Senator  Vest  at  the 
Arlington  f 

Mr.  Walker.  No;  I  saw  him  at  Chamberlin's. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  often  were  you  communicated  with  by  the  Post-Dispatch 
in  reference  to  Mr.  Vest  and  Joe  Rickey  being  connected  f 

Mr.  Walker.  This  ouce  particularly  and  in  things  I  have  seen..  I  have  had  one 
or  two  dispatches  saying:  ''Keep  up  that  line;  send  more  of  it;  it  is  not  enough." 
I  remember  once  I  sent  a  short  dispatch  and  they  said  something  like  a  few  hundred 
words  would  be  better. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  in  the  line  of  connecting  Senator  Vest  with  Joe  Rickey  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  Post-Dispatch  manager  seem  to  have  a  desire  to  connect 
Senator  Vest  with  these  transactions? 

Mr.  Walker.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  the  Poet-Dispatch  was  Senator  Vest's  organ 
out  in  Missouri  for  a  number  of  years.  It  always  claimed  to  have  the  credit  of  send- 
ing him  to  the  Senate.    Everybody  out  there  knows  Joe  Rickey's  reputation. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  they  manifest  a  desire  to  have  yon  connect  Senator  Vest  with 
these  matters  when  there  was  no  evidence  f 

Mr.  Walker.  Yes.  There  was  an  article  which  appeared  written  by  a  member  of 
the  staff  of  the  World  on  Saturday  night.  The  World  matter  always  goes  to  the 
■Post-Dispatch.  This  article  was  written  by  Dr.  Bowen.  That  was  sent  out,  and 
that  is  what  interested  them.  Of  oourse,  they  asked  me  to  follow  it  up.  In  that 
article  the  first  allusion  was  made  to  Rickey  and  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  after  that  that  you  remember  seeing  Rickey  and  Senator 
Vest  together  at  Chamberlin's  f 

Mr.  Walker.  I  did  not  mention  Vest  and  Rickey  first  by  name,  bnt  in  aome  con- 
clusions I  drew  in  the  Daily  America.  I  started  writing  up  the  trust  along  back 
before  Christmas. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  hear  anything  that  Senator  Vest  said  to  Rickey,  ot 
Rickey  to  Senator  Vest,  in  ChamberHn's,  on  the  occasion  of  which  you  si>eakt 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  an  honr  afterward  you  saw  Rickey  with  Terrill.  Did  yon 
hear  anything  said  by  Terrill  to  Rickey  or  Rickey  to  Terrill f 

Mr.  Walker.  No. 

That  is  all  that  relates  to  Senator  Vest  here. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  desire  to  say  anything  in  regard  to  thatf 
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Sftuatov  Yest,  Only  what  I  have  said.  I  do  not  think  I  was  at 
Chamberlin's  for  two  months  or  more  more  than  twice,  and  if  I  met 
Eickey  I  do  not  remember  it.  I  certainly  never  had  any  conversation 
^itli  him  about  sugar,  and  never  gave  him  any  information,  and  do 
Dot  know  where  he  went  from  Chamberlins;if  I  was  there,  and  at  a 
table  with  him,  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  I  might  possibly  have  been 
sitting  there  and  Eickey  joined  me,  or  something  of  that  sort,  as  might 
happen  to  anybody.  But  I  certainly  gave  him  no  information,  or  had 
any  conversation  with  him  in  regard  to  any  sugar  speculations. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  having  sugar 
Apeoulationsf 

Senator  Vest.  Ko;  I  don't  know  anything  about  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Or  any  partner  with  him ;  have  you  been  a  partner 
with  him  in  any  sugar  speculations? 

Senator  Vest.  Ko,  sir;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  such  thing. 
As  to  the  statement  of  this  man  Walker  that  he  saw  him  around  the 
Finance  Gommitte  room  door  while  the  bill  was  pending  in  the  House, 
we  did  not  take  up  this  bill  for  a  week  or  ten  days  after  it  came  from 
the  House,  and  then  not  in  the  Finance  Gommittee,  but  in  my  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Buildings  and  Grounds.  There  was  no  meeting  of  the 
Finance  Gommittee  until  sometime  after  the  bill  came  over  l^om  the 
House.  I  think  it  passed  the  House  February  1.  It  was  reported  to 
the  House  December  20,  and  passed  February  1,  and  if  Eickey  was 
aronnd  the  Finance  Gommittee  room  he  was  there  on  some  other  busi- 
ness, as  the  tariff  bill  was  not  there;  it  was  not  taken  up,  and  when  it 
was  taken  up  it  was  in  my  committee  room,  the  Gommittee  on  Public 
Buildings  and  Grounds,  with  Mills  and  myself.  That  is  all  a  myth. 
As  to  the  Post-Dispatch  being  my  organ  in  Missouri,  it  never  was. 

Senator  Davis.  As  to  any  intimation  or  innuendo  in  that  article 
respecting  your  relations  to  Mr.  Eickey,  or  the  sugar  trust,  what  have 
you  to  say;  are  they  true  or  false? 

Senator  Vest.  They  are  absolutely  false,  and  without  any  founda- 
tion in  the  world,  and  I  repeat  what  I  have  said  in  the  Senate  that  I 
never  used  my  position  for  private  purposes.  Any  statement  that  I 
have  is  absolutely  false,  or  that  I  ever  gave  any  information  or  had 
any  connection  with  the  sugar  trust  is  also  absolutely  false.  I  have 
been  particular  about  such  matters,  especially  so.  £ver  since  this  bill 
was  taken  up  by  us  I  have  stayed  at  my  house  and  at  the  committee 
room  working  night  and  day.  I  never  went  about  the  hotels,  or  to 
Chamberlin's,  and  never  had  the  time  nor  inclination  to  do  so.  I  never 
permitted  anybody  to  come  to  me  and  get  information  about  the  work 
of  the  committee. 

I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything  else  that  I  care  to  say.  If  any- 
body can  make  the  denial  broader,  I  wish  they  would. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Ton  are  a  member  of  the  Finance  Gommitteef 

Senator  Jones.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodoe.  And  have  served  as  such  during  this  session? 

Senator  Jones.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  a  Democratic  member  of  that  committee f 

Senator  Jones.  I  am. 
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Senator  Lodge.  In  the  Plfiladelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  there 
Is  a  letter,  signed  ^<  Holland,"  in  which  occars  the  following  statement: 

[Haying  read  the  statement  heretofore  read  to  Senators  Yoorheeb 
and  Vest.] 

The  committee  wonld  like  to  hear  any  statement  you  have  to  make 
in  regard  to  that  article. 

Senator  Jones.  It  is  absolntely  without  any  shadow  of  truth  so  far 
as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  No  such  conversation  ever  took  place  so  far  as  yon 
know? 

Senator  Jones.  No  such  conversation  ever  took  place  so  far  as  I 
know,  nothing  by  which  any  man  of  common  intelligence  and  ordinary 
honesty  could  pervert  into  anything  like  that  or  approaching  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Secretary  Carlisle  never  made  any  such  statementf 

Senator  Jones.  Never,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  never  referred  to  the  contributions  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  trust  to  the  campaign  committee,  did  hef 

Senator  Jones.  No,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  ever  give  to  the  committee  a  memorandum 
such  as  is  described  here. 

Senator  Jones.  He  never  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  make  a  statement  of  that  kind  in  your 
presence? 

Senator  Jones.  He  never  did,  and  I  believe  that  I  was  present  at 
every  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee.  I  was 
sick  when  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate.  I  was  sick  but  a  few  days,  how- 
ever, not  very  long,  but  when  I  got  well  Mr.  Vest  and  Mr.  Mills  were 
at  work  on  the  bill  and  I  went  into  it  with  them,  and  I  think  I  was 
present  at  every  meeting  of  the  committee  from  then  on. 

Senator  Lodge.  Of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee? 

Senator  Jones.  The  Democratic  members  of  the  committee.  I  do 
not  believe  there  ever  was  a  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
committee  at  which  I  was  not  present. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then  there  is  a  further  statement  in  this  paper,  as 
follows : 

[Having  read  to  the  witness  statements  heretofore  read  to  Senators 
Voorhees  and  Vest.] 

Was  there  any  such  meeting  as  that  described? 

Senator  Jones.  No,  sir;  none  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  there  a  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members 
of  the  Finance  Committee  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  reported? 

Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  remember  the  exact  date.  There  were  two 
or  three  occasions  when  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee met  on  Sunday,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  dates  of  the  meet- 
ings. Until  recently  there  were  two  or  three  meetings.  I  do  not  think 
there  was  any  meeting  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Sunday  until  after  the  400  amendments  went  in. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  these  members  of  the  sugar  trust  who  are 
mentioned  here  at  any  time,  to  your  knowledge,  in  the  Capitol  while 
the  Finance  Committee  was  in  session? 

Senator  Jones.  Never,  that  I  know.    I  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Senator  Davis.  When,  if  ever,  did  you  first  hear  that  Senator 
Oaffery  bad  drafted  that  amendment  in  regard  to  sugar,  and  that  it 
had  been  approved  by  the  sugar  trust? 

Senator  Jones.  I  never  heard  it  until  now. 
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Senator  Lodgb.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Havemey^f 

Senator  Jones.  Ihave  met  one  Havemeyer  once.  When  these  sugar 
negotiations  were  going  on  there  was  in  the  committee  a  number  of 
gentlemen  who  were  interested  in  the  sugar  business  who  wer(6  pres- 
ent, and  in  a  lot  of  conflicting  calculations  that  were  made  in  different 
ways  somebody  present — someone,  1  do  not  know  who — asked  me  if  I 
was  sure  that  the  figures  that  I  made  about  the  sugar  calculations  were 
oorrect,  an4  I  said  i  felt  sure  about  it.  Some  days  after  that  Senator 
Camden,  I  believe  it  was,  told  me  that  he  felt  very  anxious  that  ther^ 
Aould  be  some  sort  of  agreement  about  the  sugar  schedule,  some 
adjustment  about  it,  and,  while  he  did  not  know  anything  about  what 
the  facts  were,  he  supposed  the  parties  in  interest,  being  more  familiar 
with  it  than  anybody  else,  would  make  some  calculations:  that  he 
understood  Mr.  Havemeyer  w;as  at  the  Arlington  Hotel  and  if  I  had 
no  objection  he  would  send  over  and  get  Mr.  Havemeyer  to  come  to 
his  room,  and  if  I  would  go  down  there  with  some  other  gentleman  w^ 
would  discuss  these  relative  rates  of  percentages,  etc.,  the  value  to  be 
gotten  firom  different  ones.  I  went  there  about  10  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing  

Senator  Lodge.  To  Senator  Camden's  roomf 

Senator  Jones.  Yes,  sir;  opposite  the  Arlington;  I  do  not  know  the 
number.  A  ffcer  I  got  there  a  man  whom  I  was  introduced  to,  who  was 
introduced  as  a  Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  two  other  gentlemen  whom  I  did 
not  know,  came.  One  or  two  other  gentlemen  were  present.  I  did 
not  know  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  sat  at  the  table  with  a  pencil  and  a  piece 
of  paper  and  asked  him  about  the  price  of  refined  sugar  and  raw  sugai!, 
and  the  expense  of  refining  the  sugar  abroad  and  here,  and  the  differ- 
ence in  the  labor  cost  of  refining  here  and  in  Europe,  and  he  made  a 
number  of  statements  of  that  sort  to  me  at  the  time.  In  making  the 
calculations  with  Mr.  Caffery  and  others  I  used  all  the  data  given  me 
by  Havemeyer.  That  was  the  only  time  I  saw  Havemeyer.  We  were 
in  the  room  for  possibly  forty  or  forty- five  minutes. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  mean  by  saying  awhile  ago,  ''when 
these  sugar  negotiations  were  going  ont"  What  were  the  negotia- 
tiousf 

Senator  Jones.  Perhaps  that  was  an  unfortunate  word:  I  did  not 
mean  negotiation.  When  we  were  maklpg  up  the  tariff  bill  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  there  should  be  any  tax  on  sugar;  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  tax  should  be  specific  or  ad  valorem,  of  course,  was  up  for  consider- 
ation. We  were  informed  that  Messrs.  Caffery  and  White  would  not 
vote  for  a  bill  that  had  some  tax  on  sugar,  and  that  there  were  other 
gentlemen  who  felt  the  same  way  about  that  and  other  things.  These 
gentlemen  were  invited  into  the  committee  room  on  one  occasion  to 
Silk  over  their  different  views.  I  remember  Senator  Brice  was  there, 
I  think  Mr.  Smith  an^  Senator  Gorman.  I  do  not  know  whether  Senator 
Hill  WM  or  not.  Senator  Caffery  and  Senator  White  were  there,  and 
Senator  Caffery  was  making  up  an  argument  as  to  these  people,  the 
lowest  possible  rate  they  coifld  leave  the  incidental  protection  to  go  to 
them  on  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  the  producers  of  Louisiana  t 

Senator  Jones.  Yes;  I  said  to  h,im  that  t  could  not  understand  why 
he  wanted  ad  valorem  tax  on  sugar;  that,  it  seemed  to  me,  would  oper- 
ate more  beneficially  to  the  sugar  refiners  than  to  the  planters.  That 
brought  him  and  me  to  figuring  on  the  question  of  what  it  would  be. 
Some  gentleman  said  we  could  not  refute  the  figures  I  made  on  it,  that 
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the  planters  would  not  have  as  fair  a  show  under  the  proposed  sched- 
ule, I  do  not  remember  what  it  is — ^yes,  I  do,  40  and  50;  40  on  the  raw. 
and  50  per  cent  on  the  refined,  and  I  said  it  would  be  giving  a  wider 
margin  to  the  refiners  of  sugar,  and  at  the  same  time  I  was  asked  by 
Senator  Camden,  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  he.  but  afterwards  Sen- 
ator Camden  asked  me  when  we  were  talking  in  tne  Senate  as  to  what 
was  the  fair  rate  to  be  put  on  sugar;  if  I  would  make  these  calculations 
with  men  who  were  on  the  other  side  with  the  refiners,  and  I  said  cer- 
tainly; and  it  was  the  result  of  that  that  we  would  get  somebody  rep- 
resenting the  sugar  refiners  to  come  to  his  room,  and  we  would  discuss 
this  question  in  order  to  get  the  light  and  the  facts. 

Senator  Lodqb.  Do  I  understand  you,  at  the  time  Senator  Caffery 
was  talking  with  you,  that  he  was  advocating  the  ad  valorem  ratef 

Senator  Jones.  I  could  not  say  that  he  advocated  the  ad  valorem 
rate.  I  think  he  advocated  the  specific  rate,  but  we  were  discussing 
the  ad  valorem  rate.  I  said  that  the  ad  valorem  rate  that  had  been 
suggested  by  somebody  would  operate  unfairly  against  the  producers 
and  in  favor  of  the  refiners,  and  would  set  them  against  each  other. 
That  is  what  I  meant  when  I  used  the  word  negotiations. 

The  Chairman.  At  this  meeting  did  Mr.  Havemeyer  say  anything 
about  an  ad  valorem  duty? 

Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did.  I  do  not  remember 
whether  he  said  anything  about  ad  valorem  duty  or  not.  The  thing 
that  made  an  impression  on  me  was  when  he  came  into  the  room  first 
I  asked  him  what  would  be  the  difiTerence  in  labor  cost  between  the 
refining  of  sugar  in  Germany  and  the  United  States,  and  he  made  some 
statement  about  that,  I  do  not  now  recall  what,  though  I  made  a  mem- 
orandum at  the  time  of  what  he  said  to  me  about  the  rates.  My  recol- 
lection is  that  at  that  time  we  adopted  the  sugar  schedule,  tlie  first 
schedule,  that  was  put  into  the  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  Specific  duty? 

Senator  Jonrs.  Yes;  1  cent  per  pound;  and  he  said  that  no  r^ner 
in  the  United  States  could  exist  under  that  schedule. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Did  you  ever  meet  Mr.  Terrill,  Mr.  Ben  LeFevie^ 
Mr.  Meyer,  and  others  on  the  street? 

Senator  Jones.  I  met  Ben  Le  Fevre  on  the  street  about  six  months 
ago,  but  I  do  not  know  the  other  men  you  mention. 

Senator  Lodoe.  And  no  such  meeting  as  is  described  here  ever 
occurred? 

Senator  Jones.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ever  see  any  paper  prepared  by  Mr.  Caf- 
fery, and  indorsed  by  the  sugar  trust,  sent  into  the  Finance  Committee 
room? 

Senator  Jones.  No;  I  never  did,  and  I  wrote  that  first  sugar  sched- 
ule that  was  in  the  first  report  of  the  tariff  bill.  That  is  my  recol- 
lection. There  was  no  suggestion  on  the  part  of  anybody  else;  but 
talking  to  these  men  and  being  satisfied  that  there  was  no  such  thing 
as  getting  a  schedule  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  different  Sena- 
tors who  were  there  present,  I  made  up  my  mind  about  what  I  thought 
would  be  a  fair  one  and  wrote  it  out  in  that  way. 

The  committee  a^ourned  until  Thursdaji  May  31,  1894^  at  10 
o'clock  a.  m. 
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Washington,  D,  0.,  Jfoy  31, 1894. 

The  committee  met  at  12  o'clock  m. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  DaviS| 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWOBH  STATEMENT  OF  SE9AT0B  JOHN  E.  McPHEESOH. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  and  a  citizen 
of  the  State  of  New  Jersey? 

Senator  MdPHERSON.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  McPherson.  Since  1877. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  are  now? 

Senator  McPherson.  And  I  am  now. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
fienatet 

Senator  McPherson.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Democratic  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
:xiiittee? 

Senator  McPherson.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  In  a  letter  purporting  to  be  written  from  New  York, 
^n  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  signed  "Holland,''  there  is, 
sunong  other  things,  this  statement: 

Upon  one  occasion,  some  time  in  Febrnary,  when  the  Finance  Committeey  or  the 
democratic  members  of  it.  were  in,  perhaps,  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
Yoom,  nnexpectedly  to  aU  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.    His  going  there  at  that  time  hae  never 
"been  reported  nntil  this  writing  of  it.    He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
'His  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.    It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
mon  one  member  uf  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make  report 
of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.    They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much  for  Mr. 
Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.    He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the  President, 
but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of  those  who 
heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing  the  Preai- 
denft's  wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest  and,  for  him,  excited  man- 
ner.   What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially  accurate,  as 
H  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

''Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thinff  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
^pressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.  No 
^rty,  or  the  representatives  of  no  party,  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations. 
I  want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  tnat  this  is  going  to  be  done, 
^tlemen  abssociated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you  what  per- 
'^PB  you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  in 
1^  a  very  lar^e  sum  of  money.  They  contribu'tod  several  hundred  thousand  dol- 
m,  and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  yon  that  it  would  be 
^ong,  it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
gi^en  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
^m  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust 
that  you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in 
Wme  measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests. " 

That,  in  sub.stance,  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
^nunittee,  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  bvthe  national  campaign 
Committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  plea 
powerfully  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more;  he  had  said  enough.  He  turned 
J|Dd  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before 
he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he 
^oaght  would  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

What  have  yon  to  say  as  to  your  knowledge  of  any  incident  like  that 
having  occurred  t 

Senator  McPherson.  I  will  state,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  was  very 
seldom  in  the  Finance  Committee  until  after  the  1st  of  March,  but 
iiobody  ever  made  any  such  statement  as  that  in  my  presence. 

The  Ohatrman.  Did  Secretary  Carlisle  ever  come,  as  stated  in  this 
Mde,  and  make  a  plea  such  as  that,  or  anything  of  that  kindf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  JN'ever,  in  my  hearing. 
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The  Ghaibman.  Did  yon  ever  hear  from  any  other  member  or  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  that  he  had  done  sof 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  never  did. 

flDhe 'Ghaibman.  Do  yon  know  anything  of  his  coming  secretly  to 
the  committee  room  to  interview  anyone? 

Senaftor  McPhbbson.  I  do  not. 

.Senator  Davis.  Secretly,  or  in  any  other  manner? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  do  not.  I  was  not  a  member  of  the  sub- 
committee, and  therefore  had  very  little  to  do  with  the- bill,  and  was 
very  seldom  in  the  committee  room.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Carlisle  in  the 
Finance  Gommittee  room,  however,  on  one  or  two  occasions,  but  I  can 
not  give  the  dates. 

The  Ghaibman.  Nothing  of  the  kind  ever  occurred  in  your  presence 
or  to  your  knowledge? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Nothing  of  that  kind  ever  occurrei  in  my  pres- 
ence or  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  yon  first  hear  that  any  snch  thing  was 
charged? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  never  heard  of  it  until  I  read  it,  I  thinky  in 
this  paper. 

The  Ghaibman.  It  goes  on  to  state  in  the  latter  part  of  it: 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after. 

That  is,  to  draw  up  a  provision  for  the  sugar  schedule: 

The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Commitee  received  and  showed  to  certain  faTored 
firiends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secretary  Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the 
sngar  schedule^  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.  Voorhees's  possession  to  this  day.  unless  he 
has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had  scratched  oat  from  the  printea  schedule 
the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by  interlineation  had  inserted  the  following 
words:  ''On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard  and  on  all/'  after  the 
word  **a\1"  the  printed  form  remained,  in  which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars, 
and  then  this  interlineatioh  **  instead  of  one-eight  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  aa 
Talorem  " 

Did  you  see  such  a  draft  in  his  handwriting? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Ko,  sir;  and  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  hear  that  any  such  paper  in  Secretary 
Carlisle's  handwriting  was  in  existence  t 

Senator  MoPhebson.  No,  sir;  I  never  heard  of  it  until  within  the 
past  two  or  three  days,  and  then  only  from  rumor. 

Senator  Allen.  This  rumor  growing  out  of  this  investigation  f 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  think  rumor  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  is  also  stated  in  this  article  as  follows: 

Idr.  Cleveland  took,  in  that  interview,  nothing  but  the  political  and  partisan  view. 
He  did  not  particularize,  of  course,  the  sugar  trust,  but  he  expressed  annoyance  over 
the  tendency  in  the  Senate,  dissatisfaction  with  the  Wilson  Dili,  admitted  that  mis- 
takes were  being  made  and  pledges  violated,  and  spoke  of  the  loss  of  support  to  tiie 
Democratic  part^  which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  passage  of  such  a  hill  as  the 
subcommittee  or  the  Senate  were  reported  to  be  considering.  There  were  other  evi- 
dences that  this  purely  political  and  partisan  pressure  was  being  brought  to  bear. 
Senator  McPherson  revealed  it.  It  has  not  been  told  hitherto  how  he,  upon  one  occa- 
sion, in  the  presence  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  stormed 
and  raved,  going  almost  into  a  frenzy  of  passion,  intimating  that  the  party  was  pre- 
pared to  stab  the  men  who  saved  it,  and  at  last,  in  the  fury  of  his  indignation,  turned 
and  left  the  room. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  There  is  no  truth  in  that  statement  whatever. 
I  will  state,  however,  that  the  committee  and  myself  disagreed  as  to 
the  sugar  schedule.  I  did  not  favor  the  sugar  schedule  presented,  and 
I  did  rave  some  over  that. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Did  you  evei*  state  to  them  that  they  ought  to  put 
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duties  on  sugar  of  certain  character,  and  that  they  were  under  obli- 
gations to  members  of  the  trust? 

Senator  McPhebson.  Ko,  sir;  I  knew  nothing  of  any  obligations  to 
members  of  the  trust,  and  I  never  stated  to  them  anything  more  than, 
on  one  occasion,  I  stated  the  contention  of  a  sugar-refiner  in  my  State. 
There  was  a  i)ersonal  friend  who  asked  me  to  present  it.  I  simply  stated 
it  to  the  committee,  and  I,  myself,  voted  against  it. 

Senator  Lodge,  what  was  that  contention? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  was  told  he  wanted  a  duty  of  one-quarter  of 
a  cent  on  refined  sugars. 

Senator  Lodge.  A  differential  duty? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  A  differential  duty.  This  was  Mr.  Matthieson, 
of  Jersey  City. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  that  refinery  a  part  of  the  trust? 

Senator  McPhebson.  That  refinery  is  a  part  of  the  trust.  I  did  not 
see  Mr.  Matthieson  himself,  but  a  friend  of  his. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  urge  the  committee  to  give  duties  on 
sugar  upon  any  ground  of  obligations  to  any  member  or  members  of 
the  sugar  trust? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  did  not.  On  the  other  hand  I  did  this:  I 
prepared  a  sugar  schedule  which  provided  that  there  should  be  a  duty 
levied  on  sugar  at  80°  of  1  cent  per  pound.    Above  that  up  to 

Senator  Axlen.  Polariscope  test! 

Senator  MgPhebson.  Polariscope  test,  up  to  90.  This  was  one- 
hundredth  of  a  cent  additional  up  to  90;  two-hundred ths  of  a  cent 
additional  up  to  96,  which  was  a  dividing  line  between  raw  and  refined 
sugars;  three-hundred ths  of  a  cent  above  96 — all  by  polariscope  test, 
which,  as  I  understood,  would  give  the  sugar  people  less  than  1  mill 
per  pound  for  refining. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  specific  or  ad  valorem? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  The  duty  was  a  specific  duty.  It  is  by  i)olari- 
scope  test.  That  was  the  amendment  that  I  offered  in  committee,  and 
it  was  not  agreed  to  by  the  committee.  You  will  remember,  further, 
that  when  the  bill  was  rei)orted  I  gave  notice  of  my  intention  to  move 
an  amendment  upon  the  fioor  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  also  to  the 
income-tax  features  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  amendment  was  printed  at  one  time? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  The  amendment  was  printed,  not  exactly  as 
I  offered  it,  but  with  a  little  addition,  which  I  accepted,  which  would 
give  them,  at  the  very  outside^  sixteen  one-hundredths  of  a  cent,  and 
nothing  to  the  bounty  countries,  nothing  whatever  that  might  com- 
pensate for  the  bounties  that  might  be  paid.  That  was  a  bill  printed,  I 
think,  that  contained  this  schedule,  but  it  was  not  reported  in  that 
form  to  the  Senate. 

That  is  the  only  proposition  I  ever  offered,  and  that  was  the  one  I 
should  have  ofi'ered  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  the  refiners  advocate  ad  valorem  duties? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  think  the  refiners  were  desirous  of  having 
ad  valorem  duties,  although  I  never  came  in  contact  with  any  of  the 
refiners  whatever,  save  one,  and  he  asked  me  for  the  privilege — or  a 
fiiend  did-— of  calling  upon  me  to  show  the  unfairness  of  my  proposed 
sngar  schedule. 

Senator  Davis.  That  is  the  gentleman  before  referred  to? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  No,  sir.  The  gentleman  who  called  upon  me 
limply  communicated  to  me,  as  a  friend,  what  Mr.  Matthieson  desired* 
I  told  him  I  could  not  agree  to  Mr.  Matthiesen's  wishes.    Afterward  a 
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friend  came  and  said  he  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  see  Mr.  Searles.  I 
told  him  yes.  Mr.  Searles  came  to  my  house  one  evening  and  he  under- 
took to  show  by  figures  that  the  proposition  that  I  made  would  give 
the  trust  nothing — at  least  would  give  the  sugar-refiners  nothing — and 
they  could  not  live  under  it.  That  was  all.  He  is  the  only  man  I  ever 
saw  on  the  subject  who  was  in  any  way  identified 

Senator  Allen.  Is  this  John  E.  Searles,  who  is  said  to  be  the  agent 
of  the  trust? 

Senator  MoPhesson.  I  do  not  know  what  he  is.  He  is  Mr.  Searles 
who,  I  think,  is  the  secretary  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  hold  that  interview  with  him  at  your  house  t 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  held  that  interview  with  him  at  my  house. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  him  at  any  other  time? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  No,  sir.  I  saw  him  at  no  other  time  and 
nowhere  else. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  the  only  interview  you  ever  had  with  himf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  am  not  certain  about  that — whether  he  came 
back  the  second  time.  I  can  not  speak  from  positive  knowledge,  but  I 
saw  him'  nowhere  else,  and  I  never  saw  anybody  except  in  my  house. 
This  winter  I  have  gone  nowhere. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Havemeyer? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  never  saw  him  in  my  life;  I  do  not  know  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Searles  was  the  only  person  you  saw? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  Mr.  Searles  was  the  only  x>er8on  I 
saw.  He  asked  the  privilege  of  coming  to  see  me,  and  when  making 
legislation  I  never  refuse  to  see  anybody  who  desires  to  instruct  me 
in  those  matters;  especially  is  this  true  in  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Lodge.  This  statement  in  the  press  which  I  have  read  to 
you  relates  apparently  to  when  the  Wilson  bill  came  over  to  the  Senate, 
putting  all  sugars  on  tiie  free  list,  and  represents  that  you  remonstrated 
against  that. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Well,  I  never  remonstrated.  If  my  counsel 
had  been  taken  the  Wilson  bill  would  have  been  presented  to  the  Sen- 
ate without  amendment.  I  would  be  in  favor  of  putting  sugar  on  the 
free  list,  provided  it  could  be  done  and  secure  the  needed  amount  of 
revenue.  I  was  not  certain  that  the  income  tax  would  yield  the  needed 
amount  of  revenue.  In  short,  I  was  quite  certain  it  would  not,  because 
from  the  best  figuring  I  could  make  about  it — ^and  I  studied  the  subject 
a  great  deal,  and  had  other  gentlemen  more  competent  than  myself  to 
assist  me— I  determined  that  the  income  tax  as  it  came  from  the  House 
would  not  yield  more  than  $15,000,000  x>er  annum.  Therefore,  it  was 
entirely  insufficient  for  the  pui^oses  of  revenue,  and  there  were  other 
difficulties  in  the  way  here,  and  I  never  committed  myself  to  free  sugar, 
although  I  was  in  favor  of  the  lowest  possible  duty,  and  not  to  give  the 
sugar  refiner  anything  more  than  his  labor  cost  (as  we  were  giving  to 
other  manufacturers,  as  I  supposed,  in  the  bill)  on  the  process  of 
refining. 

Senator  Lodge.  Then,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  report  that 
^ou  stated  that  the  Democrats  were  under  obligations  to  the  members 
of  the  sugar  trust,  which  obligations  had  to  be  kept,  was  entirely  un- 
founded? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  never  knew  of  any  obligation  to  the  sugar 
trust. 

Senator  Davis.  The  question  is,  whether  you  ever  stated  it. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  have  made  such  a  state- 
ment seriously  for  any  serious  purpose,  and  therefore  could  not  have 
made  it  at  alL 
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Senator  LoBas.  Yoa  say  yon  never  knew  of  any  f 

Senatoir  McPhebson.  Ko,  sir;  I  never  even  knew  of  any. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  from  which  a  dednctioii 
of  that  kind  may  be  made? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yon  never  know  what  a  man  may  say  in  a  jok- 
ing way,  but  I  never  had  any  serions  conversation  at  that  time,  or  any 
other  time,  from  which  anybody  coald  draw  such  an  inference  as  that. 
J,  have  heard  the  statement  made,  however,  that  the  sugar  refiners  were 
in  the  habit  of  giving  the  Democratic  side  a  small  contribution  and  the 
^Sepublicans  a  large  one. 

Senator  Allen.  Nothing  of  the  kind  took  place  f 

Senator  McPhebson.  No,  sir;  not  at  sAl. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  this  further  statement  in  the  newspaper 
article. 

We  had  up  on  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
m  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  xke  suear  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  aU-day  and  half-the-nighi 
session,  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
^he  Finance  Committee  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  the  representa- 
^ves  of  tJie  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Feyre  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  with  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  oocn- 
pied  by  the  trust  aU  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  sat- 
isfying Louisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Democratic  party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two 
votes  against  the  bill.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  Uttle 
and  taking  a  little. 

At  one  tune  it  seemed  as  thoueh  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never 
was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee 
rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening.  Senator  Caffery  drafted  a  schedule. 
Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  nis  shoulder,  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar  trust 
watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw  that 
spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator  Caffery 
had  finished,  the  sugar  trust  read  his  drafb,  reluctantly  accepted  it,  it  was  taken  to 
the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory  was  won,  and 
the  original  drafb  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery's  handwrit- 
ing and  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

Do  you  know  anything  about  any  such  meeting? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Nothing  in  the  world.  I  really  know  nothing 
about  it,  and  had  no  suspicion  of  any  such  convention  of  big  men.  I 
bad  no  reason  for  suspecting  any  such  thing. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  were  not  present  at  a  Sunday  meeting  of  that 
kind! 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  was  present  at  one  Sunday  meeting.  Was 
this  the  Sunday  before  the  bill  was  reported? 

Senator  Lodge.  This  was  before  the  bill  was  reported. 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  do  not  remember  being  present  at  a  Sunday 
meeting  just  prior  to  the  day  the  bill  was  reported.  I  know  I  was 
present  at  a  Sunday  meeting  just  before  our  Democratic  conference  or 
caucus  was  held. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  knew  of  any  such  meeting  as  is  described 
there? 

Senator  McPhebson.  Oh,  no;  I  never  saw  anything  to  indicate  or 
lead  me  to  suspect  that  there  was  any  such  a  thing  happening  around 
the  Capitol. 

The  Ghaibman.  On  Sunday,  or  on  any  other  day? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  On  Sunday,  or  on  any  other  day.  I  want  tlie 
committee,  however,  to  understand  that  my  meetings  with  the  com* 
mittee  were  very  infrequent. 
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The  Chairman.  You  were  in  very  bad  health  then  t 
.  Senator  McPhebson.  I  was  in'very  bad  health,  and  could  not  attend 
t^lie  meetings,  and  I  thought  it  better  for  me  to  wait  until  they  had 
practically  agreed  themselves  upon  the  bill,  and  if  I  had  any  objections 
to  oft'er  I  would  offer  them. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  absent  a  portion  of  the  winter! 

Senator  McPhebson.  I  had  to  go  South,  and  I  was  absent  about  a 
month  in  the  South. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  committee  were  at  work  on  the  bill  at  this 
time? 

Senator  McPhebhon.  The  committee  were  at  work  on  the  bill  at 
this  time. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Mills  was  asked  during  your  absence  and 
lisability  to  take  your  place  on  the  Finance  Committee;  is  that  sot 

Senator  McPhebson.  Y6s,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Davis,  have  you  anything  to  say  about 
tfhat? 

I  will  state  that  Senator  McPherson  wrote  a  letter  to  the  commit- 
tee, which  I  think  has  been  read  to  it  some  days  ago,  shortly  after  we 
organized,  asking  to  come  before  it  in  order  that  he  might  testify  in 
/egard  to  one  point  touching  the  subject-matter  of  the  resolution  which 
i^as  committed  to  us  for  inquiry. 

Senator  Davis.  This  committee  has  been  instructed  to  inquire, 
jimong  other  things,  whether  any  Senator  has  been  or  is  speculating 
tn  what  are  known  as  pugar  st<)cks  during  the  consideration  of  the 
tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate.  You  are  asked  whether  you  have 
been  so  speculating  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration  of  this 
bill. 

Senator  McPherson.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  simply  to  state  that  I 
can  not  answer  that  question,  as  I  think,  any  more  plainly  than  I  did 
to  a  few  remarks  I  made  in  open  Senate  on  the  8th  day  of  March,  last, 
when  somebody,  as  I  took  my  seat,  handed  me  a  copy  of  the  New  York 
World  newspaper,  charging  that  myself  and  other  Senat4)rB  had  been 
speculating  in  Wall  street  in  stocks.  1  stated  the  simple  fact  there 
that  prior  to  coming  here — ^prior  to  the  recess — I  had  bought  some 
sugar  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  Prior  to  the  first  Monday  in  December! 

Senator  McPherson.  Prior  to  the  week  of  the  holiday  recess.  I  had 
bought  some  sugar  stock  and  it  was  sold  after  the  recess.  I  further 
stated  that  inadvertently  there  were  a  thousand  shares  of  stock  which 
had  been  bought  for  me  or  for  my  account,  and  that  I  had  ordered  it 
sold  immediately. 

I  simply  wanted  to  make  a  statement  to  the  committee  because  I 
had  been  charged  by  the  newspapers  with  speculating  in  sugar  stocks, 
and  I  was  fearful  that  I  would  be  obliged  to  ask  the  Senate  for  a  leave 
of  absence  on  account  of  illness.  I  was  unwilling  to  go,  during  the 
progress  of  this  investigation,  until  such  time  as  I  could  put  on  record 
a  denial  of  the  charge  of  speculating  in  sugar  stocks. 

l^ow,  I  will  be  just  as  brief  as  possible  about  the  whole  matter.  On 
Kovember  28  I  had  purchased 

Senator  Davis.  You  mean  November,  1893 1 

Senator  McPherson.  On  the  28th  of  November,  1893,  I  had  pur- 
chased 300  shares  of  sugar  stock. 

Senator  Aj.len.  How  much  per  share? 

Senator  McPherson.  I  can  not  tell  you  what  the  shares  cost  at  the 
time.    I  had  purchased  more,  but  there  were  300  shares  of  sugar  stock 
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that  were  in  my  name  on  the  books  of  my  broker  in  "Sew  York  to  my 
credit,  or  charged  to  me,  in  January,  1894,  when  I  was  in  the  South.  I 
supposed  these  stocks  were  sold  with  others  early  in  December.  But 
in  January,  when  I  was  at  Aiken,  S.  C,  my  son  was  there  with  me» 
owing  to  my  ill  health,  and  I  got  word  that  they  had  the  300  shares  of 
stock  yet  unsold.  My  son  immediately  sent  word  by  telegram  to  sell 
the  stock,  which  was  in  January,  1894,  and  on  the  25th  of  January  the 
stocks  were  sold.  About  that  time,  or  rather  during  the  holiday 
recess,  I  had  made  a  transfer  of  certain  properties  and  st^ks  and  bonds 
to  my  son,  covering  all  the  active  business  enterprises  that  I  had.  He 
had  got  to  be  25  or  26  years  of  age  and  wanted  to  go  into  business,  and 
I  transferred  over  to  him  certain  properties.  Among  them  I  transferrred 
over  to  him  a  certain  amount  of  railroad  stocks  and  Northwestern  Bail- 
road  stocks  which  had  been  on  deposit  at  my  broker's  at  New  York, 
and  which  had  been  used  by  me  as  a  margin  on  some  stocks  prior  to 
that  time. 

However,  on  December  31  a  statement  from  the  broker's  showed  that 
I  had  on  hand  300  shares  of  Manhattan  Bailroad  stock  in  New  York 
City,  300  shares  of  Jersey  Central  stock,  300  shares  of  sugar  stock,  and 
600  shares  of  this  Northwestern  common,  which  I  transferred  to  my 
son.  All  that  went  over  to  him,  and  on  our  return  here  on  the  8th  day 
of  February,  after  the  House  had  sent  a  bill  over  here  without  any  tax 
on  sugar  whatever,  and,  as  we  supposed  there  could  be  by  no  possibility 
any  tax  upon  sugar,  my  son  purchased,  as  he  had  a  right  to  do,  owning 
these  stocks,  although  they  were  still  in  my  name  on  the  books,  500 
shares  of  sugar  stock.  He  purchased  it  for  an  investment,  intending 
to  sell  his  railroad  stocks  and  put  the  proceeds  into  sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  your  son  make  this  purchase  upon  consultation 
with  you,  or  on  his  own  motion! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  know  I  consented  to  the  purchase  of  this 
stock,  but  whether  before  or  after  the  purchase  I  can  not  say,  because 
of  the  fact  that  it  did  not  seem  to  me  there  could  be  any  such  thing  as 
legislation  any  more  with  regard  to  sugar.  However,  I  said  to  Mm, 
*'  If  there  shall  be  any,  then  I  want  you  to  sell  your  stock  at  once.^' 

He  purchased  the  stock  and  got  sick  of  it,  and  on  the  16th  day  of 
February  he  sold  that  and  all  the  other  stocks  that  he  had  with  the 
brokers  in  New  York,  including  the  500  shares  of  Northwestern  stock, 
which  left  him  without  any  stock,  except,  I  think,  perhaps,  the  New 
Jersey  Central,  which  was  not  sold  until  the  26th,  as  there  was  no 
market  for  them. 

The  Chairman.  The  26th  of  whatt 

Senator  McPherson.  The  26th  of  February. 

Now  on  the  22d  of  February,  after  selling  everything,  he  wanted  to 
buy  the  sugar  stock  back  again.  He  had  the  money  then  to  pay  for  iL 
He  wanted  an  investment,  and  I  said  to  him  that  I  had  some  doubt 
about  the  propriety  of  his  doing  it.  However,  as  he  promised  to  get 
out  of  the  street  and  have  nothing  more  to  do  with  it,  and  take  his 
money  out  entirely,  I  finally  assented  to  it,  and  an  order  was  issued  to 
purchase  it.  However,  upon  reflection  we  again  took  up  the  matter 
and  discussed  it,  and  while  I  knew  nothing  about  the  purpose  of  the 
committee  in  regard  to  this  matter,  as  I  had  no  consultation  with  them 
upon  the  question  of  sugar,  1  said  to  my  son  that  there  were  rumors 
afloat  that  the  Senate  committee  would  do  something  with  respect  to 
legislation  in  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  still  in  South  Carolina  t 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  it  was  here  in  my  house. 
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Senator  Allen.  Here  in  Washington t 

Senator  MoPherson.  Here  in  Washington — and  that  I  did  not  think 
he  on^ht  to  bny  the  sngar  stocky  and  he  folly  concurred  with  me  in 
that  conclnsion,  and  we  resolved  then  and  there  that  there  should  be 
no  sugar  stock  purchased  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form  thereafter;  that  it 
would  be  quite  as  improper,  as  he  and  I  both  thought,  for  him  to  buy 
any  sugar  stock  as  it  would  be  for  me,  and  inasmuch  as  I  had  not 
transferred  the  account  to  him  at  the  broker's  in  New  York,  because  I 
I  had  not  been  able  to  go  to  !New  York  to  do  it,  if  any  stock  was  pur- 
chased it  was  simply  a  purchase  for  me,  because  it  would  be  charged 
to  my  account.  Although  he  had  his  own  property  and  was  bis  own 
master,  yet  at  the  same  time  I  persauded  him  not  to  do  anything  in 
sugar. 

Now,  as  I  say,  the  order  had  been  prepared,  and  among  other  orders, 
he  leaving  that  evening  for  New  York,  or  among  other  telegrams  that 
were  sent  out  inadvertently  in  some  way  or  other,  either  through  my 
carelessness  or  the  carelessness  of  a  servant,  I  ascertained  after  severi^ 
days  that  the  telegram  had  gone. 

Senator  Allen.  The  telegram  to  purchase  sugar? 

Senator  MgPherson.  The  telegram  to  purchase  sugar.  But  it  was 
entirely  an  inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  servant  taking  it  out, 
because  I  am  in  the  habit  of  writing  letters  and  telegrams  and  leaving 
them  on  the  table,  and  under  a  general  order  they  go  out.  Myself  and 
my  son  both  supposed  the  telegram  was  destroyed. 

My  son  went  to  New  York  on  that  evening,  and  if  there  was  any 
blame  to  be  attached  to  it  the  blame  was  my  own  or  the  servant's. 

This  was  on  the  22d  of  February.  On  the  24th  I  received  a  notice 
that  there  had  been  1,000  shares  of  sugar  stock  bought  on  my  account 
on  the  23d.  I  could  not  understand  how  that  could  be,  and  imme- 
diately, the  same  moment  that  I  received  the  notice,  I  telegraphed  to 
New  York  to  sell  the  stock  at  once.  Well,  the  24th  was  on  Saturday. 
Of  course  it  is  a  half  holiday  and  the  notice,  or  rather  my  order,  got 
there  too  late  to  do  anything.  The  next  day  was  Sunday,  and  early 
on  Monday  morning  it  was  sold. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  that  operation  result  in  profit  or  losst 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  never  looked  into  that.  There  might 
have  been  a  little  loss  or  a  little  gain.  The  order  to  sell  was  imi)erative, 
whatever  the  gain  or  loss.  I  did  not  want  the  stock — did  not  inten- 
tionally buy  it — and  wanted  it  sold. 

I  have  a  statement  here  which  you  can  see  for  yourselves.  That 
ended  all  kinds  of  sugar  purchases.  It  was  an  inadvertence  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  made.  There  was  no  intention  on  his  part  or 
mine  to  make  any  sugar  purchases.  That  ended  all  sugar  purchases. 
There  were  simply  two  purchases,  one  made  by  my  son  at  a  time  when 
nobody  supposed,  at  least  neither  he  nor  I  supposed,  there  could  be 
any  x)os8ibility  of  legislation  in  sugar,  and  if  so  he  would  have  sold 
tJie  stock  at  once. 

The  other  was  inadvertently  at  the  time  there  was  a  rumor  afloat 
that  there  would  be  legislation  affecting  the  sugar  interests. 

Senator  Davis.  Had  you  ever  before  made  purchases  and  sales  of 
sugar  stock  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir.  I  made  both  in  October  and  Novem* 
ber.    I  had  owned  sugar  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  At  any  other  times  before! 

Senator  MgPherson.  Yes.  Now,  I  have  not  intentionally  made  a 
purchase  of  sugar  stock  since.    I  think  I  made  a  purchase  of  sugar 
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stock  on  the  4th  of  Decemher,  1893,  and  sold  it  on  the  11th  of  December, 
18d3.  That  is  the  last  purchase  of  sagar  stock  I  made,  as  appears  by 
the  statement,  and  I  am  guided  entirely  by  it* 

Senator  Allen.  These  other  instances  you  have  spoken  of,  the  sales 
were  in  your  name? 

Senator  MoPherson.  The  sales  were  in  my  name  prior  to  January, 
1894.  They  were  then  transferred  to  my  son.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  them.    He  was  the  owuer  of  the  whole  affair. 

The  Ohaibman.  This  was  in  December? 

Senator  MoPherson.  This  was  in  January,  1894.  Prior  to  that  he 
was  not  the  owner.  I  transferred  it  to  him.  I  could  not  reach  New 
York.  I  could  not  go  there  on  account  of  illness  and  take  him  to  the 
broker's  and  introduce  him  and  have  the  thing  transferred,  and  I  had 
no  €li8X)Osition,  at  any  rate,  to  try  to  do  it,  because  I  thought,  perhaps, 
it  would  be  better  for  him,  a  new  hand,  for  me  to  keep  the  matter  in 
such  shape  that  I  could  check  his  ardor. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  for  some  years  past,  as  a  part  of 
your  regular  business,  an  operator  in  stocks  and  securities  in  Wall 
street? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Not  as  an  operator  in  the  sense  that  term  is 
used — ^principally  as  an  investor. 

The  Ghairiian.  Have  you  been  constantly,  as  such,  bujring  and 
BeUing  securities  on  the  market? 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  have  done  this — I  have  bought  securities 
and  sold  them.  Sometimes  they  were  sold  on  the  market  and  some- 
times tiiey  were  not. 

The  Ohairman.  And  that  has  been  for  some  years  past? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir;  for  the  past  seven  or  eight  years. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  an  office  in  New  York? 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  have  a  busiuess  office  in  New  York.  I 
determined  not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the  purchase  of  sugar,  and 
did  not  really  want  my  son  to  do  it,  although  I  did  not  see  on  the  first 
purchase  of  sugar  that  there  was  any  harm  in  it,  as  he  wanted  to 
make  an  investment. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  you  did  not  see  any  impropriety  in  it? 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  did  not  see  any  impropriety  in  it.  The 
statement  now  made  ended  all  sugar  transactions,  I  think,  both  on  my 
account  and  my  son's  account. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  told  us  of  all  the  sugar  transactions  that 
occurred  through  yourself  or  your  son  since  October? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Have  I  all  the  transactions? 

The  Chairman.  No.  I  say,  have  you  told  us  of  all  the  sugar  trans- 
actions that  occurred  through  yourself  or  your  son  since  October? 

Senator  MoPherson.  My  son  had  no  transactions  in  sugar  prior  to 
January,  1894,  and  I  had  none  later  than  that  date. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  substantially  told  us  already  all  that  has 
occurred? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes;  since  Congress  convened. 

I  will  say  that  I  had  purcnased  sugar  and  other  stocks  in  October 
and  November,  but  none  except  stocks  that  were  sold  very  early  in 
December  following. 

Here  is  a  statement  I  leave  with  the  committee,  a  statement  made 
by  the  broker  in  New  York  of  all  transactions  since  December  31.  If 
the  committee  wants  them  I  can  give  transactions  dating  back  fhrther. 
This  statement  embraces  every  transaction  since  this  property  was 
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tamed  over  to  my  son,  and  I  have  made  no  purchase  of  ^njthmg  since 
that  is  not  included,  or  he  has  made  none  that  is  not  included  in  this 
statement. 

The  Chairman.  Were  all  your  transactions  through  that  broker? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir.  There  have  been  none  through  any 
other  broker.  This  statement  shows  the  three  transactions;  the  sale 
of  sugar  stock  at  Aiken,  bought  in  November  and  sold  on  the  25th  of 
January;  my  son's  transaction  on  the  8th  of  February  of  the  purchase 
of  500  shares  of  sugar  stock  and  the  sale  on  the  16th  of  February.  It 
shows  the  inadvertent  purchase  and  sale  on  the  23d.  That  is  all  there 
has  been  of  it  since  that  time. 

I^ow,  I  do  not  think  that  this  can  be  called  gambling  in  sugar  stock. 
I  tried  to  correct  the  fault  or  mistake  of  the  purchase  of  February  23  as 
quickly  as  possible,  and  without  regard  to  loss  or  gain. 

I  want  to  show,  as  far  as  I  can,  to  the  committee  that  there  has  been 
no  intention  on  my  part  to  be  engaged  in  sugar  purchases,  and  I  am 
very  sorry  that  my  son  purchased  any  also. 

Senator  Davis.  During  the  consideration  of  this  tariflF  bill,  have  you 
directly  or  indirectly  given  out  any  statements  as  to  probable  action 
respecting  sugar  to  any  person? 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  do  not  remember  having  stated  that  to  any 
person  in  the  world. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  Senator  speculating 
in  sugar  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill? 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  have  no  knowledge  whatever  as  to  what  any 
Senator  has  been  doing  except  myself. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  that  some  time  in  December,  1893,  you 
transferred  as  between  yourself  and  son  all  your  interest  in  the  stocks 
named? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  But  that  it  not  being  convenient  or  possible  on 
account  of  your  health  to  go  to  New  York  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
transfer  on  the  books  of  the  brokers  they  so  remained  in  your  name? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  At  the  time  you  made  this  transfer  to  your  son, 
did  you  deliver  to  him  the  stocks,  or  were  they  on  deposit  at  your 
brokers? 

Senator  MoPherson.  For  instance,  the  500  shares! 

Senator  Davis.  Were  they  with  your  brokers? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Had  you  any  of  them  in  your  possession? 

Senator  MoPherson.  No,  sir;  they  were  all  at  the  brokers. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  transfer  in  writing  or  verbal? 

Senator  MoPherson.  It  was  a  written  transfer. 

Senator  Davis.  You  made  this  transfer  in  writing  between  you  and 
yo  rson? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  This  was  in  December? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Y  es,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  So  that,  substantially,  your  son  owned  the  stock? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir;  substantially,  my  son  owned  the 
stock,  and  everything  that  was  done  afterwards  was  done  for  hinu 
There  was  nothing  done  afterwards  except  he  purchased  500  shares  of 
sugar  stock  on  the  8th  of  February,  as  I  said,  because  I  thought  it 
was  perfectly  safe  for  him  to  do  it,  as  I  did  not  anticipate  any  legisla- 
tion and  did  not  see  how  it  could  happen  after  the  emphatic  action  of 
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tlie  House.  But  he  sold  it  again  on  the  16th.  Then  there  was  this 
unfortunate  occurrence  of  the  23d. 

Senator  Davis.  In  regard  to  the  1,000  shares  t 

Senator  MoPhebson.  It  simply  amounts  to  this:  It  was  ordered  and 
annulled,  or  countermanded  right  off,  and  that  ended  it. 

Now,  with  the  exception  of  some  Atchison  stock,  which  I  stated  also 
in  my  remarks  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  that  has  been  all  the  stocks 
he  has  purchased.  Everything  was  sold  out.  Some  time  in  April 
the  transfer  of  all  the  money  in  bank  was  made  over  by  my  secretary 
in  Xew  York  to  my  son,  and  has  gone  to  his  account,  and  since  iMt 
December  I  have  not  owned  or  purchased,  wittingly  or  knowingly  for 
my  own  benefit,  a  share  of  any  stock  in  the  world,  sugar  or  any- 
tlung  else. 

Senator  Davis.  You  would  have  known  it  if  you  had  purchased  itt 

Senator  McPhebson.  Of  course  I  would  have  known  it  if  I  had  pur- 
chased it.  I  will  say,  however,  that  I  sometimes  have  ordered  my 
broker  to  buy  a  certain  bond  or  stock  when  it  falls  to  a  certain  limit, 
and  I  may  not  always  know  it  at  the  exact  time  of  purchase,  but  soon 
afterwards. 

Senator  Davis.  Who  were  your  brokers? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Messrs.  Samuel  S.  Sands  &  Go. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  the  present  style  of  the  firmf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  S.  S.  Sands  &  Co. 

Senator  Davis.  What  number! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  No.  10  Wall  street.  Mr.  Joseph  H.  Bond,  a 
member  of  the  firm^as  always  attended  personally  to  my  affairs. 

Senator  Allen.  You  began  your  career  as  a  speculator  in  stocks 
during  the  time  you  were  a  member  of  the  IT.  8.  Senate! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  During  the  time  I  was  a  Senator? 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  never  purchased  any  stocks  that  were  the 
subject  of  legislation  by  the  Senate. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  a  stock  speculator  before  that  time! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  have  never  been  a  stock  speculator  at  alL 
I  have  simply  purchased  investments  in  stocks. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  purchased  investments  in  stocks  and  you 
sell  them? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Sometimes,  and  sometimes  I  do  not  sell  them 
for  three  or  four  years. 

Senator  Allen.  Stocks  bought  and  sold  in  the  open  market;  that 
is  correct  is  it  not? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir.  K  you  wiU  permit  me  I  will  state 
how  I  do  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Certainly. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  never  buy  any  stocks  that  are  not  dividend- 
paying  stocks,  as  I  understand.  For  instance,  if  I  buy  certain  stocks 
to-day,  such  as  bonds,  I  might  hold  them  three  or  four  years,  perhaps, 
but  if  owing  to  some  rise  in  the  market,  or  if  something  preferable 
might  show  itself,  I  might  sell  them  and  buy  some  other  stocks.  In 
other  words,  I  have  never  been  a  speculator  in  any  sense. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  bay  and  sell  for  profit,  of  course! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  buy  and  sell  for  profit. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  buy  in  the  open  stock  market! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  sometimes,  not  always. 

Senator  Allen.  And  sell  that  way! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  been  engaged  in  that  line  of  bnsineM 
constantly  for  the  last  seven  years  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  If  you  mean  by  constantly  whether 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  mean  every  day. 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  do  not  suppose  my  purchases  would  average 
one  in  six  months. 

Senator  Allen,  You,  however,  have  an  office,  you  say,  in  TV  all  street! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Ko,  sir^  I  have  no  office,  I  have  a  busiueaa 
office  in  New  York. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  is  that  office! 

Senator  MoPherson.  At  the  comer  of  West  Broadway  and  Cham- 
bers street. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  number! 

Senator  MoPherson.  No.  64. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  maintained  that  office! 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  have  had  it  there  ever  since  I  have  been  in 
the  Senate;  long  before  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  character  of  the  business  you  conduct 
there. 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  have  several  characters  of  business.  There 
is  no  banking  business  done  there;  no  brokerage  business  done.  It  is 
real  estate,  coal  business,  live-stock  shipments,  manufacturing,  and 
several  other  kinds  of  business. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  handle,  buy, 
and  sell  real  estate  itself! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  buy  and  sell  coal  itself! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir;  both. 

Senator  Allen.  And  realizing  profits! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir,  and  often  losses. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  firm! 

Senator  MoPherson.  l^o,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Just  "John  E.  MoPherson"! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  stocks  conducted  in  your  office! 

Senator  MoPherson.  Ko,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  That  has  been  a  kind  of  a  side  transaction  of  your 
own! 

Senator  MoPherson.  The  only  thing  I  will  say  to  you  is  I  never 
buy  stoclis  except  I  have  the  money  to  buy  them,  which  I  prefer  to 
invest  in  that  way  perhaps  to  an  investment  in  some  other  way.  It  might 
not  happen  once  in  six  months;  but  whenever  I  have  money  I  invest  it. 

Senator  Allen.  The  sugar  trust,  as  I  understand  it,  is  known  as  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company! 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  do  not  know.  I  only  know  it  as  the  sugar 
trust. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  wha^t  it  embraces! 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  it  embrace  all  the  sugar-refining  feM^tories  of 
the  United  States! 

Senator  MoPherson.  JN'o;  but  I  think  it  embraces  two-thirds  of 
them. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  that  it  is  incorporated. 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  think  it  is  incorporated  under  the  lawB  of 
New  Jersey. 
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Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  speculated  in  these  stocks  right  along 
the  same  as  in  other  stocks  of  which  you  speak? 

Senator  McPherson.  ^o;  I  have  not.  I  know  I  have  not  owned 
industrial  stocks  of  any  kind,  except  some  of  the  sugar  stocks,  and 
they  were  purchases  made  some  time 

Senator  Davis.  Before  you  made  those  purchases  last  summer  of 
sugar  stocks,  had  you  ever  made  any  purchases  before  that  datef 

Senator  McPherson.  I  had  purchased  sugar  stocks. 

Senator  Davis.  Before  that  date? 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  this  had  occurred  several  times  during 
your  career  on  Wall  street? 

Senator  McPherson.  I  have  bought  stocks  on  Wall  street  several 
times  in  my  life. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  been  engaged  in  purchasing  stocks  whose 
value  was  affected  by  Congressional  legislation  ? 

Senator  McPherson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  suppose  you  know  sugar  stock  is  affected  by  Con- 
gressional  legislation  or  other  legislation. 

Senator  McPherson.  I  did  not  own  any  of  them  when  legislation 
was  to  be  effected. 

Senator  Allen.  The  telegram  that  you  say  was  sent  inadvertently 
on  the  22d  of  February — ^you  had  consulted  with  your  son  about  the 
advisability  of  sending  that  telegram? 

Senator  McPherson.  I  had  consulted  with  my  son.    My  son  pro- 

r^sed  to  purchase  some  sugar  stock,  in  which  I  assented  at  first,  and 
think  the  order  was  prepared — the  telegraphic  order.  It  was  laid 
upon  my  table,  and  then  we  took  up  the  question  and  discussed  it,  and 
decided  that  the  order  should  not  be  sent. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  prepared  the  telegram? 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  prepared  it  or  not. 
It  makes  no  difference  which  one  prepared  it,  because  a  telegram  in  my 
name  would  have  been  considered  sufficient  for  the  order.  I  know  i 
assented  to  it  at  first,  but  afterwards  I  said  to  him,  <^  There  are  rumors 
tibat  i)erhaps  there  may  be  legislation  about  this  matter,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  have  this  stock  bought,  and  while  I  do  not  know  anything  my- 
self—I  have  had  no  communication  with  the  committee  and  do  not  know 
what  their  plan  or  purpose  is  about  it — still,  as  long  as  these  rumors 
are  afloat  this  stock  must  not  be  purchased,'^  and  to  that  he  assented. 
He  went  away,  and  having  a  large  amount  of  letters  and  some  tele- 
grams that  were  going  away,  in  some  way  or  other  by  my  carelessness 
or  otherwise,  which  I  did  not  know  until  several  days  afterwards  how 
it  came  around,  that  telegram  must  have  been  sent  or  taken  by  the 
servant  to  the  telegraph  office. 

The  administration  at  my  house  is  a  very  imperfect  one,  because  I 
have  a  butler  who  sometimes  does  that  work,  and  on  holidays  he  is  gen- 
erally away.  Then  I  have  a  colored  girl,  and  finally  a  cook.  Sometimes 
one  takes  telegrams  to  the  telegraph  office  and  sometimes  another,  but 
they  have  a  general  order  to  take  telegrams  to  the  office  or  letters  that 
are  left  there  and  mail  them. 

Senator  Allen.  You  had,  however,  talked  over  with  your  son  the 
advisability  of  his  purchasing  sugar  stock,  and  had  gone  to  the  extent 
that  one  of  you  should  prepare  a  telegram  to  purchase? 

Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  after  farther  conversation  yon  consented  not 
to  do  it? 
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Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  advised  with  your  son,  did  you  not,  as  to  the 
probable  outcome  of  the  investment  f 

'  Senator  MoPherson.  No  :  I  do  not  know  that  we  had  any.  He  got 
his  impression  from  the  market  reports  that  it  would  be  a  better  invest- 
inent  than  the  rail  stocks  he  had  just  sold. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  allow  me  right  there,  Senator  Allen  t 

Senator  Allen.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  I  see  from  this  statement  that  this  stock  of  l^OOO 
shares  was  bought  as  follows:  100  shares  at  79^,  400  shares  at  Y9|y 
and  500  shares  at  80,  which  were  sold  at  81^. 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes;  [examining]  on  Monday. 

Senator  DAVjps.  It  was  bought  on  the  ^tht 

Senator  MoPherson.  No;  onthe2dd. 

Senator  Davis.  The  account  here  states  on  the  26th. 

Senator  MoPherson.  That  is  the  date  of  delivery.  Look  at  the 
bracket  on  the  other  side. 

Senator  Davis.  Oh,  yes;  it  was  bought  on  the  23d  and  sold  on  the 
26th. 

.    Senator  MoPherson.  Yes;  I  got  the  notice  on  the  24th.    The  21th 
I  ordered  it  sold.    The  25th  was  Sunday  and  it  was  sold  on  the  26th. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  at  the  time  the  stocks  were  purchased  and 
the  time  you  advised  with  your  son  on  the  22d  know  that  the  subject 
of  taxing  sugar  was  under  consideration  by  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee? 

Senator  MoPherson.  Well,  I  knew  the  matter  had  been  talked 
about,  but  as  every  member  of  the  committee  seemed  opposed  to  it, 
^d  I  was  opposed  to  it  myself,  I  did  not  suppose  that  there  would  be 
anything  done  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  your  son  know  from  you  or  otherwise  of  the 
ajgitation  of  the  question  of  taxing  sugar  by  the  Finance  Oommitteet 

Senator  MoPherson.  We  talked  about  that,  because  I  said  to  him 
Ijhere  was  a  rumor  that  the  Finance  Committee 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  give  him  at  that  time  or  at  any  other  time 
the  most  accurate  information  yon  could  gain  upon  the  subject t 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  do  not  know  that  I  gave  him  any  informa- 
tion.   I  found  he  had  enough  information  of  his  own. 

Senator  Allen.  Yqu  thought  it  natural  to  give  him  the  best  advice 
that  you  could  and  the  best  information  that  you  could  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  tried  to  restrain  him  at  all  times  from  baying 
any  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  These  stocks  that  were  bought  on  the  23d  of  Febru- 
ary, 1894,  and  were  sold  on  the  26th,  which  was  the  result  of  this 
inadvertent  telegram  of  which  you  speak,  did  that  investment  result 
^n  a  profit  to  you! 

Senator  MoPherson.  That  I  do  not  know,  because  I  have  not  exam- 
ined the  statement.    It  appears  altogether  in  bulk. 

Senator  Allen.  I  wish  you  would  examine  it  and  see. 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  suppose  if  sold  it  would  result  in  a  little 
profit. 

Senator  All^n.  K  it  resulted  in  profit,  you  may  state  the  amount  of 
profit. 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  could  not  tell  here,  except  by  figuring.  I 
see  here  it  was  bought  at  79|,  79^,  and  80,  and  it  was  sold  at  81^.  KoW| 
there  was  a  commission  to  come  out  of  that  and  an  intereerti 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  a  commission  both  wayst 
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Senator  McPherson.  There  is  a  commission  both  ways.    There  is  a 
eommissiou  to  purchase  and  a  commission  to  selL 
The  Ghaibman.  What  is  the  commission  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  do  not  know  what  it  is.    I  think  it  is  one- 
eighth  of  1  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.    Give,  as  nearly  as  yoa  can,  the  profit  that  resulted 
Crom  that  transaction  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  wonld  suppose  there  would  be  a  profit  on  the 
transaction,  less  the  commission,  of  perhaps  91,000. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  son  had  never  had  any  business  experience 
of  this  kind  before  f 

Senator  McPherson.  My  son  had  no  business  experience  in  Wall 
street,  particularly,  until  the  purchase  of  his  first  stocks. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  a  mere  youth,  so  to  speak,  from  school,  and 
Just  entering  into  business! 

Senator  McPherson.  No;  he  was  not  that.  He  had  been  out  of 
school  for  several  years  and  was  very  anxious  to  enter  Wall  street,  and 
had  several  business  friends  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Whatever  he  was  doing  he  was  doing  under  your 
advice  f 

Senator  McPherson.  ITo,  sir;  he  was  not  doing  it  under  my  advice, 
because  I  said  to  him,  as  he  wanted  to  enter  Wf^  street  and  give  up 
aU  other  business,  I  am  perfectly  willing,  if  you  waQt  to  buy  some 
stocks,  and  very  few,  only  a  few  at  a  time — I  am  perfectly  willing  you 
should  exercise  your  own  judgment  about  it.    That  was  a  case  of  exer- 
dsing  his  judgment  in  the  first  place. 
Senator  Allen.  You  could  have  restrained  him,  could  you  nott 
Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir;  I  could  have  stopped  him. 
Senator  Allen.  Because  the  stock  still  stood  in  your  namef 
Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir.    I  was  very  anxious  to  have  him 
attend  to  the  business  I  had  turned  over  to  him  and  leave  stock  pur- 
chases alone,  and  so  advised  him.    He  said,  ^'  I  am  going  to  do  it;  I  am 
going  to  buy  some  of  this  sugar  stock  and  then  quit  purchasing  stocks.'^ 
i  presume  tiiiat  might  have  influenced  my  action  so  far  as  an  order  was 
concerned.    I  tried  to  correct  it  and  ordered  it  sold  peremptorily  with- 
out regard  to  profit  or  loss. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  not  passing  judgment  on  that,  of  course.    I  do 
not  pretend  to  do  that.    liTow,  is  your  son  still  on  the  market! 
S^ator  McPherson.  ITo,  sir. 
Senator  Allen.  When  did  he  retire  f 

Senator  McPherson.  He  drew  the  money  out  after  the  sale  of  these 
stocks,  the  Atchison  stock,  I  think,  on  the  20th  of  March,  and  when  I 
Went  over  to  New  York  I  had  this  money  drawn  out  of  the  bank  and 
deposited  at  another  place  entirely. 
Senator  Allen.  In  your  name  or  in  his  namef 
Senator  McPherson.  I  think  the  money  was  deposited  in  his  name. 
Senator  Allen.  Is  he  a  married  manf 
Senator  McPherson.  No,  sir;  he  is  not  a  married  man. 
Senator  Allen.  He  is  still  a  member  of  your  family  f 
Senator  McPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

^  Senator  Allen.  Had  you  at  any  time  before  this  had  any  informa- 
tion that  sugar  stock  was  liable  to  grow  in  value  f 

Senator  McPherson.  I  had  no  information  about  it  except  the 
course  of  the  market  and  the  general  impression  people  have 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  you  this  question  for  information:  It  is 
within  the  power  of  what  you  call  the  sugar  trust  to  either  force  up  or 
force  down  the  price  of  t^eir  stock  f 
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Senator  McPhebson.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  And  yoa  knew  that  fact,  of  coarse,  before  this  oer* 
tain  investment  t 

Senator  MoPhebsoic .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  your  impression  at  that  time  that  the  sngar 
tmst  or  some  other  organization  would  force  up  the  price  of  the  stock  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  think  the  sugar  trust,  with  or  without  legis- 
lation by  Oon^ress,  can  fix  the  price  of  their  stock  on  the  market, 
because,  having  the  absolute  control  of  the  market  for  raw  sugar  and 
the  market  for  refined  sugar,  would  be  able  to  charge  about  any  price 
they  pleased. 

Senator  Allen.  They  had  a  monopoly  of  the  business  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  They  had  a  monopoly  of  the  business,  and 
therefore  1  did  not  have  any  doubt  about  it.  It  did  not  seem  to  me  as 
it  made  much  diflference  to  their  pockets  whether  sugar  was  taxed  or 
not. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  know,  of  course,  any  legislation  looking  to 
putting  a  tax  on  sugar  would  have  the  natural  tendency  to  increase  the 
value  of  sugar  stock  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  it  would  have  made  it  sell  at  a  higher 
price  to  outside  parties. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  you  knew,  of  course,  when  you  talked 
with  your  son  upon  this  subject? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir ;  I  knew  that. 

Senator  Allen.  How  frequently  had  you  met  with  the  Finance  Oom* 
mittee,  or  the  Subcommittee  of  Finance,  and  talked  over  this  proposed 
legislation  on  sugar  before  this  investment  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Beally  we  had  no  serious  talk  in  the  Finance 
Oommittee  on  the  sngar  question  until  the  day  before  our  caucus,  which 
was  on  Sunday.    I  think  the  caucus  met  on  the  26th.    At  all  events- ■ 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  the  25th,  was  it  notf 

Senator  MoPhebson.  It  was  on  Sunday,  which  would  be  the  25tlLi 
Until  that  time  we  had  no  serious  thought 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  know,  however,  that  there  was  a  strong 
disposition  developed  on  the  part  of  the  Finance  Oommittee,  espedally 
in  the  Senate,  to  tax  sugar;  that  before  that  time  the  taxation  on  sugar 
would  become  a  necessity  f 

Senator  MoPhebson.  It  looked  as  if  we  had  to  do  it  to  get  the  votes. 

Senator  Allen.  The  thing  had  gone  so  far  as  for  one  or  two  mem- 
bers to  offer  suggestions  as  to  the  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  I  remember  no  talk  that  I  had  with  the  com- 
mittee except  on  Sanday  before— 

Senator  Allen.  You  had  already  prepared  a  partial  schedule  your- 
self. 

Senator  MoPhebson.  !No,  sir;  my  schedule  was  offered  on  Sunday. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  the  day  probably  after  this  inad- 
vertent telegram  had  gone  to  New  York! 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  offered  on  that  Sunday. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  would  be  a  day  or  two,  at  the  outside, 
after  the  telegram  went  to  New  York  for  the  purchase  of  these  stocks? 

Senator  MoPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  suppose,  although  it  did  not 
influence  me  at  that  time,  because  the  thing  had  already  taken  plaoe^ 
yet  it  would  have  influenced  me,  absolutely  so,  to  sell  at  once  any  sugar 
stock  I  might  have  held  (if  any)  at  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  you  if  you  think  it  is  advisable  for  a 
United  States  Senator  to  speculate,  either  directly  or  indirectlyi  in 
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stocks  whose  values  may  be  affected  by  legislation  or  proposed  legfs* 
lationf 

Senator  MoPherson.  Ko,  sir;  I  do  not  think  it  is  light  to  speculate 
in  those  stocks,  and  hence  have  never  done  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  tiivest  in  themf 

Senator  McPheeson.  As  to  that  I  would  say  to  the  Senator  that  I 
do  not  see  how  investments  can  be  made  in  our  days,  as  there  are  no 
securities  in  the  world  in  which  investments  can  be  made  except  where 
they  are  bought  and  sold  on  the  market.  I  do  not  know  how  a  maUi 
either  temporarily  or  permanently,  can  find  investments,  except  he  gets 
them  through  the  market  where  the  stocks  and  bonds  are  sold. 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  believe  a  man  who  speculates  in  stocks  whose 
value  would  be  affected  by  proposed  legislation,  would  be  influenced 
in  his  conduct  as  Senator  by  that  fact,  either  consciously  or  uncon- 
sciously f 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  do  not  think  ownership  in  any  kiud  of  prop- 
erty would  influence  my  vote  iu  the  least. 

Senator  Allen.  You  would  not  think  it  proper  for  the  judge  of  a 
court  to  be  pecuniarily  interested  in  a  case  that  was  on  trial  before  himt 

Senator  MoPherson.  ITo,  sir;  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  a  proper 
thing. 

Senator  Allen.  It  would  be  considered  highly  improper,  would  it 
nott 

Senator  MoPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  any  more  improper  for  a 
Senator,  who  is  legislating  for  the  welfare  of  the  entire  country,  and 
whose  mind  should  be  entirely  uninfluenced  or  unbiased  by  any  private 
interest,  to  have,  at  that  precise  time,  his  money  invested  in  stocks 
whose'  value  may  be  affected  by  the  vote  he  may  castf 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  think  a  man  whose  mind  would  be  influenced 
if  he  had  bank  stocks  or  any  other  kind  of  stocks — a  man  who  would 
be  influenced  as  a  legislator  by  such  consideration  has  no  business  at 
all  here. 

Senator  Allen.  What  I  am  asking  you  is  this :  Kot  whether  it  is  pos- 
sible for  a  man  to  own  stocks,  and  at  the  same  time  to  vote  against  his 
own  interests,  which  I  think  in  rare  cases  might  be  true,  but  do  yon 
regard  it  at  all  proper  for  a  Senator  whose  official  duties  require  him 
to  look  at  the  general  welfare  of  the  country,  entirely  impartially,  to  be 
at  that  precise  time  the  owner  of  stocks  and  bonds  whose  pecuniary 
value  may  be  affected  by  his  votef 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  will  answer  your  question  by  asking  you 
this:  A  man  who  is  perhaps  the  owner  of  a  factory  is  a  member  of 
C3ongress.  He  can  not  sell  his  stock ;  he  can  not  dispose  of  bis  factory, 
and  it  makes  no  difference  what  bis  views  may  be  upon  the  tariff,  one 
way  or  the  other.  I  want  to  know  if  there  is  any  impropriety  in  a 
manufacturer  or  a  farmer,  who  is  also  seeking  legislution  u])on  the 
tarift',  being  a  member  of  Congress  or  a  member  of  the  Senate?  Kso, 
the  rule  holds  good  as  to  all  otber  things. 

Senator  Allen.  You  can  reduce  that  to  an  absurdity  by  deductions, 
of  course.    But  I  prefer  that  you  would  answer  me. 

Senator  MoPherson.  I  will  say  this  broadly:  ■  I  do  not  tbink  it  is 
a  good  thing  to  do,  and  while  I  do  not  see  there  has  been  any  great 
wrong  or  harm  done  iu  this  special  transaction  I  would  not  allow  it  to 
be  done  over  again,  and  I  would  not  encourage  anybody  in  doing  it^ 
because  I  do  not  think  it  is  strictly  within  the  bounds  of  propriety. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  no  personal 
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Knowledge  of  any  other  Senator  investing  in  stocks  during  this  pena- 
ing  tariff  bill,  the  Wilson  bill,  before  the  Senate.  Have  you  any  infor* 
mation  derived  from  any  Senator  himself  or  by  hearsay  as  to  any 
Senator  speculating  in  stocks  f 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  have  never  questioned  a  Senator,  and  I  have 
never  been  the  custodian  of  any  information  from  anybody  about  any 
Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  heard  any  of  the  Senators  talk  in  your 
presence  or  hearing  about  any  transactions? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  have  never  heard  any  Senator  talk  in  my 
presence  or  hearing  of  any  transaction  of  the  kind — never. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  any  Senator  or  Senators  of  whom  it 
is  currently  believed  that  they  do  speculate  in  stocks f 

Senator  MgPhebson.  l^o,  sir;  I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  nor  ask  you  for  personal  knowledge. 

Senator  MgPhebson.  And  I  have  no  hearsay  evidence  of  greater 
force  than  idle  rumor. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  at  any  time  in  your  stock  speculations 
met  any  IT.  S.  Senator  in  the  stock  market,  or  the  broker  of  any  f 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  never  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  certain  Senators  who  have  brokers 
in  Wall  street! 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Either  by  hearsay  or  otherwise  f 

Senator  MgPhebson.  Either  by  hearsay  or  otherwise,  except  as  the 
newspapers  have  stated  in  connection  with  the  same  article,  tiie  only 
one  which  I  have  referred  to. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  members  of  the  sugar  trust  corresx>onded  with 
you  in  writing  as  to 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  have  never  received  a  word  in  writing  from 
any  of  them.  I  have  never  met  any  of  them,  with  the  exception  of  Mr. 
Searles  coming  to  my  house  one  evening  and  talking  with  me,  against 
the  proposition  I  was  making  in  the  Senate  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Searles  lives  in  Brooklyn,  does  he  notf 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  do  not  know.  He  was  in  Washington  and 
came  to  my  house  to  see  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Searles,  as  I  understand,  is  the  secretary  of  the 
sugar  trust,  or  the  sugar  refinery  f 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  think  he  holds  some  office,  but  a  i>ersonal 
Mend  of  mind  in  l^ew  Jersey  came  to  me  first  and  asked  me  if  I  would 
permit  Mr.  Searles  to  come  and  see  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Had  you  known  Mr.  Searles  before  thatf 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  had  seen  him  once  or  twice  before  that,  per* 
hax>s,  and  I  think  in  1890  Mr.  Searles  was  here.  I  met  him  once  or 
twice  during  that  i)eriod,  but  never  that  I  remember  since. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  knew  at  that  time,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that 
Mr.  Searles's  chief  object  was  to  be  in  attendance  on  Congressmen  when 
the  question  of  sugar  legislation  was  in  progress? 

Senator  MgPhebson.  I  only  know  he  was  here. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  his  chief  office  f 

Senator  MgPhebson.  His  business  with  me  was  to  protest  against 
what  he  called  the  injustice  of  my  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  Allen.  And  his  business  was  to  see  Senators  and  Bepre- 
sentatives  and  procure  the  most  favorable  legislation  from  them  possi 
ble  upon  the  sugar  question! 
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Senator  MgPherson.  I  don't  know  that,  bat  that  is  no  reason  why 
anybody  should  grant  it,  because  he  wanted  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  knew  when  he  came  to  see  you,  or  believed,  at 
least,  that  that  was  his  mission  f 

Senator  MoPherson.  He  came  to  see  me  when  he  knew  what  waA 
the  nature  of  the  amendment  I  had  offered  in  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  What  date  was  that  when  he  came  to  see  youf 

Senator  McPherson.  I  can  not  recollect  the  date,  but  it  was  after 
he  knew  of  the  proposition  I  had  made,  and  which  I  afterwards  stated 
in  the  caucus — ^perhaps  you  do  not  know  it,  but  others  do — when  1 
ox>enly  condemned  the  sugar  schedule  of  the  bill  in  caucus  or  conference 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  the  Senate  caucus  you  speak  off 

Senator  MgPhebson.  Yes,  sir;  I  speak  of  the  general  conference  ol 
the  Democratic  Senators. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  condemned  the  sugar  schedule  in  caucus. 
What  time  before  the  Senate  caucus  of  the  24th  or  the  25th  t 

Senator  MgPherson.  It  was  afterwards.  On  the  28th  I  think  as  we 
were  several  days  in  conference. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  had  this  talk  with  Mr.  Searles  in  the  month 
of  February! 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  can  not  remember  when  he  came  to  my  house* 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  before  or  after  thatt 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  can  not  recollect  when  it  was,  but  I  know  he 
came  to  see  me  about  the  proposition  I  had  made,  and  he  said  it  was 
entirely  unjust  to  the  sugar  people. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  impression  as  to  the  date,  or  near 
the  datef 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  can  not  remember  that  any  more  than  I  can 
remember  what  time,  perhaps,  the  500  or  1,000  other  people  came  to 
my  house. 

"Senator  Allen.  Can  you  not  recall  it  by  some  other  transaction  f 

Senator  MgPherson,  No,  sir.  I  know  after  I  returned  from  the 
South  I  laid  in  my  bed  in  my  house  and  saw  &om  100  to  200  people  a 
day  who  forced  themselves  into  my  bedrooms. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  this  shortly  after  your  return  from  the  South  t 

Senator  MgPherson.  l^o,  sir;  I  think  it  was  some  time  later.  It 
must  have  been  some  time  afterwards,  because  it  was  sometime  after- 
ward before  I  made  my  sugar  proposition. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  it  being  in  the 
month  of  February  or  March  f 

Senator  MgPherson.  I  think  it  was  shortly  before  the  bill  was 
reported  to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Allen.  The  bill  was  rex)orted  to  the  Senate  about  the  14fh 
of  March,  was  it  notf 

Senator  MgPherson.  The  20th  of  March. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  the  20th  of  March  f 

Senator  MgPherson.  Yes,  sir. 

Whereupon,  at  1:15  p.  m.,  the  comnuttee  took  a  recess  until  2:S0 
o^dock  p.  m. 
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8W0B9  STATBMEHT  OF  SE5AT0B  B.  Q. 


Senator  Lodoe.  Yon  are  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Texas  f 

Senator  Mills.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodoe.  And  have  been  serving  as  snch  during  this  session! 

Senator  Mills.  I  have. 

Senator  LoDGhB.  And  daring  a  portion  of  that  time  you  have  served 
as  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  f 

Senator  Mills.  Yes,  sir.  I  represented  Senator  McPherson  while 
he  was  sick  and  absent.  I  was  never  myself  a  member  of  the  Commit- 
tee, but  merely  a  supernumerary  for  some  months,  perhaps. 

Senator  Lodob«  You  took  part  with  them  for  a  time  in  making  the 
tariff  bill  f 

Senator  Mills.  I  took  part  with  Mr.  Vest  and  Mr.  Jones,  of  Arkan- 
sas. A  few  days  before  the  Wilson  bill  came  firom  the  House  to  the 
Senate,  Senator  Vest  came  to  me  and  said:  ^< Senator  Vance,  who  is  a 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee,  is  off  sick,  Senator  Jones  is  in  bed 
sick.  Senator  Yoorhees  is  in  bad  health,  that  bill  has  come  here,  and  I 
want  you  to  come  and  help  us  to  work  on  it."  I  told  him  I  would  go 
as  a  mere  voluntary  aid,  but  I  would  not  accept  a  position  on  the 
Finance  Committee.  Then  he  and  I  went  to  work  on  the  bill,  and 
worked  alone  on  it,  I  suppose  ten  days  or  two  weeks,  until  Senator 
Jones  got  well,  and  he  came  and  joined  us.  Then  Senator  Vest  and 
Senator  Jones  and  myself  continued  to  work  on  the  bill  until  we 
finished  our  revision  of  the  Wilson  bill  and  reported  it  to  the  Demo- 
oratio  members  of  the  Finance  Committee^  when  Senator  McPherson 
came  and  relieved  me,  I  having  acted  as  his  representative  during  his 
sickness,  and  I  know  nothing  more  about  the  bill  since  then. 

Senator  LoDCts.  In  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  Monday,  May  14, 
appeared  a  letter  in  which  the  following  statement  occurs: 

Upon  one  oooasiony  some  time  in  Febmary,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  tlM 
Demooratio  members  of  it,  were  in,  perhaps,  informal  session,  there  oame  into  tiie 
room,  nn^xpeotedly  to  aU  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  tiie 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never  been 
reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secreny  and  came  away  secretly.  Hu 
Tisit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed  upon  one 
member  of  tnat  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  ia  possible  now  to  make  report  of 
what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  muoh  for  Mr. 
Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration,  He  did  not  say  that  hecauio  from  the  President, 
but  when  he  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of  those  who  heard  him 
doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing  the  President's  wishes 
and  ^ving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him,  excited  manner.  What  he 
said  IS  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially  accurate,  as  it  was  reported 
by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

''Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  yon  as  a  Democrat  to  Demoerats.    No 

farty  or  the  representatives  of  no  pcui;y  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations. 
want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  uiat  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you  what,  perhaps, 
you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  pwety  in  iftf 
a  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  con tributed  several  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and 
at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be  wrong,  it 
would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution,  given  at  a 
time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to  turn  around 
and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust  that  you  wUl 
prepare  an  amendment  to  the  biU  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in  some  maaavrt 
■atiaiiEbctory  to  these  interests. 
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Tliat  in  substance  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  membtra  of  the  Finaao* 
Committee  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national  campaiffn 
committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  ap^ 
powerfolly  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  bnt  little  more ;  he  had  said  enough.  He  turned 
and  left  the  committee,  goin^  away  with  that  secrecy  with  whieh  he  oame,  but 
before  he  did  so  he  stgnified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which 
he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Goyemment,  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

lliat  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  farored  fHends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
Voorhees's  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made,  and  by 
interlineations  had  inserted  the  following  words:  ''On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16, 
Dutch  standard,  and  on  all.''  After  the  word  ''all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  "iuBtead  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  sSi  valorem.'' 

What  statement  have  you  to  make  on  that  point  f 

Senator  Mills.  I  know  nothing  on  earth  about  it.  Secretary  Oar* 
lisle  was  never  before  the  committee  while  I  was  working  with  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  never,  to  your  knowledge,  made  any  such  state- 
ment f 

Senator  Mills.  ITo,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  yoa  ever  see  such  a  memorandum  as  is  there 
described? 

Senator  Mills.  ISTo,  sir;  never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  did  you  ever  hear  of  itf 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  never. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  was  no  such  memorandum  to  your  knowledge! 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Who  did  prepare  the  sugar  schedule  as  reported! 

Senator  Mills.  Senator  Vest^  Senator  Jones,  and  myselfl 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is,  as  it  was  first  reported? 

Senator  Mills.  As  it  was  first  reported.  I  know  nothing  of  it  any 
flirther.  Senator  Vest  wanted  me  to  make  some  statem^it.  I  will  wait, 
however,  and  let  you  ask  about  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  this  further  statement  in  the  article  firom 
which  I  have  just  quoted  a  portion : 

We  had,  npon  the  Snnday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate^ 
a  striking  illnstration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  snirar  tmst  over  the  Dem^ 
ocratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all  day  and  half  the  nigbl 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol^  were  the  representa- 
tives oi  the  sngar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Fevre  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit  in  » 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  eommnnication  of  tnose  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  ooenjpied 
by  the  trust  all  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfying 
Ix>aiBiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Demo- 
cratic party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes 
against  the  bill.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  little  and 
taking  a  little.  At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  tne  w];iole  negotiations  must  go 
to  pieces.  Never  was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  tho 
committee  rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caffery  drafted 
a  schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  tho 
sugar  tmst  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairlv  glittered,  so  one  Senator 
who  saw  that  spectacle  afterVrards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When 
Senator  Caffery  had  finished  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it, 
it  was  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory 
won  and  the  oriffinal  draft  is  still  in  the  jMMsession  of  the  committee  in  Caffuxil 
r,  and  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  npon  it^ 


Do  you  know  of  any  such  meeting! 
Senator  Mills.  Nothing  at  alL 
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Senator  Lodge.  On  Sunday,  or  any  other  day! 

Senator  Mills,  l^o,  sir;  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  there  was  no  such  meeting  of  that  charactert 

Senator  Mills,  l^o,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  these  members  of  the  sugar 
trust  being  at  the  Capitol  f 

Senator  Mills.  Not  while  I  was  a  member  of  the  committee.  I  know 
nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  meet  any  member  or  members  of  the 
sugar  trust  there  t 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  Mr.  Havemeyer  happen  to  be  there! 

Senator  Mills.  No.  Mr.  Havemeyer  came  to  my  house  one  night 
and  I  refused  to  see  him;  I  have  never  met  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  he  introduced  to  you  by  anybody! 

Senator  Mills.  He  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Carlisle  to  me,  and  I  think, 
if  my  recollection  serves  me,  he  sent  the  letter  in  advance.  I  do  not 
know  but  he  might  have  brought  it  with  him,  but  he  had  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Carlisle,  simply  a  letter  of  introduction,  and  he  called  on  me  at  my 
house,  and  I  refused  to  see  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  see  him,  then! 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  I  refused  to  see  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  at  any  subsequent  time! 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  neither  before  nor  after. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  any  of  these  other  persons  mentioned  here  as 
connected  with  the  sugar  trust! 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir;  none  of  them. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  say  Mr.  Carlisle  gave  him  merely  a  formal 
letter  of  introduction  ! 

Senator  Mills.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  remember  the  wording  of  the  letter,  do 
you! 

Senator  Mills.  Oh,  no:  it  was  simply  two  or  three  lines. 

Senator  Allen.  One  of  the  matters  submitted  to  this  committee  to 
be  investigated  is  an  inquiiy  in  relation  to  money  having  been  con- 
tributed to  the  Democratic  campaign  i^nd  by  the  sugar  trust.  Can 
you  give  the  names  of  the  Democratic  campaign  committee! 

Senator  Mills.  I  can  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Of  course  you  know  nothing  about  that! 

Senator  Mills.  Nothing  about  the  committed  or  the  funds  contrib- 
uted to  it.  I  never  bothered  myself  about  it.  I  had  enough  to  attend 
to  my  own  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  any  Senators  have  been  spec- 
ulating in  stocks  or  bonds  during  the  pendency  of  this  tariff  legislation! 

Senator  Mills.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  by  reputation! 

Senator  Mills.  I  know  absolutely  nothing  at  all.  I  do  not  speculate 
in  stocks  myself,  and  know  only  what  we  see  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  will  call  your  attention  to  another  part  of  thie 
tiewspaper  article: 

To  go  back  a  little.  After  Mr.  Garlisle'B  address  to  the  Finance  Committee,  after 
the  meetinff  between  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  Senators  Brice  and  Smith,  there  ocenrred 
an  extraordinary  thiiiff  in  the  Finance  Committee.  Senator  Vest  made  a  statement 
which  caused  Mills  to  look  upon  him  with  amazement,  to  regard  him  with  suspicion* 
And  some  of  the  other  members  of  the  committee  to  eye  one  another  furtively.  The 
Senator  said  that  he  did  not  see  why  a  duty  of  one-half  of  a  cent  upon  raw  saffar  did 
aot  Afford  sufficient  proteoUon  to  au  tYie  saf^vt  mXAx^ta  of  this  country.    If  Mr,  Teal 
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were  a  new  Senator,  ench  an  aatonialiing  assertion  as  that  might  have  been  ascribed 
to  ignorance^  but  he  has  been  through  tariff  bill  after  tariff  bill.  He  looks  upon 
himself  as  something  of  an  expert,  and  he  mnst  have  known  that  his  statement  was 
ridicnloos.  In  view  of  his  earlier  position,  it  seemed  not  only  ridiculoiUy  but  strange. 
It  even  cansed  one  Senator  to  say  to  another,  ''Vest  has  flopped." 

Have  you  any  statement  to  make  in  regard  to  tbatf 

Senator  Mills.  That  is  false. 

Now  I  want  to  state  just  as  to  Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Jones  botlu 

I  was  the  first  one  of  the  three  to  propose  a  duty  on  sugar.  It  was 
an  unwelcome  thing  to  me  to  do  it,  but  I  regarded  the  bill  as  not  pro- 
ducing sufficient  revenueSi  and  something  had  to  be  done.  That  was 
one  reason* 

Another  reason  was,  as  you  gentlemen  know,  I  have  always  advo- 
cated putting  sugar  on  the  dutiable  list  as  a  revenue  article,  and  I  told 
them :  "We  have  got  to  have  more  money  than  the  Wilson  bill  makes, 
and  we  have  to  have  a  duty  on  sugar.  I  do  not  want  it.  I  do  not  like 
to  go  backward.  I  would  not  have  taken  sugar  off  the  dutiable  list 
and  put  it  on  the  free  list.  It  has  been  done,  and  I  do  not  like  to  put 
anything  back  on  the  dutiable  list — I  do  not  care  whether  it  is  a  reve- 
nue article — ^to  take  it  from  the  free  list  and  put  it  back  on  the  dutiable 
list."  I  said :  "  We  have  got  it  to  do,  and  you  may  as  well  make  up  your 
minds  about  it.    We  have  to  have  more  money." 

Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Jones  held  out  for  several  days,  and 
insisted  that  there  should  be  no  duty  on  sugar,  and  they  tried  to  figure 
it  out  that  we  could  get  along  without  it,  and  wait  until  we  could  get 
through  and  look  and  see  what  our  estimates  would  be,  and  so  on,  and 
we  kept  it  on  a  good  long  while. 

Finally  they  reluctantly  agreed  for  a  duty  on  raw  sugar,  and  it  is 
due  to  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee — a  duty  not  on  refined 
sugar,  but  on  raw  sugar.  I  think  they  said  nothing  about  Senator 
Jones  at  all.  It  is  all  stuff.  There  is  no  truth  in  it.  I  was  the  man 
-who  proposed  the  duty  on  it. 

Senator  LoDaE.  You  did  not  propose  a  differential  rate  on  refined 
sugar  f 

Senator  Mills.  liTo,  sir;  I  proposed  none  but  the  compensatory  duty. 
I  think  that  is  all  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  say  about  hun. 
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Senator  Lodge.  You  have  heretofore  testified  in  relation  to  this 
matter  f 

Senator  Jones.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  one  statement  with  reference  to  which  I 
would  like  to  ask  you.  That  is,  in  regard  to  Mr.  Carlisle's  memoran- 
dum furnished  to  the  Finance  Committee.  Perhaps  I  had  better  reread 
the  statement  to  you: 

He  tamed  and  left  tlie  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he 
came;  bnt  before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  wiUingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amend- 
ment which  he  thonght  would  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  Just  to  the  sugar 
interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schednle,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.  Yoor- 
hees'  possession  to  this  day,  nnless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
•cratcned  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made,  and  by 
interlineation  hae  inserted  the  following  words :  ''On  all  sugar  not  above  "Ko^lA 
Butch  standard  and  on  all."  After  the  word  "all"  the  pilnted  {oim  t^xxiWiii^d.  vn 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  Bugara,  and  then  this  interUueaitioTV,  ^^AA%\«M^fA. 
mie-eightb  of  1  percent,  45 per  cent  ad  vaJorem." 
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The  Chairman.  Were  yon  asked  about  that  before! 

Senator  Jones.  I  think  so.  I  think  I  answered  as  to  all  those  things. 
I  said  there  was  no  sort  of  truth  in  any  part  of  the  story.  It  was  abso- 
lutely all  false. 

Senator  Lodob.  There  was  never  any  such  memorandum,  to  your 
knowledge,  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle? 

Senator  Jones.  Kone  whatever.  The  last  schedule  prox>osed,  the 
one  that  I  proposed  to  the  bill,  the  one  which  is  pending  now — this 
thing,  I  understand,  is  said  to  have  occurred  some  time  in  February, 
the  latter  part  of  February  or  the  early  part  of  March.  After  we  had 
reported  this  bill  back,  and  before  these  amendments  were  finally 
reported,  before  the  last  amendment  to  the  sugar  schedule  was  reported, 
not  more  than  two  or  three  weeks  ago,  there  was  some  proposition  by 
some  members  of  the  Senate  to  make  a  schedule  of  40  and  45  per  cent, 
and  it  was  submitted  to  Senator  Vest  and  me,  and  Mr,  Carlisle  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  room.  I  do  not  think  he  came  there  by  appointmenti 
I  think  he  happened  to  be  in  Gen.  Cockrell's  committee  room. 

There  was  some  talk  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Carlisle,  Senator  Vest, 
and  me  of  making  a  schedule  of  40  or  45  per  cent,  and  I  asked  Mr. 
Carlisle  to  prepare  a  schedule.  We  had  made  up  our  minds  that  we 
were  going  to  prepare  a  40  per  cent  schedule,  and  when  this  proposi- 
tion was  made  I  proposed  to  Mr.  Carlisle  to  draw  up  the  amendment, 
or  have  it  drawn,  proposing  I  do  not  remember  whether  I  suggested 
to  him  that  he  should  draw  it  40  and  45  or  40  and  oneeightb;  my 
impression  is  40  and  one-eighth,  and  the  question  was  whether  we  would 
agree  to  45  or  whether  we  would  stick  to  the  one-eighth. 

I  asked  Mr.  Carlisle  if  he  would  have  that  drawn,  giving  him  the 

{>oints,  and  he  said  he  would.  I  asked  him  merely  to  save  myself  the 
iabor  of  it,  because,  the  data  being  in  the  Treasury  Department,  I 
thought  he  would  be  sure  to  have  all  the  points  covered. 

I  think  the  next  day  I  got  in  the  mail  a  type- written  schedule,  which 
was  just  such  as  I  asked  him  to  have  made,  and  Senator  Vest  and  I 
met  that  morning  and  talked  the  matter  over,  and  determined  that  the 
45  per  cent  would  give  the  refiners  a  larger  margin  than  the  proposed 
schedule  of  40  per  cent  and  one-eighth,  as  we  did  not  intend  to  make 
a  larger  margin  for  the  refiner  than  we  had  already  made. 

We  did  not  report  that  schedule.  I  may  have  taken  the  schedule 
from  the  Treasury  Department  and  changed  that,  but  that  is  the  only 
instance  in  which  Mr.  Carlisle  has  been  connected  with  the  drawing  up 
of  the  schedule  at  all,  and  he  drew  that  at  my  request,  when  we  had 
under  consideration  the  40  and  45  per  cent  or  the  40  and  one*eighth.  I 
do  not  know  which  way  he  drew  it. 

The  Chairman.  This  was  after  the  report  of  the  first  bill  for  spedfio 
duties  t 

Senator  Jones.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  was  the  very  day  before  this  last 
proposed  sugar  schedule  was  put  in. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  memorandum  in  existence  f 

Senator  Jones.  I  presume  Mr.  Durfee  has  it.  I  sent  for  Mr.  Durfbe. 
He  made  these  amendments  and  put  them  in  shape  for  me;  in  fact,  he 
drew  most  of  these  amendments.  I  told  him  to  do  what  I  wanted  done, 
and  I  asked  Mr.  Carlisle  to  draw  the  amendment  just  as  I  would  ask 
Mr.  Durfee. 

The  Chairman.  Has  Mr.  Carlisle  the  draft  f 

Senator  Jones.  I  think  he  has  it,  as  it  was  sent  fh>m  the  Treasury 
Departmenti   My  impression  is  it  was  made  in  typewriting^  although 


INVESTIUATION   OF  ATTEMPTS  AT   BRIBERY,  ETC.  187 

I  am  not  sore  of  it  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Carlisle  drew  it  or 
whether  it  was  drawn  by  some  derk  in  the  Department. 

Sesiator  Lodoe.  This  statement  is  that  the  draft  had  interlineations 
in  Mr.  Carlisle's  handwriting. 

Senator  Jones.  There  is  no  truth  in  it.  There  was  nothing  of  that 
kind  done  at  that  time.  Mr.  Carlisle  never  made  a  proposition  to  us 
about  the  sugar  schedule.  He  discussed  the  sugar  schedule  by  request 
with  us.  He  was  never  before  the  committee  when  he  was  not  sent 
for.  I  telephoned  for  him  many  a  time,  and  he  came  down,  and  he 
expressed  his  opinion  only  when  his  opinion  was  asked.  He  never 
suggested  to  the  committee  any  particular  schedule  that  should  be 
adopted.  He  never  expressed  or  suggested  a  line  to  the  committee  in 
connection  with  the  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  Lindsay.  This  conversation  in  regard  to  this  particular 
schedule  came  up  in  a  casual  meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Appropri- 
ations with  Mr.  Carlisle  f 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  my  impression. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  did  not  come  to  you  nor  did  you  go  to  himf 

Senator  Jones.  No,  sir;  that  is  my  recollection  of  it.  We  simply 
met  in  the  room  while  Senator  Vest  was  there,  and  it  was  simply  a  sug- 
gestion to  put  this  schedule  in,  and  there  were  some  Senators  who 
insisted  that  there  should  be  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar.  I  heard 
Mr.  Carlisle  say  a  number  of  times,  with  reference  to  collections,  that 
the  law  could  be  enforced  on  ad  valorem  and  a  duty  collected  on  sugar 
without  any  difficulty.  As  to  his  insisting  on  any  particular  conduct 
about  the  collection  of  the  taxes,  there  was  never  any  sort  of  conversa- 
tion at  all.  When  we  were  down  here,  I  asked  him  simply,  as  I  would 
have  asked  Mr.  Durfee  if  he  had  been  present,  to  prepare  that  schedule 
in  the  line  as  indicated,  it  being  understood  then,  and  the  next  morning 
I  would  make  a  recommendation.  I  made  up  the  figures  that  nigh^ 
and  made  up  my  mind  that  40  and  45  per  cent  would  give  the  refiners 
more  margin  than  40^  would.  When  Senator  Vest  and  I  came  together^ 
we  agreed  not  to  recomioend  40  and  45  per  cent,  but  we  would  recom- 
mend a  40  and  one-eighth  additional  for  refining. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  an  active  memb^  of  the  committee  in 
framing  the  bill  presented  to  the  Senate  f 

Senator  JoNEb.  1  was;  all  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  there  as  often  as  anybody  elset 

Senator  Jones.  I  think  I  was  there  all  the  time. 

The  Chaibman.  You  mean  by  that  after  you  got  well  enough  f 

Senator  Jones.  Yes.  Of  course,  when  I  was  sick  in  bed  I  was  not 
there;  but  Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Mills  were  working  on  the  bill 
when  I  went  up  there.  After  that  I  do  not  think  there  was  anything 
done  on  the  bill  when  I  was  not  present. 

Senator  Allen.  Senator  Vance  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  bill, 
had  hef 

Senator  Jones.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  sick  during  its  preparation,  and  subsequentiy 
died! 

Senator  Jonbs.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  statement  is  that  it  was  in  typewriting  with 
interlineations  of  Mr.  Carlisle.  That  is  why  I  asked  you  if  you  remem- 
bered it. 

Senator  Jones.  In  this  last  paper  that  came  here  it  may  be  possible 
tliat  there  may  have  been  interlineations,  but  if  there  were — ^weU,  yes; 
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I  think  there  were  interlineations,  and  I  think,  perhaps,  Mr.  Carlisle 
made  those  interlineations.    I  did  not  recollect  that  at  first. 

My  recollection  is,  that  I  first  asked  Mr.  Carlisle  to  write  that  sched- 
ule one  way,  either  for  40  and  45  or  for  40^.  I  afterwards  asked  him  to 
write  it  the  other  way.  I  do  not  remember  exactly  when  I  asked  him, 
bat  my  recollection  is  he  made  that  change  from  one  to  the  other.  That 
is  the  schedule  I  talked  about  here.  I  think  that  was  done.  The 
change  was  made  at  my  request,  if  there  was  one  made.  I  think  there 
was  a  change  made  at  my  request. 

Senator  Lodge.  So  you  looked  at  Mr.  Carlisle's  agency  as  simply 
the  manual  agency? 

Senator  Jones.  It  was  simply  that,  because  what  Mr.  Carlisle  did 
in  the  matter  I  was  responsible  for;  and  I  think,  if  I  remember  cor- 
rectly, that  there  was  a  change  made  at  my  request,  and  I  think  Mr. 
Carlisle  came  with  a  paper  in  his  pocket — a  paper  in  typewriting — as  I 
had  requested,  anci  I  asked  him  to  make  the  change  as  it  was  made. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  Mr.  Carlisle  furnish  any  other  statement  than 
the  one  you  speak  off 

Senator  Jones.  No,  sir;  none  whatever. 

SWOBN  TESTIMONY  OF  JOHN  0.  CARLISLE. 

{May  SI,  1894.) 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  Cablisle.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  have  been  serving  as  such  during  the  present 
session  since  the  4th  of  March  last? 

Mr.  Cablisle.  Since  the  7th  of  March,  1893. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  Monday,  May  14, 1894, 
appeared  the  following  statement: 

Upon  one  occasion^  some  time  in  Febrnary,  when  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present,  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  visit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking,  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle,  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  ot 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  President's  wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him, 
excited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially 
accurate  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

'^  Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.  No 
party,  or  the  representatives  of  no  party,  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations. 
I  want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar  refining  interests  (I  may  tell  yon  what,  per- 
haps, you  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  tfie  Democratic  party, 
in  1892,  a  very  large  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  yon  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
given  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
turn  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.*^  I  trust 
that  you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  will  be  reasonable  and  in 
some  measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests.^' 

That  in  substance  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national  campaign 
committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  pie* 
powerfully  put.    Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more ;  he  had  said  enough.    He  turned 
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«nd  left  tho  committee,  going  away  with  that  secreoy  with  whioh  he  came,  bat  befovt 
he  (lid  so  he  signified  nis  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  whioh 
he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government,  and  yet  be  Jnst  to  the  sugar  interest!. 
That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in  Secre- 
tary Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr.  Yoor- 
hees's  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
scratched  out  from  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  originally  made  and  by 
interlineations  had  inserted  the  following  words:  "On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  lo, 
Dutch  standard  and  on  all."  After  the  word  "all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  "instead  of 
•ei«»-eighth  of  1  i>er  cent,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

What  statement  have  yon  to  make  in  regard  to  thatf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  was  absent  from  the  city  from  the  13th  day  of  May 
until  last  Thursday,  a  week  ago  to-day,  and  therefore  saw  none  of  the 
pablications,  which  I  understand  have  been  made  by  the  newspapers, 
and  this  is  the  lirst  time  I  have  ever  heard  any  of  them  read. 

I  want  to  say  that  so  far  as  my  having  made  a  secret  visit  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate,  or  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  or  to  any  subcommittee  of  either  of  them,  or  any 
member  of  either  of  them,  it  is  absolutely  false.  I  have  no  recollection 
of  seeing  the  committee  at  all  in  February,  as  I  observe  that  paper 
BtattiS.  But  it  is  possible  I  did,  because  I  was  upon  two  or  three  occa- 
sions requested  by  the  subcommittee  having  the  tariff  bill  under  con- 
sidei  ation,  or  some  member  of  it,  sometimes  one  and  sometimes  another, 
to  come  over  to  the  Capitol  and  talk  with  him  upon  the  subject.  But 
I  never  upon  a  single  occasion,  with  one  exception  which  I  will  mention 
presently,  appeared  before  the  subcommittee  or  the  committee  without 
such  a  request. 

As  to  the  statements  attributed  to  me  there  not  one  of  them  waci 
ever  made  by  me  to  the  subcommittee,  to  the  committee,  or  to  any 
other  human  being. 

The  Chairman.  Or  anything  like  that  statement  t 

Mr.  Cablisle.  Nothing  from  which  an  inference  of  that  kind  could 
be  drawn. 

Senator  LoDas.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  to  them  about  any  con- 
tribution having  been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  to  the  campaign  fund 
of  the  Democratic  party! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  LoDGhB.  And  never  knew  of  any  such  thing  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  JSTo,  sir.  If  you  want  me  to  c^ive  my  information^ 
derived  from  a  member  of  the  committee,  I  will  say  that  the  sugar 
trust  gave  nothing  whatever  to  the  Democratic  campaign  committee. 
That  is  merely  from  hearsay.  I  know  nothing  about  it  personally.  Aa 
I  remember  the  statement  just  read  by  the  Senator,  it  is  that  this 
occurred  in  February. 

Senator  Lodge.  Upon  one  occasion  some  time  in  February. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  paid  attention  to  that  as  yon  read  it.  Without 
going  into  details  about  it,  I  desire  to  state  in  the  most  emphatic  way 
that  not  a  word  of  it  was  spoken  by  me  to  anybody  on  any  occasioiu 
On  the  morning  of  the  5th  of  May — ^the  present  month — Senator  Jone& 
of  Arkansas,  who  appeared  to  be  acting  in  the  matter,  and  perhaps  had 
charge  largely  of  the  preparation  of  some  amendments  which  it  was 
supposed  would  be  proposed  to  the  pending  bill,  came  to  my  residence. 
I  found  him  in  my  parlor  when  I  came  down  to  my  breakfast  in  the 
morning,  and  he  told  me  that  the  committee  or  the  subcommittee,  had 
agreed  upon  a  certain  rate  of  duties  for  sugar  to  be  incorporated  in  the 
bill,  in  lieu  of  the  paragraph  upon  that  subject  which  was  already  in 
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the  bill  as  reported  to  the  Senate  by  Senator  Yoorhees,  and  he  either 
gave  me  on  a  piece  of  paper  a  brief  memorandum  of  the  new  schedule 
or  paragraph,  or  he  stated  it  to  me,  I  will  not  be  positive  which. 

At  any  rate,  he  informed  me  what  it  was,  and  he  asked  me  if  1  would 
be  kind  enough  to  put  that  in  proper  form  or  have  it  done  at  the  Treas- 
ury Department.  I  said  certainly  I  would.  It  was  a  service  that  we 
had  been  doing  very  frequently  during  the  consideration  of  this  bill, 
and  a  service  which,  according  to  my  own  knowledge,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  has  always  done  heretofore  when  tariff  bills  were  pend- 
ing. 

I  went  down  to  the  Department  and  dictated  to  my  stenographer  the 
paragraph  containing  exactly  the  provisions  which  Senator  Jones  had 
asked  me  to  put  in  it,  and  I  will  read  it  to  the  committee: 

On  or  after  Jannary  firsti  eighteen  hnndied  and  ninety -five,  there  shaU  be  leyied 
and  coUected  on  aU  sugars,  tank  bottoms,  sirups  of  cane  juice  or  of  beet  juice, 
melada,  concentrated  meiada,  or  concrete  and  concentrated  molasses,  a  duty  of  forty 
per  centum  ad  valorem,  and  upon  all  susrars  above  number  sixteen  Dutch  standard  in 
color  there  shaU  be  levied  ana  collected  a  duty  of  one-eighth  of  one  cent  per  pound 
in  addition  to  the  said  duty  of  forty  ^er  centum  ad  valorem:  Provided,  That  all 
BUffars,  tank  bottoms,  simps  of  cane  juice  or  of  beet  juice,  melada,  concentrated 
m^ada,  concrete  or  concentrated  molasses  which  is  imported  from  or  is  the  prodnol 
of  any  country  which  at  the  time  the  same  is  exported  therefirom  pays,  directly  or 
indirectly,  abount^f  on  the  export  thereof.  shaU  pay  a  duty  of  one- tenth  of  one  ceat 
per  pound  in  addition  to  the  foregoing  rates. 

After  I  prepared  that  I  looked  at  the  bill  as  it  stood  and  discovered 
what  perhaps  I  knew  before,  but  I  noticed,  at  any  rate,  that  the  duty 
on  molasses  followed  immediately  afterwards,  and  as  Senator  Jones 
had  said  nothing  to  me  about  changing  the  rate  on  molasses,  I  was  at 
a  loss  to  know  what  rate  to  put  in  on  that  article;  so  I  sent  him  this 
message  by  telephone: 

TbEASURT  DEPARTUfKNT, 

WasMn§ion,  May  6,  ISU. 
Hon.  J.  K.  JomcSy 

Senate  Chamber: 

My  Dear  Sir  :  Do  you  propose  to  make  any  change  in  molasseaf  I  will  be  at  ibm 
Capitol  at  half  past  2  o'clock. 

I  dictated  this  note  to  my  stenographer  and  what  I  read  here  is  taken 
from  his  notes.  I  had  my  stenographer  copy  it  to-day.  Senator  Jones 
telephoned  back  that  molasses  was  to  remain  just  as  it  was  in  the  biU, 
and  therefore  nothing  was  said  in  the  new  amendment  about  molasses, 
because  this  would  go  into  the  sugar  part  of  the  paragraph,  and  the 
molasses  would  stand  as  it  was  before. 

This  statement,  "I  will  be  at  the  Capitol  at  half  past  2  o'clock,"  was 
in  response  to  a  telephone  message  which  I  had  received  at  the  Depart- 
ment asking  me  if  I  could  not  come  to  the  committee  and  bring  witli 
me  the  amendment  which  he  had  asked  me  to  prepare  in  the  morning. 

At  2  o'clock,  or  about  that  time,  I  came  over  here,  I  found  the  com- 
mittee, or  some  members  of  it,  in  the  small  room  of  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  having  gone  myself  first  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and 
not  finding  anyone  there  except  a  messenger. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  Senator  Cockrell's  committee! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir. 

There  were  in  the  small  room  mentioned  Senator  Vest,  Senator 
Jones,  and  Senator  McPherson,  and  Hon.  C.  R.  Breckinridge,  of 
Arkansas,  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
House;  Mr.  Sharretts,  a  member  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers, 
was  also  present,  and  I  think  Mr.  Talbott,  who  is  clerk  of  the  Oom- 
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mittee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  Honse.  They  seemed  to  be  very 
mnch  engaged  in  the  little  room  aroond  a  table  with  a  number  of  papers 
btfore  them,  and  after  stopping  a  moment  there  I  stepped  into  the 
larger  room  and  sat  down. 

After  a  few  minntes  Senator  Vest  and  Senator  Jones  came  into  that 
room,  and  I  showed  Senator  Jones  what  I  had  written,  which  was 
ezactiy  in  accordance  with  my  instructions  from  him  in  the  morning. 
Then  Mr.  Gorman  came  in;  he  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Appropriations. 

A  conversation  was  had  about  the  tariff,  and  as  to  how  we  were 
getting  along  with  it,  and  what  would  probably  be  the  result  in  a 
gener^  way. 

After  talking  some  time  it  was  suggested  by  some  one — and  I  am  not 
able  now  to  state  by  whom,  but  certainly  not  by  me,  for  I  made  no 
original  suggestion  about  it — that  instead  of  having  40  per  cent  ad 
va£>rem  upon  all  sugars,  and  one-eiffhth  of  a  cent  additional  upon 
sugars  testing  above  16  Dutch  standard  in  color  there  should  be  a 
duty  of  40  per  cent  upon  all  sugars  below  Ko.  16  Dutch  standard  in 
color  and  45  per  cent  on  all  sugars  above  16  Dutch  standard  in  color, 
the  additional  5  per  cent  being,  as  you  will  observe,  equal  to  one-eightb 
of  the  40  x)er  cent  on  the  other  grades. 

That  was  talked  about,  and  while  it  was  not  agreed  to — ^because,  as 
I  say,  there  were  only  two  members  of  the  Finance  Oommitteepresent, 
Senator  Jones  and  Senator  Yest— it  seemed  to  be  the  impression  that 
they  would  submit  that  kind  of  a  proposition  to  the  committee.  Where- 
apon  some  one  of  them  asked  me  if  I  would  not  write  it.  I  said:  ^^I 
^11  just  take  this  amendment  which  I  have  in  my  hand  and  interline 
it."  In  addition  to  that  they  said  they  wanted  to  put  into  the  amend- 
ment a  clause  in  relation  to  the  Hawaiian  treaty.  They  wanted  to 
insert  a  clause  that  this  schedule  should  not  abrogate  or  in  any  manner 
impair  the  provisions  of  the  Hawaiian  treaty,  and  asked  me  &  I  could 
not  write  that  also. 

I  said:  <^I  will  just  take  this  paper  and  interline  it.''  I  had  to  get 
the  treaty,  and  consequently  I  stepped  into  the  room  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance.  I  found  there  Mr.  Taylor,  one  of  the  messengers,  and  I 
asked  him  if  they  had  in  that  committee  room  a  book  containing  the 
treaties  between  the  Umted  States  and  foreign  governments,  and  he 
said  he  thought  not.  I  asked  Mm  to  step  down  to  the  room  of  the 
Oommittee  on  Foreign  Affairs  and  procure  a  copy  of  it  and  bring  it  to 
me,  which  he  did.  He  brought  it  into  the  room  and  handed  it  to  me  as 
I  sat  at  the  table  by  myself.  There  was  nobody  in  there,  unless  Mr. 
Taylor  was  passing  in  an^  out,  and  I  made  these  changes,  which  I  will 
now  give  you. 

Aj£er  the  words  "all  sugars"  in  line  2, 1  inserted  "not  above  No.  16 
Dutch  standard  in  color  and  on  all,"  so  that  it  would  read : 

On  and  after  Jannary  first,  eighteen  hnndrecl  and  ninety-five,  there  shall  he  levied 
and  collected  on  all  sngars,  not  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard  in  color  and  on  all,  etc. 

And  then  after  the  word  "  duty"  in  line  6,  just  preceding  the  words 
"  of  one-eighth,"  I  erased  down  to  and  includiug  the  word  "  ad  valo- 
rem,**  just  before  the  word  "  provided,"  and  inserted  this,  "  46  per  cent 
ad  valorem." 

That  is  to  say,  I  took  out  the  part  which  provided  for  one-eighth  of 
a  cent  per  pound  additional,  and  put  in  the  provision  for  45  per  cent 
ad  valorem.    Then  I  added  to  it  in  my  own  handwriting — these  inter 
lineations  being  also  in  my  own  handwriting — all  the  provisions  now 
eontaiQed  in  it  with  regard  to  the  Hawaiian  treaty,  just  as  it  is  to  day. 
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Senator  Davis.  Just  exactly  as  they  now  stand  f 

Abr.  Oablislb.  Just  exactly  as  they  now  stand.  The  amendment  as 
it  now  stands  in  the  bill  is  not  exactly  as  I  prepared  it,  for  if  yon  had 
the  bill  here  yon  would  see  that  it  contains  in  line  4,  page  40,  of  the 
amendments  which  were  printed  on  the  7th  of  May,  1894,  these  words: 
*^And  upon  all  sugars  which  have  been  discolored."    It  reads: 

Upon  aU  sugars  above  No.  16  Dutch  standard  in  color,  and  upon  aU  sugars  which 
haye  been  discolored,  there  shall  be  leyied,  collected,  and  paid  a  duty  of  one-eighth. 

Those  words  were  not  in  any  bill  before  the  5th  of  May,  and  were 
not  in  this  amendment  which  I  prepared. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  on  all  sugars  that  have  been  discolored  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  On  all  sugars  which  have  been  discolored.  How  they 
got  there  I  do  not  know. 

This  was  on  Saturday  evening.  The  gentlemen  of  the  committee 
with  whom  I  had  this  conversation  informed  me  that  they  desired  to 
have  all  these  amendments  printed  on  Monday,  and  therefore  it  was 
important  that  whatever  they  had  prepared  should  be  in  proper  form 
and  consistent,  and  you  will  observe  that  this  amendment  provides 
^Hhat  on  and  after  January  1, 1895,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected," 
etc.,  whereas  the  clause  in  the  bill  which  preceded  this  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

That  so  much  of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  reduce  revenue,  equalize  duties,  and 
lor  other  purposes/'  approved  October  first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  as  pro- 
Tides  for  and  authorizes  the  issue  of  licenses  to  produce  sugar,  and  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  bounty  to  producers  of  sugar  from  beets,  sorghum,  or  su^ar  cane  grown 
in  the  United  States,  or  from  maple  or  sap  produced  within  the  United  States,  b^ 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed,  to  take  effect  July  first,  eighteen  hundred  ana 
ninety-five,  and  thereafter  it  shaU  be  unlawful,  etc. 

You  will  see,  therefore,  that  unless  that  date  was  changed  the  pro- 
vision in  here  that  this  duty  should  take  effect  on  the  Ist  day  of  Janu- 
ary, 1895,  would  be  inconsistent  with  it,  and  there  would  have  been  a 
period  from  July  1, 1894,  to  January  1, 1895,  when  you  would  have  had 
neither  a  bounty  nor  a  duty  on  sugar. 

After  I  left  the  committee  it  occurred  to  me  that  the  other  date 
ought  to  be  corrected  to  correspond  with  this.  Consequently,  on  Sun- 
day morning — and  this  is  the  only  time  I  ever  went  before  the  com- 
mittee without  a  request — on  Sunday  morning  I  got  into  my  carriage 
and  drove  up  to  Senator  Jones'  house — he  lives  only  a  few  blocks  from 
me — for  the  purpose  of  calling  his  attention  to  this  discrepancy,  in 
order  that  when  they  had  the  amendments  printed  the  next  morning 
they  might  be  consistent. 

I  was  informed  at  his  house  that  he  was  not  there,  but  had  gone  over 
to  the  Capitol,  and  I  then  drove  over  to  the  Capitol.  I  found  there 
Senator  Jones,  Senator  McPherson,  Senator  Vest,  Mr.  Breckinridge^ 
Mr.  Sharretts,  and  also,  I  think,  the  clerk  of  the  House  Conmiittee  on 
Ways  and  Means,  but  about  that  I  am  not  certain.  I  went  into  the 
room  and  told  them  what  I  had  come  for;  that  it  had  occurred  to  me 
perhaps  they  might  overlook  it,  and  it  was  a  matter  of  some  conse- 
quence to  have  the  bill  consistent,  and  if  they  made  the  change  firom 
the  1st  of  July  for  the  duty  they  should  also  change  the  date  when 
the  repeal  should  take  effect. 

I  do  not  remember  now  who  it  was,  but  someone  thanked  me  for 
calling  attention  to  the  matter;  and  as  I  started  to  go  out  of  the 
committee  room  Senator  Jones  walked  with  me  towards  the  door 
and  said,  ^'The  last  amendment  which  you  prepared  yesterday  after- 
noon has  never  been  submitted  to  the  other  members  of  the  com- 
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mittee  and  will  not  be;  it  has  been  abandoned."  I  said,  <<A11  right," 
and  walked  out.  That  was  the  amendment  which  changed  the  du^ 
to  40  and  45,  and  he  made  the  remark  to  me,  as  I  was  going  ont  of  the 
door,  or  was  going  towards  the  door,  that  it  had  not  been  submitted  to 
the  other  members,  and  they  had  abandoned  the  idea  of  submitting  it^ 
and  nothing  more  was  said  about  it  then  or  since. 

The  amendment  which  I  prepared  by  interlineations  in  the  Committee 
on  Finance  I  handed  to  Senator  Jones  as  I  passed  through  going  out 
of  the  Capitol  on  that  Saturday  afternoon  and  I  have  never  seen  it 
since. 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  some  person — I  do  not  kn^ow  who  it  is — ^has 
seen  that  amendment  in  my  handwriting,  undoubtedly,  from  the  state- 
ment which  the  Senator  has  just  read  to  me,  and  as  for  as  I  am  con- 
cerned it  may  be  published  to  the  whole  world  and  read  in  the  Senate 
or  anywhere  else.  It  was  simply  a  compliance  with  the  request  ot 
Senator  Jones  and  the  others  present,  and  on  that  the  writer  has  based 
all  this  statement,  I  presume,  though  he  fixes  the  time  in  February. 
It  was  on  the  5th  day  of  May. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  schedule  in  the  bill,  as  first  reported,  provided 
for  specific  duties,  as  I  understand  f 
Mr.  Cablisle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  amendment  which  you  drafted  abandoned  si>e- 
dfic  duties  and  made  them  all  ad  valorem  f 

Mr.  Cablisle.  The  first  one  made  part  ad  valorem  and  part  specific 
It  was  my  information  from  Senator  Jones  that  they  had  agreed  upon 
that,  and  I  was  asked  to  prepare  it.  The  second  one,  by  interlineationSi 
made  all  the  duty  ad  valorem. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  the  ad  valorem  duties  were 
advocated  by  the  refining  interests  f 

Mr.  Cablisle.  I  think  they  were.    In  fEkct,  I  know,  for  both  the  refin- 
ers and  the  planters  talked  to  me  on  the  subject.    I  have  heard  all 
aides  on  this  and  other  questions  involved  in  the  bill.    From  the  time 
it  started,  as  would  naturally  be  supposed,  everybody  seemed  to  think 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  would  have  some  agency  in  the 
preparation  of  the  bill,  and  they  came  to  me  and  talked  with  me  about 
ft  great  number  of  things,  about  iron,  steel,  woolen  goods,  cotton  goods, 
guns,  percussion  caps,  screws,  cigarettes,  condensed  milk,  window 
Blades,  machinery,  bagging,  and  there  are  x)erhaps  forty  or  fifty  other 
^ings  that  people  have  been  to  see  me  about.    I  would  usually  say  to 
them:  <<  You  have  come  to  the  wrong  place;  you  should  go  and  talk  to 
o^embers  of  the  committee."    Sometimes  they  would  say  to  me:  ^^  We 
can  not  get  to  see  them;  they  are  usually  very  busy.'^ 

On  some  occasions  a  gentleman  would  ask  me  to  give  him  a  note  to 
^me  member  of  the  committee,  and  I  would  do  so.  If  a  man  came  to 
iQe  whom  I  thought  was  a  gentleman  and  asked  me  to  give  him  a  let- 
^  of  introduction  to  any  member  of  the  committee,  I  <Ud  it.  I  gave 
ft  note  of  introduction  to  Mr.  Mills,  and  I  gave  a  note  to  Senator  Jones 
ftnd  Senator  Vest  and  others.  Whether  the  gentleman  saw  them  or 
not  in  every  case  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  the  representatives  of  the  planters  come  to  see 
you  about  it! 
Mr.  Cablisle.  Several  times,  and  sometimes  in  a  body. 
Senator  Lodge.  Did  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust  oome  to 
you  also  f 

Mr.  Cablisle.  There  have  been  three  gentlemen  to  see  me.  Mi. 
Bearles  came  into  my  office  oncO;  and  only  once,  so  &c  aa  1  lemsmSs^^Jt^ 
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and  had  some  conversation  about  what  he  thought  ought  to  be  put  on 
sugar.  I  can  not  tell  you  when  he  did  so,  but  I  know  we  had  a  con- 
versation on  that  subject. 

Mr.  Havemeyer  came  into  my  office,  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  who  id 
the  president  of  the  trust,  I  believe.  He  told  me  what  he  thought 
about  it.    He  thought  there  ought  to  be  an  ad  valorem  rate  on  sugar. 

Mr.  Henry  R.  Reed,  of  Boston,  has  been  in  my  office  two  or  three 
times,  perhaps,  and  talked  about  this  matter,  but  I  would  not  under- 
take to  tell  you  specifically  what  either  one  of  them  said.  They  were 
general  conversations  about  the  tariff  and  the  rates  of  duty  which  they 
thought  ought  to  be  imposed  upon  sugar. 

I  had  just  such  conversations  with  other  people  representing  different 
articles  affected  by  the  bill. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  representing  their  own  interests! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  They  were  representing  their  own  interests. 

Senator  Lodqb.  Did  you  give  them  letters  of  introduction! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  I  gave  Mr.  Eeed  a 
letter  of  introduction  to  Senator  Jones.  I  gave  Mr.  Havemeyer  a  letter 
of  introduction  to  Mr.  Mills.  Mr.  Havemeyer  stated  that  he  knew  Mi. 
Mills  very  well  himself,  but  he  said,  as  Mr.  Mills  was  very  busy,  he  would 
probably  not  see  him  unless  he  had  a  note  from  me,  and  I  gave  him  a 
note. 

I  do  not  think  he  saw  Senator  Mills.  The  Senator  told  me  after- 
wards he  could  not  see  him.  It  was  only  an  ordinary  note,  which  I 
hope,  if  there  is  any  question  about  it,  will  be  produced  and  published. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Considering  the  relations  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  finance  of  the  country,  would  you  hesitate  or  regard  it 
as  indelicate  to  suggest  any  change  that  you  thought  was  essential  to 
the  financial  interest? 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  would  not,  certainly.  But  as  to  the  sugar  schedule 
I  will  say  I  never  made  any  suggestion  about  it.  I  mean  by  that  any 
independent  or  original  suggestion,  any  voluntary  suggestion.  (>f 
course,  I  would  not  say  that  in  conference  with  the  gentlemen  of  the 
committee,  when  one  of  them  made  a  suggestion  or  proposition,  that  I 
would  not  say  something  on  the  subject,  just  as  the  other  gentlemen 
would;  that  is,  we  would  discuss  it.  But  I  never  otherwise  made  a 
suggestion  about  the  sugar  schedule. 

In  further  answer  to  Senator  Lindsay's  question  I  will  say  that  we 
have  originated  in  the  Treasury  Department  quite  a  number  of  para- 
graphs that  are  in  the  bill  now.  Others  we  have  remodeled,  redrcufted, 
in  the  Treasury  Department  upon  our  own  motion,  after  having  seen 
them  in  the  bill  and  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  they  were  inartift- 
daily  drawn;  we  would  reconstruct  them  and  send  them  to  the  com- 
mittee; and  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  has  no  doubt  a 
great  many  letters  jfrom  me  making  suggestions  as  to  the  form  in  which 
tariff  provisions  should  be  put.    It  is  a  very  common  thing. 

1  want  to  say,  fhrther,  that  if  I  am  asked  hereafter  by  the  committee 
to  assist  them  in  the  preparation  of  the  bill  I  intend  to  do  it.  I  con- 
sider it  part  of  my  official  duty  to  do  so  in  matters  which  pertain 
esi)ecially  to  that  Department 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you  this:  Before  yon  entered  upon  vonr 
present  office  were  you  a  member  of  the  Finance  Oommittee  of  the 
Senate  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  were  yon  not  for  many  yeoxa  a  member  of  tte 
"Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House! 
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Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  think  1  was  about  six  years  a  member  of  the  Coni- 
nittee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the  House,  perhaps  not  quite  so  long, 
because  I  went  to  the  Senate  from  the  House  while  a  member,  and  I 
was  from  May,  1890,  to  about  the  1st  of  February,  1892,  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  And  from  your  experience  on  those  committees  was 
it  unusual  or  necessary  in  the  preparation  of  tariff  bills  to  consult  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  never  knew  a  tariff  bill  to  be  prepared  without 
more  or  less  consultation  with  the  Treasury  Department,  sometimes 
t*e  Secretary  himself  in  person;  sometimes  with  other  Treasury  officials 
who  were  supposed  to  have  expert  knowledge  upon  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  within  your  own  knowledge  as  a  member  of 
the  Wavs  and  Means  Committee  of  the  House  or  the  Finance  Commit- 
tee  of  the  Senate  a  frequent  occurrence,  or  not,  to  call  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  for  assistance! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Oh,  yes.    It  has  always  been,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  this  amendment  was 
^veu  by  you  to  Senator  Jones  and  that  Senator  Vest  was  present. 
Did  you  mention  any  other  member  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  at 
that  time! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  If  you  understood  me  to  say  that  Senator  Vest  was 
present  when  I  handed  it  to  Senator  Jones  you  misunderstood  me. 
Senator  V^est  was  present  when  I  was  asked  to  go  and  prepare  it. 
When  I  returned  from  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  the 
Committee  on  Approj>riations  I  was  told  by  the  messenger  at  the  door 
that  the  gentlemen  had  left,  but  that  Senator  Jones  had  gone  down  to 
his  own  room,  which  was  on  the  floor  below,  but  not  out  of  my  way  as 
1  went  out  of  the  building.  I  went  by  Senator  Jones'  room,  stepped  in 
and  handed  him  tliis  amendment  with  my  interlineations  as  I  have 
already  described,  and  simply  remarked  to  him,  "I  have  prepared  this 
as  you  requested,''  and  went  out. 

Senator  Lodge.  During  this  conversation,  before  you  made  the 
interlineations,  were  there  any  other  members  of  the  Finance  Commit^ 
tee  there  that  you  recall! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  am  quite  certain  there  was  no  other  member  pres- 
ent, although  Senator  McPherson  was  in  the  other  room,  as  I  have 
stated.  He  was  not  in  the  large  room;  I  was  there  but  a  lew  minutes. 
My  sole  business  was  to  bring  that  amendment.  After  I  had  brought  it, 
this  conversation  arose  as  to  the  change  of  the  form  of  it,  and  it  was 
not  agreed  to,  as  you  understand.  It  was  only  suggested  that  they 
would  present  that  to  the  other  members  for  their  consideration,  but, 
as  I  was  informed  by  Senator  Jones  the  next  morning,  they  did  not  do  it. 

The  Chairman.  They  abandoned  it! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  They  abandoned  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say,  in  substance,  in  prepar- 
ing this  proposed  amendment  and  making  interlineations  which  you 
made  you  were  8imx)ly  acting 

Mr.  Carlisle.  As  the  amanuensis  of  Senator  Jones,  you  might  say. 

Senator  Allen.  That  you  were  simply  acting  for  his  accommoda- 
tion, and  not  a^^ting  officially  or  semiofficially! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  did  not  make  a  single  suggestion  about  it  when  he 
asked  me  to  prepare  it.  There  was  nothing  in  it  that  was  not  con- 
tained in  substance  in  Senator  Jones's  memorandum,  if  he  gave  me  one 
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in  writing,  or  in  hia  statement  to  me  verbally.    I  merely  took  what  he 
wanted  and  put  it  in  form. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  was  some  discussion,  I  think  you  said,  in 
regard  to  the  sugar  schedule  while  you  were  all  standing  there,  before 
you  made  the  interlineations. 

Mr.  Gablisle.  Oh,  yes.  I  understood  Senaitor  Allen  to  be  speaking 
now  about  the  first  amendment.  I  brought  that  over,  and  when  I 
brought  it  over,  as  I  have  said,  this  other  matter  came  up,  and  api^a- 
rently,  if  I  may  use  the  expression,  incidentally  I  presented  this  amend- 
ment, and  we  got  to  talking  about  it  and  the  suggestion  was  made  that 
it  would  be  substantially  the  same  thing  to  put  ad  valorem  all  the  way 
through ;  that  is  to  say,  40  per  cent  on  sugar  below  No.  16  Dutch 
standard,  and  45  -per  cent,  which  apparently  is  one-eighth  more,  on 
sugar  above  No.  16  Duteh  standard,  and  that  was  int^lined  and  the 
Hawaiian  part  added. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  advise  them  as  to  whether  it  was  better 
to  have  ad  valorem  or  specific  duties  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  have  always  been  in  favor  of  an  ad  valorem  duty, 
but  I  do  not  remember  that  I  gave  them  any  such  opinion  then.  There 
was  very  little  said  about  it.  I  may  say  also  that  I  have  always  been 
in  favor  of  a  moderate  duty  on  sugar  as  a  revenue  article,  and  I  pre- 
pared the  minority  report  on  the  McKinley  bill  against  the  provision! 
putting  sugar  on  the  free  list. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  have  no  knowl- 
edge, personal  or  otherwise,  upon  the  subject  of  contributions  by  the 
sugar  trust  to  the  Democratic  campaign  fund  or  any  other  campaign 
fund. 

Mr.  Gablisle.  Not  the  slightest. 

Senator  Allen.  It  may  be  proper  for  me  to  ask  you  in  this  oonneo- 
tion,  whether  either  of  these  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust  in  talk- 
ing with  you  indicated  that  the  Democratic  party  was  under  obligations 
to  them. 

Mr.  Gablisle.  Not  the  slightest.  Mr.  Searles,  I  believe,  is  a  Bepob- 
lican,  and  whether  Mr.  Havemeyer  is  a  Democrat  or  not,  I  do  not  cer- 
tainly know.  I  think  the  Havemeyers  claim  to  be  Democrats,  both  of 
them.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  Theodore  Havemeyer  and  H.  O. 
Havemeyer  for  a  great  many  years,  having  become  acquainted  with 
them  by  reason  of  my  services  on  these  various  committees  where  mat- 
ters affecting  their  interests  were  frequently  presented,  and  I  never 
heard  either  of  them  say  that  anybody 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  these  gentlemen  you  have  mentioned  visit  the 
Oonmiittee  on  Ways  and  Means  when  the  McKinley  biU  was  being 
prepared  f 

Mr.  Gablisle.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  and  also  when  the  Mills  bill  was  pend* 
ing,  and  when  the  Wood  tariff  bill  was  pending  many  years  agow 
When  the  Morrison  bill  was  pending  the  gentlemen  who  were  to  be» 
affected  by  the  proposed  legislation  were  here. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  visited  the  subcommitto  at  the  Oapitol^ 
who  was  present  at  that  timef 

Mr.  Gablisle.  I  have  stated,  as  near  as  I  can  remember,  but  I  wilL 
repeat  it:  Senator  Jones,  of  Arkansas;  Senator  Yest^  Senator  MoPhei^ 
son 

Senator  Allen.  This  was  on  the  Sabbath  t 
^  Mr.  Gablisle.  Yes,  sir;  on  Sunday  morning.    Mr.  O.  B.  Breckia-' 
jidge^  of  Arkansas,  a  member  of  the  Gommittee  on  Ways  and  Meazitf 
of  the  House;  Mr.  Skanett^)  one  of  the  Board  of  General  Appraisem 
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at  'Sew  York,  bat  I  believe  his  home  is  in  Baltimore,  and  I  think  the 
derk  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  bat  I  am  not  positive  as 
to  this. 

Senator  Davis.  Ton  mean  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of 
the  Honsef 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir.  I  am  not  positive  he  was  there  on  Snnday, 
bnt  I  know  he  was  present  Saturday  afternoon. 

The  Chairman.  Has  he  not  been  working  with  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  the  preparation  of  this  billf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  He  has  been  there  several  times  and  is  regarded  as 
an  expert. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  not  the  gentleman  who  was  sitting  beside 
Senator  Vest  during  the  discussion  of  the  tariff  billf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  do  not  know  that. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  fact,  however. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  yon  this  question,  because  the  article  Sen- 
ator Lodge  read  indicates  there  was  a  meeting  of  the  members  of  the 
Bugar  trust  and  certain  Senators  here  on  Sunday. 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  at  that  time  see  Senator  Caffery  t 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  see  either  of  the  Havemeyers  or  Mr.  Searles  1 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir;  I  saw  nobody  about  the  Capitol  except  those 
gentlemen  I  have  mentioned,  and  the  doorkeepers  when  I  entered  the 
Oapitol. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  no  passing  of  Senators  from  one  room  to 
another  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir.  When  I  came  in  I  asked  the  doorkeeper  if 
he  knew  where  Senator  Jones  was.  I  had  been  informed  at  Senator 
Jones'  house  that  he  was  over  here. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  there  appear  to  be  any  going  to  and  fro  from 
tlie  committee  rooms  in  the  Capitol f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  did  not  see  anybody  in  the  committee  rooms  or  in 
Che  Capitol,  except  those  I  have  already  mentioned. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  anything  indicate  to  you  that  messengers  were 
A^nt  from  that  room  and  being  received  into  another  roomf 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  saw  nothing  any  more  than  I  have  already  stated. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  meeting  was  only  casual;  it  was  not  arranged  1 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Nb^  sir;  it  was  voluntary  on  my  part. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  expect  to  see  anybody  but  Senator 

onest 

Mr.  Carlisle.  I  did  not  expect  to  see  anybody  but  Senator  Jones. 

supposed  Senator  Jones  was  over  here  in  his  room  at  work  by  him- 

il£  When  I  came  here  I  found  the  other  gentlemen.  As  I  have  saicL 
^  have  not  seen  any  of  the  witnesses  who  have  testified  here,  and  I 
«ave  never  seen  any  of  the  testimony  given  here. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  this  committee  ever  spoken  to 
'^OQ  about  what  has  been  going  on  heref 

Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  had  the  slightest  communication 
^ther  directly  or  indirectly,  written  or  oral,  with  any  member  of  this 
^mmittee. 
The  Chairman.  Until  this  moment! 
Mr.  Carlisle.  No,  sir;  not  until  I  received  your  telephone  messi^ 

^few  moments  ago. 
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Sepator  Allen.  Has  any  Senator  who  has  been  examined  here  eon- 
versed  with  you! 

Mr.  Gablisle.  I  never  had  a  word  with  anybody  who  has  been 
examined  before  this  committee — nobody.  Senator  nor  anybody  els&— 
about  these  matters.  I  have  not  seen,  except  in  the  newspapers,  any- 
thing that  has  transpired  before  this  committee.  I  have  not  seen  any 
of  the  testimony  taken  here  except  so  far  as  it  may  have  been  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers,  and  perhaps  I  have  seen  only  a  small  portion 
of  that.  I  have  seen  something,  and  naturally  felt  some  little  interest 
in  the  question  presented  here,  whether  you  could  compel  the  gentle- 
men to  disclose  the  names  of  the  people  who  have  made  so  many  falM 
Qt^atements. 

Senator  Allen.  The  gentleman  who  wrote  the  article  which  Senator 
Lodge  has  read  to  you,  and  about  which  he  has  been  examined — ^Mr. 
Edwards  by  name — states  that  he  was  informed  by  a  person  who  was 
present  when  you  made  the  appeal  which  he  states  you  did  make  to 
tlie  Democratic  members  of  the  committee,  but  whose  name  he  declines 
i/6  give  to  the  committee.  That  is  the  way  the  issue  sprang  up. 
Have  you  any  notion  of  your  own  who  could  have  been  present,  or 
who  could  have  been  his  informant  f 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Kot  the  slightest,  because  nothing  of  the  sort  ever 
occurred.  The  only  time  I  ever  prepared  an  amendment  to  the  sugar 
schedule  is  the  one  I  have  detailed,  and  it  was  not  in  February,  but 
in  May. 

As  I  stated  at  the  outset,  I  have  no  recollection  now  which  would 
iustiiy  me  in  saying  whether  I  ever  saw  the  subcommittee  or  any  mem- 
oer  of  it  during  the  month  of  February,  but  I  think  it  is  probable  I 
did,  because  occasionally  one  of  them  would  come  to  me  and  talk  about 
tiie  tariff;  not  especially  about  the  sugar  schedule,  but  about  all  the 
matters  connected  with  the  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Davis.  The  policy! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  The  policy;  yes,  sir.  And  I  was  never  asked  to  do 
anything  with  regard  to  the  sugar  schedule  except  that  one  time. 
The  first  time  I  ever  remember  to  have  been  before  the  subcommittee 
at  all  was  during  the  period  when  Mr.  Mills  was  serving  on  it,  but  the 
4ate  I  am  not  able  to  give. 

The  Chaibman.  You  were  there  by  request  of  some  member  of  the 
committee? 

Mr.  Carlisle.  My  recollection  is  I  was  there  at  the  request  of  Sen- 
ator Jones. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  remember  what  was  talked  about! 

Mr.  Carlisle.  A  great  many  things,  but  I  could  not  undertake  to 
tell  you  what  was  said.  I  have  no  recollection  now  that  anything  was 
said  about  the  sugar  schedule. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  talk  about  the  general  policy? 

Mr.  Carlisle.  Of  course  there  was  a  general  talk  of  what  should 
be  done,  and  what  ought  to  be  done,  and  what  the  strength  of  the  biU 
was  in  the  Senate,  and  such  matters  as  Senators,  under  the  circam- 
stances,  would  naturally  talk  about. 


SENATOR  ISHAM  G.  HABEia-BeoaUed. 

Senator  LoDaE.  You  have  been  heretofore  sworn  and  examined  in 
this  matter? 

fienator  Harris.  I  have. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Yoa  are  a  Democratic  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee f 

Senator  Habbis.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  yon  have  served  as  such  daring  this  Congress  t 

Senator  Harris.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Harris,  there  appeared  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press,  Monday,  May  14, 1894,  the  following  statement: 

Upon  one  oocasion,  some  time  in  February,  when  the  Finance  Committee^  or  the 
Democratic  members  of  it,  were  in,  perhaps,  informal  session,  there  came  into  the 
room  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  never  been 
reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly.  His 
▼isH  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed  upon 
one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make  report  of 
-what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  him  as  speaking  not  so  much  for  Mr. 
Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the  President^ 
bnt  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of  those  who 
heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing  the  Presi- 
dent's wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest,  and  for  him,  excited 
manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  is  substantially  accurate, 
SB  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it.    He  said : 

'*  Gentlemen,  there  is  one  thing  that  I  am  bound  to  say  to  you  as  earnestly  and 
impressively  as  I  can  do  it,  and  I  speak  to  you  as  a  Democrat  to  Democrats.    No 

farty  or  the  representatives  of  no  party  can  afford  to  ignore  honorable  obligations, 
want  to  say  to  you  that  there  seems  to  be  danger  that  this  is  going  to  be  done. 
Gentlemen  associated  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  (I  may  tell  you  what  per- 
haps yon  do  not  know)  subscribed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  in 
1892  a  very  lar^e  sum  of  money.  They  contributed  several  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars and  at  a  time  when  money  was  urgently  needed.  I  tell  you  that  it  would  be 
wrong,  it  would  be  infamous,  after  having  accepted  that  important  contribution, 
^ven  at  a  time  when  it  was  imperatively  needed,  for  the  Democratic  party  now  to 
tarn  around  and  strike  down  the  men  who  gave  it.  It  must  not  be  done.  I  trust 
that  you  will  prepare  an  amendment  to  the  bill  which  wiU  be  reasonable  and  in 
»omc*measure  satisfactory  to  these  interests.'' 

That  in  substance  was  the  plea  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  the  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  that  they  respect  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the  national  campaign 
committee  and  the  personal  representatives  of  Mr.  Cleveland  in  1892.  It  was  a  plea 
powerfully  put.  Mr.  Carlisle  said  but  little  more;  he  had  said  euough.  He  turned 
and  left  the  committee,  going  away  with  that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but 
before  he  did  so  he  signified  his  willingness  himself  to  prepare  an  amendment  which 
he  thought  would  be  fair  to  the  Government  and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests. 

That  very  thing  he  did  not  long  after.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee 
received  and  showed  to  certain  favored  friends  the  draft  of  an  amendment  in 
Secretary  Carlisle's  own  handwriting  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  that  draft  is  in  Mr. 
Voorhees's  possession  to  this  day,  unless  he  has  destroyed  it.  Secretary  Carlisle  had 
■crat'Ched  out  ftrom  the  printed  schedule  the  provisions  as  ori<nually  made  and  by 
interlineation  had  inserted  the  following  words:  "On  all  sugars  not  above  No.  16, 
Dutch  standard,  and  on  all.''  After  the  word  ''all"  the  printed  form  remained  in 
which  mention  was  made  of  other  sugars,  and  then  this  interlineation,  ''instead  of 
one-eighth  of  1  per  cent,  45  per  cent  ad  valorem." 

Do  you  know  of  any  such  statemeut  having  been  made  by  Mr.  Oar- 
lisle  to  the  Finance  Committee  f 

Senator  Harris.  1  have  never  heard  of  any  such  statement  having 
been  made  by  Mr.  Carlisle  to  the  Finance  Committee  or  to  anybody 
else,  or  to  any  member  of  the  committee  or  anyone  else,  until  I  heard 
of  that  publication. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  see  or  hear  of  the  memorandum  there 
referred  to? 

Senator  Harris.  Never,  until  the  reading  of  the  article. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  heard  Mr.  Carlisle  say  anything  to  the 
committee  which  could  be  twisted  or  distorted  in  the  way  it  is  in  that 
article  with  relation  to  the  sugar  trust  contributing  money  to  the  Dem- 
ocratic campaign  fuudf 
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Senator  Harris.  I  am  absolutely  confident  that  never  in  my  pres- 
ence has  he  ever  made  any  snch  remark  or  the  remotest  reference  to 
the  sugar  trust  or  anybody  else  contributing  money  to  the  Democratio 
campaign  fund. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  heard  from  any  other  member  of  the 
committee  that  such  an  appeal  was  made  to  them  by  Mr.  Carlisle f 

Senator  Harris.  Never. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  is  this  further  statement  in  this  article: 

We  bad,  opon  the  Sanday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  aU-day-and-half-the-night 
session,  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratio  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee,  and  also  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representa- 
tives of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Fevre  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied 
by  the  trust  all  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfying 
Louisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  realized  that  it  was  necessary  lor  the  Demo- 
cratic party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes 
against  the  bill.  It  was  a  (question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  little  and 
taking  a  little.  At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to 
pieces.  Never  was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the 
committee  rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening.  Senator  Caffery  drafted 
a  schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  hit<  shoulder  and  tne  other  members  of  the 
sugar  trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who 
saw  that  spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Sena- 
tor Cafi'ery  had  finished,  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it;  it 
was  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victoiy 
won,  and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery's 
handwriting  and  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

Did  that  occur  as  there  described? 

Senator  Harris.  Never.  I  have  never  heard  of  any  representative 
of  the  sugar  trust  being  in  the  Capitol  upon  the  occasion  of  any  meet- 
ing of  the  Finance  Committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  never  seen  any  members  of  the  sngar 
trust! 

Senator  Harris.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  personally  met  a  single 
man  connected  with  the  sugar  trust.  If  I  have  ever  met  Mr.  Have- 
meyer I  was  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  it  was  Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  I  may 
say  frankly  that  no  sugar-trust  man,  or  no  man  in  the  interest  of  the 
sugar  trust  has  ever  approached  me  for  one  moment's  conversation  on 
the  subject. 

I  will  say  further  in  that  connection  that  at  no  time  when  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee  have  met  for  consultation 
have  I  been  aware  of  the  fact  that  there  was  anybody  about  the  Capitol 
who  was  being  consulted  by  the  Democratic  members  of  the  committee 
or  any  one  of  them.  Occasionally,  upon  such  consultations,  at  the 
instance  of  myself  or  some  other  member  of  the  committee,  we  have 
wanted  an  expert,  the  presence  of  an  expert  a  few  moments,  to  make 
certain  calculations  or  to  give  certain  information. 

Mr.  Durfee,  who  has  been  an  employ^  of  the  Finance  Committee 
ever  since  I  have  been  in  the  Senate,  has  been  frequently  sent  for 
upon  occasions,  and  so  soon  as  we  got  through  with  the  work  we 
required  him  to  do  he  retired,  arid  we  went  on  with  our  discussion. 

I  will  also  say  with  regard  to  Mr.  Carlisle,  that  I  do  not  know  of  a 
single  instance  that  Mr.  Carlisle  has  come  before  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  when  in  consultation,  except,  perhaps,  two  occa- 
BwnB  when  he  has  been  specially  requested  to  come,  because  we  wanted 
to  confer  with  him  as  to  what  M«  opinion  was  as  to  the  effect  of  a  given 
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pTox>ositioii,  and  to  confer  with  him  as  to  his  views  as  to  the  policy  of 
putting  this  proposition  in  this  form  or  in  that  form. 

I  remember  one  occasion  when  I  know  he  was  invited  by  Senator 
Jones,  and  I  knew  that  Senator  Jones  intended  inviting  him,  because 
we  were  going  to  consult  him.  Whether  it  was  Sunday  or  some  other 
day  of  the  week  1  do  not  know.  1  know  we  met  for  consultation  on 
one  Sunday,  when  I  can  not  say,  or  even  as  to  what  month  it  was  in; 
but  there  were  then  present  Senator  Voorhees,  Senator  McPherson, 
Senator  Harris,  Senator  Jones,  and  Senator  Vest.  I  call  them  in  the 
order  in  which  they  are  arranged  at  the  committee  table,  and  Mr.  Oar- 
lisle  came  to  the  committee  room  at  our  request,  and  we  propounded 
certain  questions  to  him. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  remember  upon  what  subject! 

Senator  Habbis.  Upon  the  subject  of  the  polariscopic  or  Dutch 
standard  test  as  to  sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  I  wish  you  would  endeavor  to  recall  what  month  that 
was  in. 

Senator  Habbis.  I  should  say  it  was  either  late  in  April  or  early  in 
May;  that  would  be  my  impression,  but  my  mind  is  less  reliable  as  to 
dates  than  as  to  anything  else.  But  there  never  was  a  word  said  by 
Mr.  Carlisle  to  any  member  of  the  committee  in  my  presence  about 
the  sugar  trust  or  about  campaign  funds. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  anything  as  to  the  truth  or  falsity  of 
these  allegations  about  contributions  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any  indi- 
Tidual  or  individuals  in  its  behalf  to  either  of  the  political  parties? 

Senator  Habbis.  I  do  not  know  that  1  ever  heard  of  them  until  the 
publication  of  this  paper. 

Senator  Davis.  We  are  required  by  this  resolution  to  investigate 
whether  any  Senator  has  been  investing  in  sagar  stocks  pending  this 
bill.    I  ask  that  question  of  you. 

Senator  Habbis.  1  am  glad  you  did.  I  have  never  invested  a  cent 
or  any  sum  whatever  in  any  such  speculation.  I  never  had  the  slight- 
est shadow  of  interest  in  sugar  stocks,  and,  I  regret  to  say,  or  in  any 
other  stocks. 

Now,  I  will  add  the  question  that  was  propounded  to  Mr.  Carlisle  as 
to  those  two  methods  of  testing  sugar,  and  as  to  specific  or  ad  valorem 
duties,  was  simply  one  branch,  when  we  consulted  him  perhaps  about 
a  dozen  different  things  in  the  metal  and  other  schedules  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  question  being  between  specific  and  ad  valorem 
duties  f 

Senator  Habbis.  The  question  being  between  specific  and  ad  valorem 
duties.    At  least  that  was  one  of  the  questions. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  various  features  of  the 
bill  were  under  discussion,  and  that  was  one  of  them? 

Senator  Habbis.  The  whole  bill  was  before  us  and  we  were  con- 
sidering the  various  items  of  the  bill,  and  I  suppose  we  discussed  items 
of  half  a  dozen  or  mere  schedules. 

Senator  Davis.  With  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury? 

Senator  Habbis.  With  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  he  was 
sent  for  for  the  purpose  of  giving  us  his  opinion  as  to  the  effect  of 
putting  this  schedule  in  this  form  or  in  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  make  any  recommendation  to  you  in  regard 
to  the  sugar  schedule  or  the  mode  of  collecting  sugar  duties? 

Senator  Habbis.  Nothing  beyond  such  questions  as  we  propounded 
to  the  eflfect  of  this  method  or  that  method,  or  as  to  the  best  method  in 
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his  Opinion  of  ascertaining  the  saccharine  strength  of  sagar.  The  safest 
method  for  collection. 

The  Chairman.  Administration  t 

Senator  Harris.  Administration. 

Senator  Davis.  I  suppose  no  stenographic  notes  of  these  meetings 
were  taken  f 

Senator  Harris.  No,  sir;  it  was  simply  a  conference  between  mem- 
bers of  the  committee.  I  am  sure  we  invited  Mr.  Carlisle  there  upon 
one  occasion. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Carlisle  never  took  occasion  to  remind  the  Dem- 
ocratic members  oi  the  obligation  upon  the  Democrats  for  the  campaign 
fund  contributed  by  the  sugar  trust,  as  this  article  indicates  f 

Senator  Harris.  Oh,  no.  He  was  simply  before  thecommittee  when 
I  have  been  present  and  responded  to  such  questions  as  members  of 
the  committee  asked  him,  and  it  was  always  upon  the  practical  ques* 
tion 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  upon  the  general  drift  and  policy  of  the  bill 
mad  the  ditierent  leading  items. 

Senator  Harris.  Precisely. 

At  4 :35  o'clock  p.  m.  the  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow,  Fri- 
day, June  1, 1894,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m* 


Washingkton,  D.  C,  June  i,  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  LodgOi 
Davis,  and  Allen. 


SWORir  STATEMEirr  OP  JOHir  DeWITT  WARNER. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  a  member  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  From  the  State  of  New  York  f 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  jfrom  the  New  York  Sun  of  May  28  a 
paragraph  which  is  credited  to  the  New  York  Herald,  and  is  as  follows: 

I  have  information  which  enables  me  to  say  in  the  most  positive  manner  that, 
while  the  fight  for  free  sugar  was  going  on  in  tlie  House  that  resulted  in  the  trust 
being  deprived  of  its  protection,  an  atten)])t  was  made  to  call  off  John  DeWitt 
Warner,  the  leader  of  the  opjiosition  to  the  trusts,  and  he  was  given  to  understand 
that  certain  men  of  great  prominence  in  tlie  Deiuocratic  party  wisht^d  that  the 
sugar  schedule  should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust,  owing  to  the  aid  given 
by  the  trust  during  the  Presidential  campaign. 

What  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that  attempt  to  call  you  off  and 
the  reason  given  for  itf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  should  prefer  you  would  put  your  question  a  little 
more  definitely  just  now. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  read  the  paragraph  in  your  hearing.  Is  that 
statement  correct! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  is  not,  as  referring  to  any  particular  incident  which 
eould  be  characterized  to  the  extent  assumed  in  the  paragraph. 

The  Ohaibman.  The  paragraph  stiites  that  an  attempt  was  made  to 
cbU  you  oS  in  your  opposition,  and  that  you  were  given  to  understand 
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that  certain  men  of  great  prominence  in  the  Democrati^^  party  wished 
that  the  sugar  schedule  should  contain  some  protection  to  tiie  trust, 
owing  to  the  aid  given  bj  the  trust  during  the  Presidential  campaign, 
isthattruef 

Mr.  Wabiteb.  It  is  not  true,  so  far  as  I  recall  that  in  aay  case  I  was 
assured  or  informed  that  prominent  members  of  the  Democratic  party 
wished  the  duty  to  remain  on  sugar  for  the  reason  that  the  sugar  trust 
liad  contributed  to  the  campaign. 

The  Chairman.  What  were  the  reasons  given  f 

Mr.  Warner.  So  £Ekr  as  the  matter  was  mentioned  in  connection 
with  prominent  members  of  the  Democratic  party  the  reasons  given, 
8o  far  as  they  were  given,  were  that  to  strike  out  the  duty  on  sugar 
would  imperil  the  passage  of  any  tariff  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Who  urged  those  reasons  f 

Mr.  Warner.  For  the  present  I  decline  to  state.  I  am  willing  to 
Biake  an  explanation  later  which  perhaps  may  satisfy  you. 

Senator  Lodge.  Let  me  ask  you  a  question.  Were  you  urged  to 
Ibrego  your  opposition  to  duties  on  sugar  because  of  planters  in  Loui- 


Mr.  Warner.  Yes;  but  I  am  not  sure  as  to  whether  that  was  before 
or  after  the  bill  passed  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  you  urged  to  forego  your  opposition  to  duties 
on  sugar  on  account  of  the  refiners  t 

Mr.  Warner.  I  believe  that  no  one  has  assumed  in  any  conversa- 
tion or  any  communication  with  me  to  represent  or  to  speak  for  the 
refiners. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  for  the  refining  interest.  I  said  the  refiners 
in  opposition  to  the  planters. 

Mr.  Warner.  I  meant  my  opposition  to  be  general. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  planting  interest  on  one  side,  you  understand, 
and  the  refining  interest  on  the  other,  and  I  understand  you  to  say 
that  there  was  opposition  to  free  sugar;  but  what  I  want  to  get  at  is 
whether  that  opposition  came  to  you  on  behalf  of  the  planting  interest 
or  on  behalf  of  the  refining  interest,  or  both. 

Mr.  Warner.  The  particular  matter  to  which  my  attention  was 
called  related  to  the  refining  interest ;  but  I  did  not  understand  that  any 
communication  or  statement  or  suggestion  made  to  me  was  made  by 
those  interests,  or  professedly,  at  least,  in  their  behalf. 

S^iator  Davis.  Was  it  suggested  that  in  case  the  duty  was  not  put 
upon  or  retained  upon  sugar  the  refining  interest  would  defeat  the  pas- 
sage of  the  billY 

Mr.  Warner.  That  was  practically  the  suggestion  made,  or  the  effect 
of  sundry  suggestions  made. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  state  who  made  that  suggestion,  or  those 
nmdry  suggestions  ? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  will  not,  although  I  should  be  glad  to  explain  the 
general  circumstances. 

Senator  Davis.  You  decline  to  state  at  presents 

Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  state  at  present. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  in  the  nature  of  a  threat  by  the  persons  who 
communicated  to  you  that  they  would,  or  was  it  an  e^tpression  of  fear 
that  the  result  would  be  the  deieat  of  the  bill  if  protection  was  not  given 
to  the  refining  interests? 

Mr.  Warner.  In  the  main,  the  latter.  To  a  large  extent  the  sug- 
gestions came  firom  those  whom  I  believed  to  be  as  much  interested  in 
free  sugar  and  free  trade  as  I  am. 
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The  Chairman.  Were  they  colleagues  of  yours  in  the  Honset 

Mr.  Wabneb.  They  were;  and  that  was  the  explanation  which  I  wai 
about  to  give. 

Senator  Dayis.  Were  all  these  suggestions  made  by  your  colleagues  1 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  tried  to  thuiK  of  that  since  I  was  summoned 
last  evening,  not  knowing  what  the  particular  basis  might  be,  and  yet 
at  the  same  time  receiving  nothing  except  it  was  in  connection  with 
that  matter,  and  so  far  as  I  now  recall  there  is  but  one  case  in  which  a 
suggestion  was  made,  I  mean  anything  direct  that  I  could  put  my 
finger  upon,  by  a  gentleman  not  a  member  of  the  House  at  the  time 
the  bill  was  pending  in  the  House. 

Senator  Davis.  What  suggestion  did  he  makef 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  will  explain.  The  gentleman  approached  me  in  m 
street  car  after  everyone  else  had  gotten  out,  and  asked  me  if  I  did 
not  recognize  political  obligations  and  so  on,  and  if  I  would  not  pay 
attention  to  the  opinion  of  certain  x>eople — ^if  they  were  not  people  to 
whose  opinion  I  would  pay  attention.    I  asked  him  whom  he  meant. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  it  a  person  whom  you  knewt 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  was  not.  It  was  a  man  whom  I  recognized  I  had 
seen.  I  asked  him  what  he  meant.  He  wanted  to  know  if  he  could 
bring  me  proof  that  they  had  contributed  at  a  critical  moment,  whether 
I  would  consider  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Contributed  to  whatt 

Mr.  Wabneb.  To  Democratic  success  in  New  York. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  mention  the  names  of  the  peoplef 

Mr.  Wabneb.  He  did  not. 

The  Chaibman.  What  reply  did  you  make! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  replied  that  I  did  not  think  I  would.  In  fact,  it  waa 
a  little  bit  warmer  than  that. 

The  Chaibman.  Stato  what  you  said. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  told  him  he  was  too  familiar  on  short  acquaintance 
in  making  such  an  acquaintance  as  that.  It  is,  perhaps,  not  fair,  and 
yet  I  will  state  my  impression  at  the  time,  which  I  found  to  be  a  mis- 
taken one,  that  he  was  a  man  whom  I  had  never  before  seen,  and  that 
he  was  attempting  to  get  information  for  tips  that  were  being  sent  over 
by  some  one  all  the  time  from  here  to  New  York  in  regard  to  influen- 
cing the  stock  market. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  seen  him  since t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  afterwards  recalled  that  he  was  a  man  whom  I  have 
met  and  probably  been  introduced  to. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  his  name  nowt 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  his  business  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  nothing  but  a  general  impression  as  to  his 
business,  which  is  that  he  was  a  lobbjdst,  and  that  impression  I  only 
get  from  the  connection  in  which  I  afterwards  lemembcored  I  had  been 
introduced  to  him. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  he  in  ofScef 

Mr.  Wabneb.  He  was  not;  no,  sir.  I  would  not  say  he  is  not  an 
official,  but  my  impression  is  that  he  is  not.    I  do  not  know  his  namflw 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  his  residence  t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  recollection  as  to  his  namet 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  I  mean  as  to  ascertaining  his  namet 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  not. 
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Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  yon  known  liim  lying  around  the 
Capitol  heref 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  seen  him  once  since.  He  did  not  force  himself 
upon  my  attention  at  all.  I  should  not  have  recalled  him  then  except 
for  the  circumstance,  and  I  had,  I  believe,  seen  him  but  once  before. 

Senator  Allen.  Could  you  give  a  description  of  the  mant 

Mr.  Warner.  Nothing,  except  that  he  struck  me  as  being  very  weU 
dressed,  a  little  excessively  so;  a  man  of  medium  height.  At  least, he 
did  not  attract  me  as  being  taU  or  short,  and  I  took  him  for  a  man  who 
was  tiying  to  get  tips  to  selL  He  did  not  have  anything  political  or 
anything  else  to  do.  He  was  simply  trying  to  And  out  in  his  way 
whether  there  was  going  to  be  a  stiff  fight  on  sugar,  or  whether  it  was 
to  be  all  over. 

Senator  Allen.  Yqu  said  you  think  he  was  a  lobbyist.  What  busi- 
ness did  he  represent! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  no  idea  at  alL 

Senator  Allen.  YHiat  was  it  he  said  to  you  about  the  sugar  trust 
having  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  in  New  Yorkf 

Mr.  Warner.  He  did  not  say  they  had.  He  wanted  to  know  if  they 
were  not  men,  or  if  they  were  men — ^I  do  not  now  remember  the  exact 
words — as  to  whom  I  would  be  willing  to  consider  their  opinion  or  fol- 
low their  judgment,  something  of  that  land,  in  case  I  was  convinced 
that  they  had  materially  contributed  to  Democratic  success  in  New 
York,  and  I  do  not  remember  that  he  added  anything  more.  I  may 
have  cut  him  off  a  little  short. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  speaking  then  with  reference  to  the  sugar 
interest? 

Mr.  Warner.  He  had  prefaced  that  remark  by  saying  that  he  sup- 
posed that  the  sugar  fight  was  over  with,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  sugar  fight  in  the  House f 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  between  the  time  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  took  the  action  that  it  did  and  the  time  that  the  bill  was  finally 
voted  in  the  House.  Although  that  is  a  very  strong  impression,  I 
would  not  be  certain  that  it  was  not  after  it  had  passed  the  House.  It 
did  not  make  much  impression  upon  me  at  the  time  and  would  not  now 
except  for  what  has  happened  since. 

I  took  him  as  a  man  who  was  selling  tips,  who  was  getting  tips,  who 
wanted  to  be  able  to  say  so  and  so  is  not  going  ahead,  or  so  and  so  is 
going  ahead,  and  so  on. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  this  paragraph  it  says  the  attempt  to  call  off 
John  Warner,  the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  the  trust,  and  you  have 
referred  to  representations  made  to  you,  sundry  suggestions  by  your 
colleagues  in  the  House  and  elsewhere  in  regard  to  that  opposition, 
and  that  there  was  danger  of  the  defeat  of  the  bill — where!  In  the 
Senate! 

Mr.  Warner.  At  the  time  I  think  it  referred  more  particularly  to 
the  House! 

Senator  Lodge.  Danger  of  defeating  the  bill  in  the  House! 

Mr.  Wajeiner.  Danger  of  defeating  the  bill  in  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  this  danger  arose  if  the  House  placed  sugar  on 
the  free  list! 

Mr.  WAJiinssR.  Exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  How  would  that  endanger  it  in  the  House! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  give  my  snrmisey  but  at  the 
same  time  it  is  only  a  surmise. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  respect! 
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Mr.  Warner.  That  there  were  a  namber  of  Eepresentatives  who 
would  not  vote  for  the  bill  if  sugar  were  put  on  the  free  list,  who  might 
vote  for  the  bill  and  probably  would  vote  for  the  bill  in  case  no  such 
amendment  was  made. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  if  the  matter  was  presented  in  this 
way:  that  there  were  a  number  of  members  of  Congress  who  believed 
that  sugar  was  entitled  either  to  be  taxed  as  a  revenue  product,  or  to 
receive  a  bounty,  and  if  it  got  neither  those  people  would  not  vote  for 
the  bill! 

Mr.  Warner.  That  was  the  character,  or  a  part  of  the  representa- 
tions, to  which  I  alluded. 

Senator  Davis.  There  was  another  part  of  representations  concern- 
ing which  I  asked  you  a  question  a  few  moments  ago  in  regard  to  the 
threat,  impliedly  or  directly  expressed,  that  the  sugar  trust  would  pro- 
ceed to  defeat  this  bill  if  that  was  not  done. 

Mr.  Warner.  I  think  1  was  erroneous  if  I  mentioned  that  the  threat 
had  been  put  in  the  shape  that  the  sugar  trust  would  kill  the  bill.  I 
do  not  remember  any  such  definite  suggestion  made. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  it  represented  definitely  or  indefinitely  that 
they  would  attempt  to  kill  the  bill  I 

Mr.  Warner.  There  was  little  said  about  the  sugar  trust,  so  far  as 
I  know  or  can  recall  now,  until  the  very  day  upon  which  the  bill,  or  the 
day  before  the  bill,  passed  the  House.  There  then  appeared — well,  I 
could  hardly  say  that.  I  was  informed  that  parties  were  in  town  organ- 
izing a  vote  to  defeat  the  amendments,  it  being  the  rule,  as  you  are  all 
aware,  in  the  House,  that  any  amendment  to  the  bDl,  though  ratified 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  passed  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
may  be  made  subject  to  a  separate  vote  in  the  House,  and  the  general 
information,  so  general  that  it  had  not  occurred  to  me  before,  and  I  do 
not  know  now  that  I  could  state  definitely  where  it  came  from,  was 
that  the  trust  people  were  at  work  upon  that  particular  matter. 

Senator  Davis.  Sugar-trust  people? 

Mr.  Warner.  Sugar-trust  people.  So  far  as  I  could  recall,  that  is 
the  first  time  that  the  sugar  trust,  as  an  agent  working  in  Congress, 
was  called  definitely  to  my  notice.  I  would  not  say  but  what  sugar 
trust  had  been  mentioned.  I  suppose  it  had  been,  but  that  was  not  the 
burden  of  the  suggestions.  At  that  time  it  was  talked  about  that  there 
were  people  in  town 

Senator  Davis.  Were  those  statements  made  to  you  by  your  col- 
leagues in  the  House? 

Mr.  Warner.  Exclusively  so,  I  think,  although  about  that  I  would 
not  be  sure,  because  they  were  not  so  much  statements  made  to  me  as 
they  were  floating  in  the  air.  As  I  was  interested  in  the  matter,  my 
ears  were  a  little  more  open  than  other  people's,  and  I  may  say  that  the 
last  day,  the  day  before  the  bill  passed,  was  the  day  when  perhaps  the 
trust,  as  such,  was  more  mentioned  than  any  other  day,  and  that  in 
connection  with  the  telegrams  which  were  being  showered  upon  the 
House  from  every  quarter 

Senator  Davis.  Telegrams,  to  what  effect? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  speak  now  from  information,  as  I  did  not  receive 
any  of  those  telegrams.  But  I  saw  a  great  many  telegrams  received 
by  different  members  of  the  House.  Some  of  them  were  receiving,  I 
should  say,  10, 16,  or  20  telegrams  a  day.  Others  would  hold  up  tele- 
^ams  to  me  and  say:  ^^That  is  what  you  have  gotten  us  into.''  I  am 
informed  that  they  received  many  of  them  at  difierent  hotels. 

The  Chairman*  Were  thea^sAl  in  illation  to  the  sugar  t 
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Mr.  Wabneb.  They  were  received  in  the  main,  I  think,  from  whole- 
sale grocers. 

Senator  DAVIS.  What  was  the  effect  of  those  telegrams  Y 

Mr.  Wabneb.  To  kill  the  ft'ee-sngar  amendment;  and  in  that  con- 
nection it  was  explained  and  discnssed  in  the  Honse  as  being  merely 
an  evidence  of  the  closeness  of  relation  between  the  sugar  trust  and 
all  of  these  grocers  who  had  waked  up  so  suddenly. 

Senator  Alleit.  In  the  receipt  of  those  various  telegrams  from 
wholesale  grocers  did  you  recognize  any  influence  of  the  sugar  trust  Y 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sir;  but  at  the  same  time  I  do  not  want  anybody 
to  t>ake  that  as  evidence. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  your  impression  Y 

Mr.  Wabneb.  That  is  my  impression. 

TheOHAiBMAN.  Were  there  any  telegrams  affecting  provisions  in 
the  billY 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Kot  that  I  heard  of;  but  at  the  same  time  I  do  not 
think  I  would  be  likely  to  have  heard  of  them. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  receive  applications  from  those  who 
thought  they  were  affected  by  other  schedules  in  the  billt 

Mr.  Wabneb.  By  other  schedules Y  Oh,  yes;  I  received  plenty  of 
letters  and  telegrams.  What  I  referred  to  were  the  telegrams  appar- 
ently running  on  the  floor  in  a  shower;  the«e  boys  rushing  around 
with  them,  one  boy  after  another,  saying,  "  I  have  another  one,  Mr. 
Warner,"  and  so  on.  They  brought  some  of  them  to  me  at  first,  and  it 
got  to  be  an  old  story. 

The  Ohaibman.  Why  did  they  show  them  to  you  particularly! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Because  they  supposed  I  wa«  interested  in  the  free- 
sugar  amendment,  and  because  I  had  been  around  the  day  before  hear- 
ing this  rumor  as  to  what  had  been  going  on  to  defeat  the  amendment. 
Perhaps  I  had  been  around  a  day  or  two  before  seeing  whom  we  could 
count  on  in  the  House,  and  organizing  in  that  way.  It  was  not  so 
much  the  result  of  any  inquiry  1  made  in  regard  to  the  telegrams  as  it 
was  a  voluntary  matter  of  people  bringing  telegrams  to  me;  but  it  was 
the  natural  friendly  act  of  those  who  knew  me  to  be  interested,  and 
whom  I  had  been  to  see  about  organizing  the  tariff  in  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  this  statement  in  the  paper  true  that  you  made  a 
special  opposition  to  the  trust! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  remember  the  statement  in  the 
paper. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  simply  refers  to  you  as  leading  the  opposition  to 
the  trust. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  think  what  it  alludes  to  there  is  that  I  was  the  one 
who  moved  the  amendment  by  which  refined  sugars  were  put  upon  the 
free  list. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  amendment,  of  course,  struck  the  trust t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  did,  I  suppose. 

Senator  Allen.  You  speak  about  the  sugar  trust  organizing  opposi- 
tion to  certain  amendments  when  this  sch^ule  was  under  discussion 
in  the  House. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  was  told  that  there  were  people  organizing  opposition. 

Senator  Allen.  In  this  city  Y 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  names  of  any  of  themt 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  heard  but  one  name  men- 
tioned. I  heard  two  names  mentioned,  one  of  them  I  forget,  becauM 
I  had  occasion  to  remember  that  one  day  shortly  afterward 
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Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  hear  Mr.  Searles's  name  mentioned  f 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  did  at  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  recognize  the  name,  however,  nowY 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Oh,  I  have  known  Mr.  Searles  a  good  many  years. 

Senator  Davis.  What  name  did  you  hear  mentioned  Y 

Mr.  Wabneb.  The  one  I  heard  mentioned  was  that  of  Mr.  White^ 
the  late  Eepresentative  from  Brooklyn.  He  said  nothing  to  me  nor  I  to 
him. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  S.  B.  WhiteY 

Mr.  Wabneb.  S.  B.  White ;  and  I  may  say  he  was  not  as  active  as 
another  gentleman  I  saw  and  whose  name  was  given  me  at  the  timc^ 
and  as  to  whom  I  tried  afterward  to  fbid  out  his  name,  and  I  should 
like  very  much  to  know  it  now. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  his  namet 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  do  not  recall  the  namef 

Mr.  Wabneb.  !N^o,  sir.  I  was  told  at  the  time,  whyJbere  is  <^  Deacon 
White  and  so  and  so."  I  did  not  know  who  Deacon  White  was  at  the 
time,  but  it  seems  to  me  the  other  man  was  putting  in  his  work,  what- 
ever he  was  doing — ^I  do  not  know  what  he  was  doing — ^a  great  deal 
more  care^lly  and  systematically,  and  afterwards  I  wanted  very  much 
to  find  out  who  the  other  man  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  the  other  mant 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  had  him  pointed  out  as  a  man  who  was  taking  Con- 
gressmen from  the  lobby  where  the  reporters — where  the  elevator  rons 
up  to  the  press  gallery.  I  was  in  a  hurry,  and  it  never  occurred  to  me 
to  know  him  then,  and  I  could  not  describe  his  appearance,  although 
if  the  man  would  suddenly  appear  before  me  I  would  recollect  at  least 
that  I  had  seen  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  the  man  supposed  to  be  interested  in  sugar t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  know  that  this  statement  was  made. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  hear  his  name  at  the  timef 

Mr.  Wabneb.  The  statement  was  made  as  to  the  extent  of  the  work 
that  the  sugar  trust  was  putting  in.  The  sugar  trust  was  mentioned 
ou  that  day. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  hear  this  man's  name  mentioned  at  the 
timet 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Would  you  recognize  it  if  you  should  hear  itf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  think  I  should. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  it  Mr.  Scariest 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  was  not  that  of  Mr.  Searlea. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  it  Henry  E.  Beedt 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Eeed  of  Boston,  you  refer  tof 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  Mr.  Havemeyerf 

Mr.  Wabner.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  Joseph  Eickey  t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No,  sir;  1  do  not  know  Joseph  Rickey.  If  the  name 
had  been  immediately  connected  1  might  have  given  it  as  Mr.  Eickey^ 
because  I  have  heard  it  frequently. 

The  CHAIEMA.N.  These  statements,  which  you  say  were  made  to  you 
in  the  House  by  your  colleagues  in  regard  to  the  sugar  schedule,  were 
statements  which  were  urged  upon  you  not  to  put  a  tax  or  a  duty  on 
reSned  sugar  whicli  would  or  might  result  in  the  defeat  of  the  biUt 
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Mr.  Wabker.  Some  of  those  statements  were  sach. 

The  Chaibhan.  What  was  the  nature  of  themf 

Mr.  Wabneb.  The  natore  of  the  statements  was  practically  of  two 
kinds,  one  that  certain  prominent  Democrats  were  interested,  and  that 
they  were  those  whose  judgment  I  would  presumably  follow;  that  they 
believed  that  the  trust — not  the  trust,  but  the  refiners — ^I  do  not  know 
that  at  that  time  the  trust  was  much  spoken  of-— the  refiners  ought  to 
have  a  pretty  good  duty.  A  great  many  of  the  statements  practically 
stopped  at  thatb  A  few  of  them  went  further  and  gave  as  a  reason 
that  the  bill  would  be  defeated.  I  do  not  recall  any  particular  case, 
although  there  may  have  been  cases  where  both  those  statements  were 
combined,  and  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  make  an  explanation  it  will^ 
X>erhaps,  cover  sJl  the  circumstances,  which  were  these :  The  free-sugar 
amendment  had  beenmoved  and  carried— or  left  in  a  mess  in  the  House^ 
rather — ^in  the  House  one  afternoon.  A  parliamentary  tanglehad  arisen. 
The  House  was  in  session  that  evening.  I  was  in  great  anxiety  that 
tiiat  parliamentary  tangle  should  be  settled  in  the  way  that  I  wanted 
it.  I  therefore  took  occasion  to  see  on  the  floor  of  the  House  as  many 
as  possible  of  the  members  before  I  left  in  the  afternoon.  I  saw  all  I 
coiUd  during  the  evening.  I  came  over  here  during  the  evening  ses- 
sion and  saw  all  I  could,  and  the  next  morning  I  came  over  here  tefore 
the  session  and  saw  every  one  I  could,  and  it  was  not  a  case  of  my 
asking  them,  or  of  them  coming  voluntarily  to  me  and  speaking  about 
these  particular  matters.  But  the  matters  were  brought  up  in  a 
friendly  way  in  connection  with  the  effort  I  was  making  in  attempting 
to  get  them  to  help  me  to  keep  sugar  on  the  free  list,  and  these  matters 
were  n&entioned  at  that  time  during  that  day,  and  the  next  day,  more 
as  a  consideration  for  me  to  take  into  account  later  when  the  matter 
was  to  come  up  for  consideration  in  the  House.  The  only  difference 
that  I  now  recall  between  the  character  of  the  statements  and  sugges- 
tions was  that  they  were  more  voluntary  on  the  part  of  those  who  made 
them,  and  less  induced  or  justified  by  any  seeking  on  my  part  of  them, 
or  assistance  from  anybody. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  these  communications  to  you  of  which  you  haye 
spoken,  by  your  colleagues,  were  there  any  that  were  characterized  by 
any  impropriety? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  None  that  of  themselves  were  improper;  none  which 
would  suggest  themselves  to  me  except  the  mere  fact  that  while  in  the 
earlier  t^k,  the  two  days  I  have  mentioned,  nearly  all  of  these  were 
practically  brought  on  by  myself,  and  to  a  very  large  extent  with  those 
whom  I  considered  my  friends  and  friends  of  the  amendment  on  free 
sugar. 

The  Ghaibman.  Then  your  reason  for  not  giving  names  is  not  founded 
upon  any  impropriety  in  communications  that  were  made  fo  you? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Kot  in  any  one  case.  But  I  will  add  in  the  later 
period,  while  there  was  no  one  case  which  I  would  be  justified  as  regard- 
ing as  improper,  they  were  in  a  very  large  measure,  a  very  much  larger 
measure  than  before,  the  result  of  voluntary  suggestions  to  me  of  facts 
and  arguments  on  the  part  of  those  who  had  not  been  accustomed  to 
consult  with  me  to  any  particular  extent  and  whose  confidence  to  that 
extent  I  had  not  invited.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  a  case  which  I 
can  recall  where  there  was  a  suggestion  which  in  itself  could  be 
improx>er. 

Senator  Davis.  You  were  very  active  in  your  advocacy  of  free  sugar  t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  In  the  course  of  the  consideration  ol  tViait\)V!l\Vxi\2^^ 

14  B7?7 
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Jloase,  how  many  times,  as  nearly  as  you  can  remember,  whether  many 
or  few,  was  it  intimated  to  yoa  that  persons  interested  in  the  sa^ar 
interest  had  contributed  to  the  success  of  the  Democratic  party  in  New 
York! 

Mr.  Warner.  A  great  many  times,  although  it  was  in  the  shape 
liirgely  of  an  assumption  rather  than  an  intimation,  or  of  even  pretended 
information. 

Senator  Datis.  That  was  stated  as  a  fact,  was  it  nott 

Mr.  Warner.  It  was  more  frequently  assumed.  I  do  not  recall  that 
in  a  single  case  it  was  stated  to  me  as  a  fact  in  the  way  of  information. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  assumption  addressed  to  you  as  a  reason 
or  a  persuasion  why  you  should  withdraw  or  qualify  your  advocacy  of 
f^ee  sugar  f 

Mr.  Warner.  It  was  not  put  in  that  shape,  with  possibly  one  or 
two  exceptions 

Senator  Davis.  Was  it  put  in  that  connection  as  an  appeal  to  yon  to 
cease  or  qualify  your  advocacy  of  free  sugar  Y 

Mr.  Warner.  Not  except  in  this  way:  That  the  relations  which 
might  be  indicated  by  such  contributions  and  their  acceptance  were 
suggestions  that  I  could  not  hope  to  succeed,  and  would  only  make 
trouble  for  myself  and  my  friends  by  going  ahead. 

Senator  Davis.  That  it  was  intimated  to  you  that  your  x>olitical 
future  depended  somewhat  upon  your  caution  in  that  respect,  or  your 
success  in  that  measure? 

Mr.  Warner.  My  success  in  that  measure. 

Senator  Davis.  When  these  representations  or  assumptions  were 
made  to  you,  it  was  in  connection  with  an  attempt  to  persuade  you 
from  the  position  you  had  theretofore  occupied? 

Mr.  Warner.  Hardly  so.  Sometimes  it  conld  possibly  be  called  an 
attempt — ^more  frequently  in  a  friendly  way  to  give  me  the  size  of  the 
job  I  had  gotten  hold  of. 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  made  to  you  by  gentlemen  who  were  opposed 
to  you  in  your  views  respecting  the  taxation  of  sugar! 

Mr.  Warner.  To  some  extent,  but  not  by  any  means  entirely. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  any  of  these  gentlemen  state  when  those  con- 
tributions were  made  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  tliiuk  there  was  anything  definite  about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  In  what  campaign  did  you  understand  they  were 
made? 

Mr.  Warner.  If  you  ask  me  now  I  would  say  in  the  canipaigii  of 
1892.  But  I  do  not  recall  anything  in  those  conversations  which  would 
lead  me  to  that  result. 

Senator  Davis.  The  Presidential  campaign  of  1892! 

Mr.  Warner.  Well,  the  campaign  of  1892.  So  far  as  I  have  an 
impression  it  was  not  that  it  was  a  special  Presidential  matter  or 
national  committee  matter — ^what,  I  do  not  know,  but  I  gathered  a  good 
deal  about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  any  of  these  gentlemen  say  to  whom  those  con- 
tributions had  been  madef 

Mr.  Warner.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Davis.  To  a  committee,  x>er8on,  or  whatt 

Mr.  Warner.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  the  amount  stated  or  assumed? 

Mr.  Warner.  In  one  case  I  think  the  question  was  asked  me  whether 
they  had  given  $300,000  or  not,  or  whether  I  knew  anything  about  it. 

SeDBtoT  Davis.  YHiat  was  your  reply! 
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Itf r.  Warner.  My  reply  was  that  I  did  not  know  anything  about  it; 
that  I  preenuned  they  had  given  to  both  sides. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  statement  made  to  yon  by  a  colleague  in 
the  House! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  not  a  statement. 

Senator  Davis.  An  assumption  or  impression  Y 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  willing  to  give  his  namet 

Mr.  Warner.  I  am  not. 

Senator  Davis.  You  decline  to  do  so  f 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  I  do,  for  the  simple  reason  that  there  is  no 
end  of  going  into  conversations  between  members  of  the  House  if  it  is 
once  commenced. 

The  Chairman.  We  are  here  charged  with  the  duty  of  inquiring  in 
a  certain  way  how  Senators  are  affected  by  this  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  have  been  thinking  all  the  while  that  we  have 
been  investigating  the  House  rather  than  the  Senate. 

Senator  ^LEN.  Was  this  communication  to  which  you  refer  now 
by  some  member  of  the  House  communicated  to  you  during  the  session 
of  the  House,  or  wa^  it  at  some  other  time? 

Mr.  Warner.  In  the  main  they  were  during  the  sittings  of  the 
House. 

Senator  Allen.  This  particular  communication  that  you  just  referred 
to,  where  some  member  of  Congress  told  you  that  the  sugar  interests 
had  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  1892  f 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  think  that  he  told  me  that.  You  refer  to 
this  communication  last  mentioned.  I  was  asked  if  the  particular  sum 
had  been  mentioned  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  state,  or  do  you  mean  to  say,  that  this 
gentleman  of  whom  you  speak,  this  member  of  the  House,  told  you 
that  a  particular  sum  of  $300,000  had  been  contributed,  or  did  he  ask 
yout 

Mr.  Warner.  !N'o,  sir;  he  simply  asked  me  whether  I  knew  it,  or  if 
I  had  been  told*  I  am  perfectly  free  to  state  to  everyone  here  the 
impression  I  got  was  not  that  he  was  giving  me  information,  or  not  that 
he  was  urging  anything,  but  he  was  simply  putting  me  on  my  guard  as 
to  matters  that  might  be  raised. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  he  in  favor  of  a  duty  on  sugar Y 

Mr.  Warner.  Kg,  sir;  L  think  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  this  something  that  occurred  in  the  session  of 
the  House  or  during  a  session  of  the  committee! 

Mr.  Warner.  My  impression  is  that  it  was.  But  you  know  in  the 
House,  unless  something  is  very  important,  we  are  apt  to  stroll  around 
and  sit  in  the  lobby,  and  it  is  pretty  hard  to  distinguish  before  and 
after  sessions. 

Senator  Allen.  If  this  was  idle  conversation  during  the  session  of 
the  House,  and  no  part  or  parcel  of  the  public  proceedings,  nor  any 
part  of  the  official  proceedings  of  the  committee,  do  you  claim  that 
that  conversation  to  you  was  privileged  Y 

Mr.  Warner.  I  make  no  claim  whatever  as  a  member  of  the  House 
to  my  privilege  even  from  attending  the  sessions  of  this  committee. 
But  as  an  honorable  gentleman,  and  a  member  of  the  House,  I  should 
not,  except  upon  such  extraordinary  occasions  as  might  justify  extra- 
ordinary  conduct  upon  my  part,  for  one  moment  assume  the  right  of  any- 
one to  interrogate  a  member  of  the  House  as  to  conversations  which 
we  all  have  at  all  times  about  public  business  in  the  HoxxM.   W  ^o^^ 
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be  absolutely  destructive  of  the  confidence  whicb  members  ought  to 
have  in  each  other  in  the  free  interchange  of  debate. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  want  to  discuss  that  question  at  a  J;  I 
want  to  make  this  suggestion  to  you,  that  anything  that  does  not  occur 
m  the  nature  of  an  official  communication,  which  is  no  part  or  parcel 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  House — ^the  official  proceedings— and  is  not 
part  or  parcel  of  the  proceedings  of  your  committee,  are  not  privileged 
to  you,  and  you  are  not  any  more  privileged  to  retain  those  conversa- 
tions than  any  other  private  citizen. 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  mean  for  one  moment  to  discuss  the  subject 
with  the  Henator.  I  meant  to  state,  and  I  will  try  to  do  it  in  a  very 
brief  way,  tit  at  what  is  confidential  is  confidential  irrespective  of  priv* 
ilege,  and  will  be  so  regarded  by  me. 

Senator  AlLen.  Do  you  now  decline  to  give  this  man's  namet 

Mr.  Warner.  I  most  certainly  do. 

Senator  Allen.  On  what  ground  f 

Mr.  Warner.  On  the  ground,  among  others,  that  I  claim  my  privi- 
lege absolutely  against  any  interrogation  by  this  committee;  on  the 
ground,  in  addition,  that  the  friendly  conversations  between  members 
of  the  House  upon  the  basis  of  assumed  mutual  confidence  is  something 
which  can  not  be  gone  into,  and  that  the  practice  in  that  re^rd  has 
made  a  precedent  which  it  is  to  the  public  interest  to  keep  inviolate. 

Senator  Davis.  Of  course,  these  communications  were  not  given  to 
you  with  an  intent  to  communicate  to  anybody  elsef 

Mr.  Warner.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Davis.  There  is  a  distinction  between  such  conimunicatioiis 
and  those  addressed  to  newspaper  correspondents! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  entirely. 

Senator  Davis.  You  take  that  position? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  newspaper  correspondents. 

Senator  Allen.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this  statement  of  this  mem- 
ber of  Congress  to  you  that  you  sx>eak  of  was  more  in  the  nature  of  an 
inquiry  upon  his  part  than  a  statement  of  fieust,  why  do  you  secrete  bis 
name! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  secreted  nothing.  I  have  simply  declined  to 
go  further  in  that  particular  matter  in  the  direction  you  suggest. 

Senator  Allen.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  his  remark  to  you  was  in 
the  nature  of  a  query  for  information,  and  he  did  not  purport  to  have 
any  knowledge  of  the  matter  himself,  but  simply  inquiring  what  you 
knew  about  it,  why  should  you  refuse  to  divulge  his  name! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  consider  myself  called  upon  to  give  my 
motive  after  I  have  given  the  reasons;  but  I  will  call  the  Senator's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  I  have  already  explained  that  I  did  not  con- 
sider the  question  as  a  query  seeking  information,  or  as  a  direct  state- 
ment giving  information,  but  rather  as  a  friendly  suggestion  to  myself 
as  to  something  which,  whether  existing  or  not,  it  was  well  for  me  to 
keep  in  mind  and  look  out  for. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  the  failure  to  give  his  name  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  think,  would  authorize  the  deduction  that  he  was  pos- 
sessed of  some  information  which  the  committee  ought  to  have. 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  think  he  was. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  profess  to  have  any  information  f 

Mr.  Warioir.  He  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  This  article,  published  in  the  New  York  Sun,  of 
May  28,  to  which  your  attention  has  been  called,  purports  to  be  the 
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result  of  tlie  work  of  a  correspondent  of  that  paper;  do  jon  know  who 
the  Washington  correspondent  of  that  paper  isf 

Mr.  Warnbb.  I  know  who  are  the  correspondents  of  the  Snn  and 
of  the  Herald. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  know  the  particular  author  of  this  article  t 

Mr.  Wabnbb.  Not,  except  by  inference. 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  may  state,  if  you  know,  any  facts  in  connection 
herewith. 

Mr.  W  ABNEB.  No ;  I  shall  certainly  not  state.  There  is  no  particular 
reason  why  I  should  state.  I  simply  do  not  know,  as  I  say,  except  by 
infidrence. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  any  information  such  as  contained  in  this  article 
given  out  by  you  to  any  correspondent! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No,  except  in  this  way.  A  corre8i>ondent  or  several 
corresx)ondents  have  from  time  to  time  asked  me,  as  I  presume  they 
have  asked  other  members,  as  to  matters  of  this  kind,  what  was  going 
on  in  the  House  ever  since  the  sugar  matter  arose  in  the  House.  I  was 
a  little  surprised  at  the  publication  of  that,  but  upon  reflection  I  recall 
that  a  correspondent  had  asked  me  a  question  not  quite  like  that,  but 
somethiDg  like  that,  and  wanted  to  know  if  he  could  publish  it.  I  said 
no;  I  did  not  care  about  being  interviewed  upon  the  matter. 

I  was  about  to  say  he  called  my  attention  to  it.  He  rather  did  not. 
He  may  have  thought  that  was  a  fair  inference  or  something  of  the  kind 
from  other  things  I  had  told  him.  I  used  some  conversation  like  this: 
•*  You  will  have  to  be  responsible  for  anything  you  state.  I  do  not  care 
to  be  interviewed  upon  that  subject;"  and,  upon  recalling  that,  which 
made  no  impression  upon  me  at  the  time,  it  did  not  seem  to  me  quite  so 
much  of  a  surprise  or  breach  of  courtesy  as  it  otherwise  might  have. 

Senator  Allen.  This  cor respou dent  says: 

I  have  information  which  enables  me  to  say  in  the  most  positive  manner  that  while 
the  fight  for  free  sugar  was  going  on  in  the  House  that  resulteil  in  the  trust  lyeing 
depriyed  of  its  protection,  an  attempt  was  made  to  caU  off  John  DeWitt  Warner, 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  the  trusts,  and  he  was  given  to  understand  that  cer- 
tain men  of  great  prominence  in  the  Democratic  party  wished  that  the  sugar  sohed- 
nle  should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust,  owing  to  the  aid  given  by  the  trust 
during  the  Presidential  campaign. 

Now,  I  will  ask  you  if  any  attempt  was  made  during  the  consideration 
of  that  sugar  schedule  to  <<call  you  off,"  to  use  the  language  of  this 
article? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  already  explained  that  there  was  no  incident 
to  which  that  statement  as  a  whole  could  truthfnlly  apply. 

Senator  Allen.  This  article  was  not  by  authority? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  was  not. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  a  deduction  of  some  correspondent  or  some  other 
person? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Exactly.  1  do  not  know  where  he  got  his  information. 
To  a  certain  extent  he  may  have  inferred  it  from  what  he  heard  me  say 
before,  or  be  may  have  heard  it  from  members  of  the  House  with  whom 
I  talked  in  confidence. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  you  given  to  understand  that  any  men  of 
prominence  in  the  Democratic  party  wished  that  the  sugar  sclicdule 
should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  think  the  trust  was  mentioned  in  that  con- 
nection. I  believe  that  I  have  already  stated,  and  it  is  the  fact,  that 
some  of  the  suggestions,  inquiries,  and  intimations  did  intimate  or 
raise  a  query,  and  I  do  not  know  that  either  would  be  too  &\xo\i%^  \2q^\ 
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prominent  men  in  the  Democratic  party  did  wish  the  duty  left,  and 
were  startled  and  annoyed  at  the  coarse  I  was  taking. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  the  reason  assigned  for  that  that  the  sngai 
trust  had  contributed  money  during  the  Presidential  campaign  to  the 
Democratic  party  f 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  recall  that  the  two  things  were  put  directly 
together. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  these  prominent  men,  as  you  now  recall 
themf 

Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  state,  and  I  wish  to  add  one  thing  to  my 
previous  answer:  If  rhe  cases  that  I  now  recall,  and  I  think  they  cover 
all  the  important  ones,  I  say  it  broadly,  that  I  did  not  believe  it,  and 
that  those  gentlemen  knew  perfectly  weU  how  to  reach  me  and  knew 
that  I  would  have  every  consideration  for  them,  and  until  they  did  sug- 
gest something  I  should  not  believe  it,  and  in  the  more  prominent 
cases,  indeed,  I  think  I  can  say  in  all  of  them,  except  some  of  them  may 
have  been  so  casual  that  they  passed  off,  without  that  I  was  assured 
by  the  party  that  he  did  not  know  any  such  thing,  but  that  he  heard 
so  and  inferred  so  and  thought  it  was  proper  to  tell  me  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  were  the  great  men,  the  certain  men  of  great 
prominence  in  the  Democratic  party  who  wished  that  the  sugar  sched- 
ule should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  know  of  anyone. 

Senator  Allen.  Whose  name  was  suggested  to  yoaf 

Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  And  for  what  reason? 

Mr.  Warner.  There  was  no  case  in  which  my  informant  professed 
to  know  any  such  thing.  In  every  case  in  which  the  question  was 
raised  my  informant  said  he  did  not  know  it  and  did  not  care  to  drag 
into  this  matter  the  name  of  any  man,  prominent  or  otherwise,  under 
such  conditions. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  your  informant  give  you  names  t 

Mr.  Warner.  iNames  were  mentioned. 

Senator  Allen.  More  than  one  namet 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  And  how  many  names  were  given  to  youf 

Mr,  Warner.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  the  names  of  Senators  among  these f 

Mr.  Warner.  Not  at  that  time. 

Senator  Lodge.  At  any  timef 

Mr.  Warner.  Senator  Lodge,  if  I  should  state  no,  it  would  be  an 
evasion.  If  I  should  state  yes,  I  should  have  to  depend  just  as  1  have 
in  the  description  1  have  given  you  of  this  other  matter,  upon  what 
were  inferences  from  friendly  conversations. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  in  these  communications  in  the 
line  about  which  Senator  Allen  was  asking,  and  about  which  you  have 
just  been  speaking,  in  which  the  names  of  prominent  Democratic 
officials  were  mentioned,  that  purported  to  be  direct  information  that 
they  wished  the  sugar  schedule  should  contain  some  protection  to  the 
trust! 

Mr.  Warner.  It  was  disavowed  every  time. 

The  Chairman.  That  they  wished  sugar  to  be  protected  on  account 
of  contributions  Irom  the  sugar  interest  to  the  Democratic  party  t 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  any  of  those  persons  who  so  talked  with  you 
Bud  mentioned  those  names  x^toV^^^  u>  V\ave  any  such  information t 
Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir.    In  iacx,^  t\i^^  dS»»»NWj^  \\.  \ft^u.Y  promptly 
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in  every  case  where  I  recall  the  conversation  was  important  enough 
for  me  to  stop,  and,  as  you  may  say,  argne  or  dispute  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  anything  more  than  the  reports  that  have 
been  going  around  the  Oapitol  and  through  the  columns  of  the  press 
in  the  last  two  months  in  that  regard? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  should  put  it  at  a  little  more  than  that.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  there  was  not  anything  more  told  than  in  the  reports. 
What  I  mean  to  say  is,  I  still  think  a  member  would  have  seriously 
reminded  me  of  reports  which  were  occurring  in  regard  to  matters  as 
to  which  my  own  interest  would  take  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  profess  to  have  any  more  knowledge  for 
their  statement  than  was  back  of  their  reports? 

Mr.  Warner.  Very  promptly  upon  my  stating  that  I  did  not  believe 
It,  1  think  they  said  in  each  case  that  they  did  not  know  it,  and  did 
not  assume  to  have  any  authority. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  these  men  that  were  mentioned  to  you,  whose 
names  you  refuse  to  disclose,  officers  of  this  GovemmentY 

Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  answer.    1  do  not  propose  to  tell  men  by 
X>rocess  of  inclusion  any  more  than  I  do  by  exclusion. 
Senator  Allen.  Where  do  they  reside? 
Mr.  Warner.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  This  correspondent  says,  ^<I  saw  Mr.  Warner  at  the 
Oapitol  to-day,  but  he  declined  to  be  interviewed  at  this  time.''  That 
:is,  the  26th  of  the  present  month.  Do  those  words  enable  you  to  iden- 
'tify  the  press  correspondent?  Do  you  recsdl  having  an  interview  with 
eome  reporter  on  that  day  at  the  Capitol! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  mean  to  mislead  the  Senator.  That  is  not  a 
Sun  report. 
Senator  Allen.  It  is  a  New  York  Herald  report. 
Mr.  Warner.  Independently  it  would  not  occur  to  me  that  I  could 
recall;  but  there  are  very  few  days  in  which,  for  one  reason  or  another, 
I  am  not  likely  to  see  at  least  two  representatives  and  sometimes  more 
of  the  Herald.  As  regards  certain  matters,  they  are  apt  to  ask  what 
this  schedule  means,  or  whether  such  a  figure  is  right,  in  regard  to  cer- 
tain tariff  matters.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  do  not  pretend  to  dis- 
avow my  impression  in  regard  to  that  particular  matter,  and  I  do  not 
wish  my  present  answer  to  be  considered  as  a  modification  of  what  I 
have  stated  a1{all.  But  as  to  whether  I  recall  an  interview,  that  especial 
interview  with  the  Herald  reporter  on  that  day,  I  will  say  that  it  would 
be  imx>ossible  for  me  to  do  so  for  the  reason  I  have  given. 

Senator  Allen.  You  realize,  of  course,  that  if  you  will  give  us  the 
name  of  this  member  of  Congress  who  communicated  these  facts,  or 
these  statements  to  you,  that  it  might  enable  us  to  make  this  inquiry 
efi'ectunl  and  ascertain  from  him  what  he  knows  about  the  facts? 
Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  realize  any  such  thing. 
Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  realize  any  such  thing? 
Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  realize  that  that  is  possible? 
Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  Why  not? 

Mr.  Warner.  The  impression  left  npon  my  mind  was  that  the  gen- 
tleman knew  no  more  about  the  matter  than  I  did.  He  certainly  gave 
iQe  such  an  impression. 

Senator  Allen.  If  that  be  tme,  do  you  not  think  it  would  be  advis- 
able to  give  his  name,  so  that  we  can  ascertain  from  him  what,  as  a 
inatter  of  fact,  he  does  know? 
Hr.  Wabneb»  I  do  not 


216  INVESTIGATION   OF  ATTEMPTS  AT  BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Senator  Allen.  And  yoa  decline  to  disclose  his  name,  notwithstand* 
ing  that  fact  might  resalt  in  a  failure  to  get  proper  evidence  as  to  the  use 
of  money  in  the  campaign  Y 

Mr.  Warner.  Notwithstanding  the  Senator  profcBses  to  have  such 
an  impression,  I  have  no  such  impression. 

Senator  Allen.  Notwithstanding  the  disclosure  of  his  name  and  his 
examination  might  lead  nt  to  some  pertinent  facts  in  this  inquiry  Y 

Mr.  Warner.  I  do  not  believe  it  would. 

{Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  ask  you  whether  you  believe  it  would  or  not; 
but  you  decline  to  give  his  name,  notwithstanding,  possibly,  by  disclos- 
ing his  name  an  examination  of  him  by  this  committee  might  lead  to 
the  discovery  of  some  facts  pertinent  to  this  inquiry? 

Mr.  Warner.  I  think  I  now  understand  your  question.  If  I  believed 
that  anything  I  could  do  or  say  would  lead  to  this  committee  finding 
out  the  facts  about  the  matters  about  which  it  is  investigating,  I  would 
do  anything  short  of  perjury  or  murder  to  do  it. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  there,  then,  in  the  nature  of  the  communi- 
cation he  made  to  you  that  would  induce  you  to  say  here  that  you  will 
not  give  his  namet 

Mr.  Warner.  I  will  state  the  reason  I  have  in  my  mind«  There  may 
be  others,  in  addition  to  my  reason — the  question  of  my  own  rights  in 
the  matter.  If  a  Congressman  is  understood  to  consult  with  his  fellows 
in  a  friendly  way  about  matters  of  legislation  and  to  receive  friendly 
suggestions  under  the  condition  thai  whenever  anybody  wants  to 
inquire  in  regard  to  anything  which  anybody  else  would  think  he  would 
like  to  look  into,  and  in  that  way  that  he  shall  attempt  to  recall  and 
reveal  everything  that  has  thus  been  talked  about,  and  the  authors  and 
every  one  who  has  said  this,  that,  or  the  other  thing  would  almost  be 
certain  of  getting  everything  mixed  up  and  bringing  in  the  wrong  man 
in  a  matter  where  no  particular  attempt  is  made  to  know  matters,  it 
would  absolutely  destroy  all  of  that  mutual  confidence  which  is  neces- 
sary for  us  in  the  orderly  conduct  of  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  Suppose  this  man  had  said  to  you  that  he  knew  as 
a  matter  of  fact  that  money  had  been  put  into  the  campaign  fundi 

Mr.  Warner.  K  he  had  told  me  that  I  should  have  asked  him 
about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  if  he  knew  £Busts  that  would  lead  to  the  dis- 
covery of  the  truth  with  reference  to  that  matter,  would  yoa  regard 
such  a  communication  from  him  to  you  as  privileged! 

Mr.  Warner.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  this  man,  John  E.  Searles,  do  yout 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  not  seen  him  for  about  ten  years. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  who  he  is  and  what  he  isf 

Mr.  Warner.  I  did  know  a  John  E.  Searles,  who  I  think  was  the 
manager  of  the  Havemeyer  Kefining  Company  in  Wall  street.  New 
York  City,  back  in  1885,  when  I  had  occasion  to  see  a  good  deal  oi  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  that  man  here  this  winter! 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  his  being  here? 

Mr.  Warner.  In  the  sense  of  personal  knowledge,  I  do  nok 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  heard  from  others! 

Mr.  Warner.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  heard  say. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  what  his  particular  business  isf 

Mr.  Warner.  I  have  always  understood  that  he  was  the  treasurer 
and  secretary  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  not  true  that  his  business  is  to  attend  aesaioiia 
of  Congress  and  look  attier  \eg>EYa^N%  m\AT^\&\ 
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Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  except  what  I  have  generally  seen  in  the  papers 
and  perhaps  one  statement  in  the  New  York  papers. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  Thomas  Dolnii,  of  Philadelphia f 

Mr.  Wabneb^  I  know  him  by  sight.  If  I  should  see  liim  I  should 
know  him. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  he  the  president  of  che  Manufacturers'  Club? 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  presume  he  is  the  president  of  the  Manufacturers' 
Club. 

Senator  Lindsay.  More  or  less  of  the  manufacturers  in  the  United 
States  are  interested  in  pending  tariff  legislation  t 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  presume  so. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  often  have  you  seen  Thomas  Dolau  this 
winter! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  have  not  seen  him  at  all. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  heard  of  his  being  here! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  of  my  own  information.  I  think  I  have  heard 
people  speak  of  Tom  Dolan  being  down  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  the  same  way  you  have  heard  that  Mr.  Searles 
was  heref 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Yes,  sur;  I  think  at  a  dinner  I  heard  somebody  say 
Tom  Dolan  was  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  Tom  Dolan  give  the  dinner! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  do  not  know.    It  was  simply  a  social  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So  far  as  you  know  have  not  people  interested  in 
tarift  matters  been  'around  the  Capitol  every  week  this  winter! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  had  a  leyee  myself  several  weeks  ago. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  may  not  these  gentlemen  be  here  for  per- 
fectly legitimate  purposes! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  No  doubt  they  are. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  understand  that  this  money  which  was 
contributed,  if  contributed  at  all,  for  campaign  purposes,  was  contrib- 
uted before  the  Presidential  nomination  or  afterwards! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  It  never  occurred  to  me  to  think  of  it  except  as  con- 
tributed afterwards.  I  think  I  can  say  that  I  never  heard  any  sug- 
gestion of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  910,000  given  by  the  sugar 
trust  to  what  was  known  as  the  anti-snapper  movement  in  New  York. 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  think  there  is  something  mentioned  of  that  in  the 
pre8s  reports,  but  that  is  all  the  authority  I  have  for  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  nothing  to  lead  you  to  believe  it  was  true 
or  false! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  I  know  it  to  be  false  because  I  was  interested  in  that 
movement  myself,  and  had  occasion  to  know  from  time  to  time  numer- 
ous contributions,  and  I  assure  you  that  anything  over  $5,000  was 
noised  around,  but  I  never  heard  of  any  contribution  anything  like  the 
size  of  910,000. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  ever  suggested  or  intimated  to  you  in  any 
form  that  your  course  with  reference  to  the  sugar  schedule  might 
arouse  the  enmity  of  the  sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  except  from  personal  friends  and  acquaintances, 
and  so  on,  and  that  in  a  casual  sort  of  a  way,  generally  speaking. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  they  persons  who  were  familiar,  or  would  be 
likely  to  be  familiar  with  the  methods  of  the  sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Wabneb.  Not  particularly. 

(At  12  o'clock  m.  the  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  morning, 
June  4, 1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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Washington,  D.  C,  June  5, 1891, 

The  committee  met  ptirsnant  to  adjoarnmeut. 
Present:  Tlie  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWOKH  TESTIMOHT  07  WALTEB  eASTOK 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  aget 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  44  years  just  past. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  your  residence  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Wilkesbarre,  Pa. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  occupation f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  the  general  manager  of  the  Hazard  Manufia^tnr- 
ing  Company,  and  wire-rope  manufacturer,  not  wire  manufacturer,  as 
stated  in  the  newspaper. 

The  Chairman.  In  a  letter  published  in  the  New  York  Mail  and 
Express  of  date  May  19,  1894,  written  by  a  certain  John  S.  Shriver, 
there  is  the  following: 

Just  here  it  may  be  weU  to  give  a  little  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last  few 
weeks  In  which  the  sugar  trust  has  taken  snch  a  prominent  part.  The  headquarters 
of  the  officialH  of  the  trust  have  been  in  a  certain  room  of  tiie  Arlington  Hotel.  The 
night  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the  trust 
must  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  bill  would  be  kiUed  there  happened  to  be  in  the 
next  room  to  the  sugar-trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  place  not  far  from 
New  York.  He  had  come  to  Washington  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee to  change  its  schedule  in  which  he  was  interested,  and  worn  oat  with  his 
Tain  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  '' trinmyirate "  in  charge 
of  the  bill,  he  had  retired  to  his  room. 

He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  lend  talking  in  the  sngar-tmst  parlor 
attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slumber  was  impossible.  The  voices 
next  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night  proceeded.  He  distinctly  dis- 
tinguished the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew,  and  also  those 
of  the  sugar-trust  magnates.  It  was  nearly  morning  when  the  conference  broke  up, 
and  the  wire  manufacturer  was  at  last  allowed  to  fall  asleep.  He  did  not,  however, 
remain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  because  what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him 
too  g[ood  news. 

Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  and  telling  his  friends, 
among  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen,  that  he  knew  the  Wilson  bill  would  never 
pass.  He  made  no  secret  ol  how  he  got  his  information,  and  even  told  the  names 
of  the  Senators  who  had  been  in  the  room  next  to  him  nearly  all  night.  The  wire 
manufacturer  did  not  linger  about  Washin^on,  but  returned*  to  his  home  fully  sat- 
isfied that  there  was  no  use  for  his  remaining  any  longer  to  see  the  Democratic 
Finance  Committee. 

Do  you  know  whether  you  are  the  person  referred  to  in  that  letter  as 
a  certain  wire  manufacturer  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  the  man  who  occupied  the  room  from  the  6th  to 
the  9th  of  March  of  that  year,  and  also  from  the  8th  to  the  10th  of  ^lay. 

The  Chaibman.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel! 

Mr.  Gaston.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  occupied  that  room  on  either  occasion, 
did  anything  like  that  occur f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Let  me  make  a  statement  first,  and  then  ask  me  ques- 
tions. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  please. 

Mr.  Gaston.  With  the  exception  of  the  fact  that  I  was  in  the  room, 
that  I  overheard  a  conversation  on  sugar,  that  I  told  a  Congressman 
next  morning  from  what  I  heard  that  I  did  not  believe  the  W  ilson  bill 
would  pass,  nor  any  otlier  l&iiff,  unless  a  better  bill,  it  is  absolutely 


INVESTIGATION   OP  ATTEMPTS  AT  BRIBERY,  ETC.  219 

mamifiustiiTed  out  of  whole  cloth — absolntoly  false  from  beginning  to 
endt 

The  Chairman.  With  those  exceptions,  this  paragraph  is  entirely 
ftlse  from  beginning  to  endt 

Mi.  Gaston.  It  is  entirely  and  absolntely  false  from  beginning  to 
end  In  telling  this  Congressman — we  had  confidential  relations  together 
for  some  time—I  told  him  this  in  pnre  confidence,  without  giving  him 
details.  I  told  him  that  no  Senators  had  been  in  the  room.  I  mentioned 
nobody.  I  simply  told  him  that  from  a  sngar  conversation  the  night 
before  in  an  adjoining  room,  I  did  not  believe  the  Wilson  bill  would  pass, 
nor  any  tariff  bill  unless  a  much  more  favorable  bill  for  the  various 
industries  of  the  country  were  framed.    That  I  will  admit. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  it  that  you  were  in  this  room  and  over- 
heard the  conversation  you  have  just  alluded  tot 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  came  to  Washington  the  night  of  the  6th  of  March. 
I  was  engaged  in  our  own  tariff  matters  in  which  I  was  interested,  and 
some  other  schedules. 

The  Chairman.  What  schedule  was  thatt 

Mr.  Gaston.  My  schedule  is  what  is  known  as  the  wire  schedule  in 
the  metal  schedule.  I  was  interested  in  some  others,  but  indirectly. 
I  had  been  spending  most  of  my  time  in  Washington  since  November 
last*  I  was  up  all  that  night  of  the  6th  and  work^  hard  the  following 
day.  I  went  into  my  room  at  8  o'clock  in  the  evening  and  wanted  to 
steep.  The  hotel  was  crowded  at  the  time  and  I  believe  they  gave  me 
a  room  that  had  been  occupied  by  Miss  TerrilL 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  Mr.  Terrillt 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  Miss  Terrill,  a  daughter  of  Mr.  Terrill.  Mr. 
Terrill  was  known  as  a  member  of  the  sugar  trust,  and  had  a  suite  of 
apartments,  rooms  33, 34,  and  35.  As  I  say,  I  was  so  tired  that  I  went 
to  bed  without  striking  a  light,  and  feU  asleep.  I  was  awakened  about 
10  o'clock  by  a  loud  conversation  in  the  next  room.  I  was  mad.  I  was? 
about  to  ring  the  bell  in  order  to  have  my  room  changed,  when  I  heard 
sugar  mentioned.  I  have  known  enough  about  tariff  matters  to  believe 
that  a  sugar  schedule  was  the  basis  of  the  defeat  of  the  Wilson  bill,  or 
else  the  obtaining  of  a  better  bill.  I  knew  the  sugar  interests.  I  knew 
the  interests  of  Louisiana.  I  have  friends  connected  with  the  sugar 
interests,  planters,  and  I  knew  what  could  be  done  with  Senator  Hill, 
Senator  Murphy,  etc.,  in  opposition  to  the  income  tax.  I  heard  a  gen- 
eral conversation  on  sugar,  a  running  conversation.  I  learned  that 
the  sugar  men  were  not  satisfied  with 

Senator  Davis.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  give  the  lapguage  as 
nearly  as  you  cant 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  can  not  do  that.  In  substance  it  was  simply  a  gen- 
eral conversation  in  which  I  learned  that  the  sugar  men  were  dissatis- 
fied with  what  the  subcommittee  had  done,  and  understood  that  they 
did  not  accept  this  schedule 

Senator  Davis.  Were  they  expressing  that  dissatisfaction  to  any- 
body there  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  between  themselves  absolutely.  That  being 
the  case,  knowing  what  I  did,  and  not  thinking,  being  a  Democrat 
mysetf,  that  the  Democrats  would  concede  to  the  sugar  men  what  they 
wanted,  I  felt  perfectly  satisfied  from  inference  that  the  bill  would  have 
to  be  greatly  changed  before  it  would  pass,  and  from  the  conversation 
which  I  orei'heard  it  seemed  perfectly  plain  to  me  that  that  would  be 
the  case. 
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The  Ohaibmak.  Ton  have  stated  the  impression  you  gathered  from 
the  conversation  yon  heard.  State  afr  nearly  as  you  can  what  that 
conversation  was,  what  was  said. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Now,  if  I  remember  rightly,  I  think  the  conversation 
was  that  the  subcommittee  had  offered  40  and  an  eighth.  Yon  know 
what  that  means — 40  per  cent  ad  valorem  and  an  eighth. 

The  Chaibman.  An  eighth  diiferentialf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir ;  an  eighth  differential,  which  they  said  was 
unsatisfactory,  and  had  not  been  accepted,  and  would  be  unsatisfac* 
tory.    That  is  simply  the  substance  of  what*  I  heard.  • 

Senator  LoDGB.  Unsatisfactory  to  whom  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  presume  to  themselves.    They  did  not  say. 

Senator  Lodge.  Unsatisfactory  to  these  parties  in  the  roomf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Unsatisfactory  to  the  paities  in  the  room,  whoever 
were  talking. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  who  those  parties  weret 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  recognize  the  voices  of  any  of  themf 

Mr.  Gaston.  None. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  come  to  get  the  imiNression  that  they 
were  men  interested  in  the  sugar  industry! 

Mr.  Gaston.  From  the  general  course  of  conversation,  from  the 
knowledge  that  they  displayed  apparently  of  the  business,  from  namea 
that  I  heard  mentioned,  not  addressed,  but  people  spoken  of,  I  under- 
stx)od  clearly  it  was  evidently  a  consultation  of  x)eople  interested  in 
sugar. 

Senator  DAVIS.  Let  me  ask  you  whether  at  that  time  yon  under- 
stood that  that  was  one  of  Mr.  Terrill's  suite  of  rooms t 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  one  of  the  facts  which  you  wish  to  addt 

Mr.  Gaston.  Why  I  know  it  was! 

Senator  Davis*  Yes. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes ;  certainly.  That  corroborated  the  thing  from  the 
fact  that  it  was  in  his  rooms  or  one  of  his  apartments  there. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  anything  else  that  you  can  remember  of 
that  conversation  more  specifically  than  you  have  stated  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  it  was  just  a  running  conversation. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  that  conversation  last,  do  you  sup- 
pose? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  looked  at  my  watch  when  I  was  awakened,  and  it 
was  about  10  o'clock.  I  suppose  I  must  have  been  awake  about  an 
hour.  It  was  a  great  eftbrt  to  stay  awake,  because  I  was  so  very  tired. 
I  suppose  I  may  have  been  awake  some  three-quarters  of  an  hour.  Let 
me  say  right  here  that  I  would  not  have  listened  to  that  conversation 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  but  my  own  individual  interests  were  at 
stake.  I  was  interested  in  tarifi'  matters,  and  I  felt  that  I  was  justi- 
fied in  learning  what  I  could  as  a  guide  for  the  future.  Now,  if  I  had 
kept  those  things  to  myself,  anything  I  may  have  heard  in  that  con- 
versation, I  could  have  injured  no  one,  while  discussing  them  in  public 
would  of  course  have  put  me  in  an  unpleasant  position. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  get  out  of  bedf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  the  new8pa)>ers  said  I  got  up  and  peeked 
through  the  keyhole. 

Senator  Davis.  You  did  nothing  of  the  kind! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  went  to  bed  and  went  to  sleep. 
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Senator  Davis.  Was  that  conversation  audible  f 
Mr.  Oaston.  Very  distinctly.    There  was  a  door  opening  into  the 
loom. 
The  Ghaibhan.  What  kind  of  a  doorf 

Mr.  Gaston.  A  solid  door,  bnt  it  was  so  shrunken  there  was  a  rim 
of  light  around  the  door. 
The  Chaiexan.  Your  room  was  dark,  was  it  notf 
Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Davis.  Was  the  transom  openf 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  Was.  it  a  folding  doort 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  simply  a  single  door. 
The  Chairman.  And  you  say  you  recognized  none  of  the  voices  f 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  recognized  none  of  the  voices. 
The  Chairman.  From  the  fact  that  you  occupied  a  room  that  had 
been  one  of  Mr.  Terrili's  suite  and  occupied  by  his  daughter,  and  from 
t^lie  fact  that  they  were  discnssing  sugar  tirom  a  standpoint  that  showed 
f^uuiliarity  with  it,  you  felt  certain  that  they  were  men  interested  in 
ta^Yie  sugar  schedule! 
Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  This  statement  that  you  recognized  the  voice  of  any 
IScnator  there  is  not  trnef 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  is  false,  absolutely. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  ycm  on  that  occasion  hear  anybody  addressed 
a  Senator! 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  heard  half  the  Senate  spoken 
^T>oatin  there. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  hear  anybody  addressed  as  Senator  so  and 
being  there  present  taking  part  in  that  oonversationt 
Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  yon  positive  about  thatt 
Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  positive  about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  there  anything  in  that  conversation  that  led 
y^a  to  suppose  there  was  any  Senator  there  present! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Only  the  fact  that  some  of  the  people  talking  seemed 
to  be  rather  familiar  with  what  had  been  done  in  the  subcommittee 
^^m  that  day. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  people  evidenced  the  familiarity,  in  your 
i^dfifraentf 
Mr.  Gaston.  That  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Davis.  Judging  from  the  different  voices,  how  many  t 
Mr.  Gaston.  I  could  not  say. 
Senator  Davis.  More  than  two? 

Mr.  Gaston.  They  seemed  all  to  know  something  about  it.    I  can 
J^ot  answer  that. 
The  Ghaibman.  How  many  do  you  think  were  in  that  roomf 
Mr.  Gaston.  I  should  judge — that  is  rather  hard  to  answer.    I  should 
suppose,  from  the  noise  when  they  got  to  talking  together,  that  there 
DiTist  have  been  6  or  7  in  there. 

Senator  Davis.  Going  back  to  the  familiarity  that  seemed  to  be  dis- 
P%ed,  was  that  famiharity  evidenced  by  any  disclosure  as  to  what 
bad  been  done  in  committee  meetings! 

Mr.  Gabton.  None.  Simply  that  the  subcommittee  had  refused  to 
^0  80  and  so.  That  is  all  that  was  said.  But  the  familiarty  with  what 
the  suboommittee  had  refused  to  do  that  day  led  me  to  suppose  that 
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evidently  the  people  who  had  been  talking  about  it  must  have  ben 
those  who  had  access  to  the  sabcommittee  room. 

Senator  Davis.  You  never  stated,  I  understood  you  to  say,  to  any 
person,  after  you  heard  this  talk,  that  you  recognized  the  voices  of 
Senators! 

Mr,  Gaston.  No,  sir.  Of  course  I  do  not  know  the  voice  of  any 
Senator.  I  had  been  asked  if  certain  Senators  were  there,  and  if  I 
re(!Ognized  the  voices  of  them,  and  I  do  know  that  1  absolutely  said  no. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  it  occur  to  you,  or  did  you  suppose  at  that  time, 
from  what  you  heard,  that  any  Senators  were  in  that  roomf 

Mr.  Gaston.  At  the  time  I  thought  there  were,  but  there  was  abso- 
lutely nothing  by  which  I  would  be  willing  to  say  there  were. 

Senator  Davis.  What  made  you  think  sot 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  familiarity  with  matters. 

Senator  Davis.  In  hearing  what  was  said  distinctly  did  you  hear 
those  matters  with  which  such  familiarity  was  evidenced  recounted  by 
those  you  heard  t 

Mr.  Gaston,  l^o,  sir;  just  simply  a  general  course  of  information  of 
what  they  said  this  subcommittee  had  offered.  If  I  remember^  it  was 
40  per  cent  and  a  differential  of  an  eighth. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  hear  all  of  the  conversation,  or  was  it  going 
on  when  you  went  to  sleep  again  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  must  have  been  going  on  when  I  went  to  sleep.  In 
«ct,  I  could  not  stay  awake.  The  part  that  was  important  to  me  wa8 
that  the  sugar  schedule  had  not  been  accepted. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  that  conversation  satisfy  you  that  in  the  then 
condition  of  affairs  as  to  the  sugar  schedule  it  was  so  unsatisfactory  to 
the  sugar  interests  that  they  had  the  power  to  and  would  defeat  that 
bill  or  frame  a  better  one  unless  their  wishes  were  complied  withf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  will  answer  that  in  this  way:  That  it  was  not  satis- 
factory to  them,  as  I  learned  from  their  conversation.  That  it  would 
be  the  means  of  defeating  the  Wilson  bill,  or  procuring  a  better  bill, 
was  simply  my  own  inference  from  what  I  knew  of  the  sugar  situation. 

Senator  Davis.  The  whole  history  of  the  thing  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir.  I  was  in  Washington  most  of  the  time  last 
winter. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  state  the  next  morning  to  any  person,  who- 
ever it  was,  that  you  were  satisfied  that  the  Wilson  bill  was  beaten  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir.    I  was  not  satisfied. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  you  sayf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  said  I  thought  the  Wilson  bill  would  not  pass. 

Senator  Davis.  What  reason  did  you  give  for  that  statement  to  the 
person  with  whom  you  were  talking! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Simply  from  what  I  heard  in  the  sugar  conversation  in 
the  adjoining  room. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  tell  the  person  with  whom  you  were  talking 
of  that  conversation  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  give  him  the  details! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Just  simply  the  general  facts f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Just  simply  the  general  facts — ^no  details  at  alL  I 
would  not  listen  to  a  conversation  of  that  kind  and  give  its  details. 
What  I  mean  by  that  is,  I  would  not  publish  a  thing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  stated  just  now  that  it  was  not  satisfactory  to 
them.    Whom  do  you  mean  by  ^^  them  t  ^ 
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Mr.  Gaston.  The  people  in  the  room. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  not  satisfactory  to  anybody  in  the  roomt 

Mr.  Gaston.  No  particular  person ,  but  generally,  which  I  under- 
stood to  be  the  sugar  interest. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  the  conversation  in  the  room,  did  there  appear  to 
be  some  person  or  persons  who  were  advocating  the  existing  schedule 
and  others  opposing  itf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No;  their  minds  all  seemed  to  run  one  way.  There 
was  no  controversy  of  that  kind  at  all.  They  were  all  of  one  accord. 
The  best  of  feeling  was  apparently  existing. 

Senator  Davis.  Allow  me  to  ask  a  question  right  there. 

Senator  Lodge.  Certainly. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  any  plan  of  operations  lined  out  in  the  conver- 
sation you  heard  as  to  what  would  be  done  in  advocacy  of  bills  in  the 
sugar  interestf 

Mr.  Gaston.  None. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  understood  ftom  the  conversation  that  the 
subcommittee  had  determined  to  report  a  bill  giving  40  per  cent  ad 
valorem  and  one-eighth  of  1  cent  per  pound  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  these  people  were  dissatisfied  with  that  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  they  were  all  dissatisfied  with  itt 

Mr.  Gaston.  Absolutely,  all  of  them.  Every  one  of  them.  They 
were  of  one  accord. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  fact,  in  connection  with  your  knowledge  of 
the  situation,  induced  you  to  believe  that  the  Wilson  bill  could  not 
pass  without  material  changes  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  is  a  fact. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  is  what  you  told  the  gentleman  down- 
stairsf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Precisely.    Absolutely  that  is  all. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Now,  this  newspaper  statement  that  you  were 
unable  to  sleep  until  just  before  daylight 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  never  slept  sounder  in  my  life.  At  8  o'clock  I  had  an 
appointment,  and  1  slept  so  soundly  that  a  gentleman  came  to  my  room 
at  half  past  9  and  asked  me  why  I  had  not  kept  my  appointment. 

Senator  Lindsay.  This  statement  that  you  distinguished  the  voices 
of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  you  knewt 

Mr.  Gaston.  Is  absolutely  false. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  distinctly  recognized  the  voices  of  sev- 
eral sugar- trust  magnates? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  know  their  voices. 

Senator  Lindsay.  ^^  lie  did  not,  however,  remain  in  bed  long  afber 
the  sun  was  up,  because  what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him  too  good 
news." 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  slept  pretty  soundly  and  I  did  not  arouse  until  half 
past  9  o'clock. 

Senator  Lindsay.  "Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of 
the  hotel  and  telling  his  Mends,  among  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen, 
that  he  knew  the  Wilson  bill  would  never  pass." 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  never  spoke  to  but  one  Congressman,  and  I  never 
would  have  told  him  had  our  relations  not  been  confidential,  and  I  was 
startled  to  think  that  fact  should  have  been  disclosed. 

Senator  Lindsay.  "  He  made  no  secret  of  how  he  got  his  information^ 
and  even  told  the  names  of  the  Senators  who  had  beenuitYiJbXOOiim^i)^ 
to  him  nearly  aU  nighf 
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Mr.  Gaston.  Tliat  is  false  in  every  particular. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  mentioned  a  name  to  anyonef 

Mr.  Gaston.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  know  the  names! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  know  the  names. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  recognized  no  voice  there? 

Mr.  Gaston.  None  whatever.  As  far  as  liearing  Senators'  ramei 
mentioned,  as  I  say,  I  probably  heard  ten  of  them  mentioned,  different 
Senators,  but  in  no  connection — only  simply  in  a  general  miming  con- 
versation— but  in  no  connection  with  any  schedule  or  programme  or 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Senator  Lodge.  Why  did  you  attach  importance  to  the  conversation  T 

Mr.  (tASTON.  For  the  reason,  as  I  stated,  that  the  sugar  men  were 
dissatisfied.  I  did  not  think  the  Democratic  committee  would  give 
them  anything  more  than  that;  I  was  a  little  surprised  that  they  had 
given  them  that,  and  knowing,  as  I  say,  that  the  sugar  men,  if  so  dis- 
posed, had  it  in  their  power  to  defeat  the  bill,  unless  they  were  per- 
fectly satisfied.  Those  were  my  reasons.  My  conclusion  was  based 
upon  my  own  inference  and  my  own  knowledge  based  on  what  I  heard 
that  night,  and  I  must  candidly  tell  you  that  I  have  not  worried  as 
much  since.  I  must  state  since  hearing  that  conversation  that  night 
that  I  felt  confirmed  in  the  position  I  had  held  for  a  long  time. 

Senator  Lindsat.  So  far  as  you  know  the  Democratic  committee  has 
not  given  them  any  more  than  they  discussed  that  night? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Eeaily,  I  do  not  know  the  schedule  they  have  given 
them  as  a  &ct.    I  understood  40  and  an  eighth. 

Senator  Lodgb.  What  date  were  you  theret 

Mr.  Gaston.  From  the  6th  to  the  9th  of  March,  and  from  the  8th  to 
the  10th  of  May. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  schedule  40  and  an  eighth  was  the  one  proposed? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  think  they  had  rejected  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  they  were  dissatisfied  with  the  offer? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  I  understood  that  they  offered  them  40  and  an 
eighth. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Who  offered? 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  subcommittee,  and  it  was  not  satisfiB^^tory. 

The  Ohaibhan.  It  was  not  satisfactory  to  them  ? 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  was  not  satisfactory  to  them,  and  from  what  I 
gathered  it  would  not  be  satisfactory  to  them.  That  is  the  fact  pre- 
cisely, as  I  understood  it  at  the  time.  Now,  if  I  remember  rightly,  it 
was  about  the  7th  or  the  8th  that  the  subcommittee  closed  its  work 
and  the  bill  was  reported,  I  think,  in  a  very  few  days  after  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  reported  on  the  20th  of  March. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Now,  let  me  say  further  in  connection  with  this,  as  I 
stated  to  yoa  before,  had  I  not  been  called  by  the  committee  now,  I 
should  have  asked  for  a  hearing  in  the  matter  to  put  myself  right. 

The  Ghaibman.  Since  Mr.  Shriver's  testimony  this  thing  has  come 
to  you? 

Mr.  Gaston.  What  do  you  mean? 

The  Ghaibman.  About  the  account  Mr.  Shriver  gave. 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Shriver's  account.  It  was  a  week 
ago  last  Friday  that  a  person  asked  me,  going  from  Wilkesbarre  to 
Philadelphia,  if  I  did  not  want  to  read  the  Philadelphia  Press.  I  was 
perfectly  dumfounded  when  I  read  this.  I  first  went  to  the  Philadel- 
phia Press  in  Philadelphia,  and  then  went  over  to  the  Mail  and  Express 
XD  ^ew  York,    Tlie  PluIaydAlphia  Herald  on  Sunday  said  I  would  nor 
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take  $1,000  for  my  information.  If  I  thought  these  reporters  knew 
what  I  did  know  it  would  be  a  pretty  cheap  job  to  value  at  $1^000. 
The  Herald  said  I  had  told  tales  out  of  school. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Mr,  Shriverf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  met  him  last  night  for  the  first  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  call  upon  youf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  had  just  registered  at  the  Arlington  when  he  came 
up  and  spoke  to  me;  he  and  another  man  by  the  name  of  Walker. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  the  first  communication  you  ever  had  with 
either  Shriver  or  Walker! 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  first  I  ever  had  in  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  Written  or  verbal! 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  first,  either  written  or  verbal,  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Senator  Allen.  A  few  days  before  you  occupied  the  room  you  say 
Miss  TerriU  occupied  that  room! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Axlen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  who  occupied  the 
room  adjoining  you! 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  was  Mr.  TerrilPs  room.  He  had  three  rooms.  I 
think  he  had  his  family  here  at  one  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  the  man  who  has  been  characterized  in  this 
article  as  Brice's  TerriU! 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  a  stockbroker  or  what  he 
is,  but  I  think  he  is  the  TerriU  who  represented  the  sugar  interest  here 
in  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  a  broker  in  Wall  street! 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  say  you  gathered  from  the  voices  that  there 
were  5  or  6  persons  in  that  room! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  I  should  judge  from  the  talk.  Sometimes 
they  would  all  talk  at  once. 

Senator  Allen.  From  what  they  said  can  you  tell  whether  any  of 
them  were  Senators! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Only  from  the  familiarity  that  some  of  them  seemed  to 
have  about  what  had  been  done  in  the  subcommittee  room. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  they  use  any  expressions  like  this,  for  instance, 
by  which  you  could  determine:  This  schedule  is  the  best  we  can  pos- 
sibly do  for  you! 

Mr.  Gaston.  ITothing  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  anything  of  that  nature  used! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  simply  that  40  per  cent  and  one-eighth  of  1 
cent  had  been  what  was  offered. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  these  persons,  whoever  they  were,  who  talked 
about  urging  the  option  on  this  schedule  you  have  mentioned,  talk  in  a 
way  that  implied  to  you  that  they  were  speaking  with  authority! 

Mr.  Gaston.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Kepeat  something  that  they  said,  if  you  can! 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  is  pretty  difficult  to  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Give  the  substance  of  it. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Simply  that  the  subcommittee  had  offered  them  40  per 
cent,  and  an  eighth  differential. 

Senator  Allen.  They  said  the  subcommittee  had  offered  them  that! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  said  that! 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Whom  did  you  understand  to  say  thatf 

15BBI 
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Mr.  Gaston.  Kobody  in  particular. 

Senator  Allen.  You  came  to  the  conclusion  that  that  was  a  meeting 
of  some  Senators  and  representatives  of  the  sugar  interests? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  knew  tliey  were  representatives,  apparently  from  the 
conversation  regarding  the  sugar  interest,  and  1  thought  there  were 
fiome  Senators  there  from  their  familiarity  with  the  schedule. 

Senator  Allen.  There  must  have  been  something  said  ui)on  the  part 
of  those  who  were  urging  the  schedule  that  led  you  to  believe  that  they 
were  speaking  as  officers! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  absolutely  nothing.  Every  mind  in  that 
meeting  was  one  way.  Nobody  was  urging  anything  and  nobody  was 
opposing  anything.  They  were  all  of  one  mind.  It  was  not  apparently 
as  though  certain  people  were  in  there  opposing  anything  and  ani^theV 
party  asking  it,  but  they  were  all  of  one  mind ;  there  was  no  opposition 
whatever;  there  was  nothing  demanded  and  nothing  refused.  It  was 
just  a  plain,  simple  statement  that  it  was  offered  by  the  subcommittee 
and  was  not  satisfactory.  Then,  knowing  that  that  was  unsatisfactory 
and  judging  from  what  they  said,  would  be  unsatisfactory;  knowing 
that  the  sugar  schedule  was  the  foundation  of  the  defeat  or  a  better 
bill,  and  from  my  own  knowledge  of  the  tariff  from  my  being  here  in 
Washington  last  winter,  my  inference  was 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  seem  to  understand  what  I  am  driving 
at.  Any  man,  listening  to  a  miscellaneous  conversation  through  a 
door,  which  conversation  is  loud  enough  to  be  heard 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Can  teU  that  there  is  some  person  urging  one  thing 
and  some  person  urging  another,  and  that  there  is  a  division  in  senti- 
ment? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  have  just  stated  that  there  was  no  division  in  senti- 
ment.   There  was  nobody  urging  and  nobody  opposing. 

Senator  Allen.  Even  if  they  were  talking  it  over  the  impression 
coming  to  you  would  lead  you  to  believe  that  some  person  is  speaking 
with  authority  in  regard  to  the  matter.  Something  will  be  said.  For 
instance,  if  he  is  a  subcommittee  man  he  will  use  an  expression  to  the 
effect  that  that  is  the  best  schedule  they  can  possibly  formulate,  and 
another  man  opposing  the  sugar  interest  would  undertake  to  show  that 
it  was  not  just  to  him.    Did  anything  of  that  kind  occur? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  nothing  of  that  kind  occurred;  absolutely. 
No  one  asked  anything  and  no  one 

Senator  Allen.  Tliere  was  nothing  in  the  conversation  whatever 
to  make  any  impression  upon  your  mind  that  a  part  and  parcel  of  the 
persons  there  were  Senators! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Only  the  familiarity  with  the  schedules;  that  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  did  conclude  from  their  familiarity  with 
the  schedules  that  one  or  more  of  the  persons  in  that  room  were  Sena- 
tors, did  youf 

Mr.  Gaston,  I  will  not  say  that;  no,  sir.  I  will  not  answer  in  that 
way.  I  will  answer  that  by  saying  this,  that  it  occurred  to  me  there 
must  be  some  Senators  present  there  from  the  familiarity  with  what  was 
done  in  the  subcommittee  room  that  day.  That  was  absolutely  all.  Now 
whether  there  were  one,  two,  three,  or  four,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say. 

Senator  Allen.  From  the  familiarity  with  what  had  been  done  in 
the  subcommittee  room  that  day,  and  the  familiarity  with  which  they 
discussed  the  sugar  schedule? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No*,  I  will  not  say  that.    From  the  familiarity  with 
what  had  been  done,  not  tiom  ^ai^  iL^m\\vd£v\:^  mtk  th<^  sugar  schedule 
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st  all,  because  those  x>eople  wbo  were  talking  seemed  to  know  the 
least  actually  about  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  You  came  to  the  conclusion  that  that  was  a  meeting 
of  the  sugar-trust  interests  upon  the  one  hand  and  those  who  were 
speaking  for  the  tariff  upon  the  other  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  reached  no  conclusion  of  that  kind! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Nothing  of  the  kind  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  there  that  attracted  your  attention  in 
listening? 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  fact  that  sugar  was  spoken  about,  and  my  knowl- 
edge of  sugar  was  what  attracted  my  attention. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  sugar  form  the  entire  conversation  or  dis- 
cussion? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  else  was  discussed  there! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Social  talk;  small  talk,  you  might  say. 

Senator  Allen.  The  general  drift  of  the  conversation  was  upon  the 
sugar  schedule? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Anything  that  related  to  public  matters. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  reach  any  conclusion  in  your  own  mind  as 
to  who  those  x>ersons  were  in  there? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  did  not  have  any  impression  then  and  do 
not  now  have  any  impression  of  who  they  are? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  never  expressed  to  any  person  or  persons  who 
they  were? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Never  gave  any  names? 

Mr.  Gaston.  As  being  in  that  meeting?    No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  next  morning  after  you  got  up  and  went  down 
stairs  to  the  hotel  office,  did  you  ascertain  the  number  of  the  room? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  knew  it. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  the  number  of  the  room? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No.  34.  I  had  33,  at  the  end  of  the  hall.  Thirty-foui 
was  the  comer  room.  They  were  a  suite  of  rooms  occupied  by  Mr. 
Terrill.  Thirty-three  was  at  the  end  of  the  hall  and  34  was  the  comer. 
There  were  three  rooms  and  then  came  the  elevator. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  the  room  definitely? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  on  what  day? 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  7th  of  March. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  in  the  Arlington  Hotelf 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  was  in  the  Arlington  Hotel. 

Senator  Allen.  The  next  morning  when  you  went  down  did  yo«k 
ascertain  what  persons  had  been  in  that  room  that  night? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  Senators  who  boarded  in  tha% 
lotel  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  only  one  whom  I  know  boarded  in  that  hotel  was, 
I  think,  Senator  Piatt,  a  very  tall,  slim  man. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  think  you  recognized  Senator  Flatt^s  voice 
in  that  room? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir^  I  don't  know  his  voioe. 
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Senator  Allen.  Did  you  before  going  to  bed  see  Mr.  Terrill  in  the 
office  there  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  woald  not  know  him  if  I  saw  hinu 

Senator  Allen.  Or  at  the  hotel! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  he  was  in  the  city  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  that  H.  O.  Havemeyer  was  in  the 
city  at  that  time  1 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Had  you  seen  himf 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  had  known  from  some  other  person  he  was  heret 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  know  at  what  hotel  he  was  stoppingt 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ascertain  afterwards  t 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  ask  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  So  you  have  no  means  of  knowing,  and  acquired  no 
means  of  knowing  the  next  morning,  who  any  of  these  persons  were! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  occupation! 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  a  wire-rope  manufacturer  and  general  manager  ol 
the  Hazard  Manufacturing  Company,  Wilkesbarre,  Pa. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  interest,  of  course,  in  sugar  matters 
yourself! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  absolutely  none. 

Senator  Allen.  And  did  not  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Whatever  interest  I  may  have  had  was  outside,  but  I 
had  no  pecuniary  interest  in  any  stock  or  anything  of  that  kind.  I 
have  been  accused  of  making  some  money  in  Wall  street  out  of  sugar 
stock,  but  I  have  no  interest  in  the  sugar  trust — absolutely  none. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  meet  with  any  person  or  persons  the 
next  day  or  any  time  afterward  who  told  you  who  the  persons  were  in 
that  room! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  started  to  say  awhile  ago  why  you  knew  Mr, 
Terrill  was  in  that  room  ! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Some  gentleman  came  in  whom  I  did  not  recognize, 
and  he  said,  "Mr.  Terrill,  good  evening;  I  just  came  in  to  pay  my 
respects  to  you."    Mr.  Terrill  replied,  "I  am  very  glad  to  see  you.** 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  call  any  name! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  This  person  was  not  in  there  when  you  came  to  bed! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  he  came  in  and  said,  "Mr.  Terrill,  good  even- 
ing; I  have  just  come  in  to  pay  my  respects."  Mr.  Terrill  said,  "I  am 
very  glad  to  see  you." 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  hear  these  gentlemen  when  they  came  to 
Mr.  Terrill's  room  and  rapped! 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  They  were  all  in  the  room,  engaged  in  conversation! 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  was  what  awakened  me. 

Senator  Allen.  The  conversation  was  being  carried  on  when  you 
awoke! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  it 
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Senator  Lindsay.  The  man  who  paid  his  respects  to  Mr.  Per  rill,  did 
be  discuss  sugar? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  he  simply  said,  "  I  have  come  to  pay  my  respects 
bo  you,"  and  I  went  to  sleep  almost  instantly. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  want  to  understand  exactly  your  statement.  You 
}ay  you  had  the  impression  that  there  were  Senators  there  from  the 
knowledge  which  was  displayed  of  the  action  of  the  subcommittee 
>f  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Action  taken  that  day? 

Mr.  Gaston.  !N^o,  sir;  they  simply  said  the  subcommittee  offered 
18  to-day  40  and  an  eighth,  which  we  refused.  My  idea  of  that,  gath- 
ered from  their  familiarity,  was  that  only  Senators  could  have  had 
iccess  to  the  subcommittee  room  in  that  way. 

Senator  Davis.  The  disclosure  that  was  made  that  gave  rise  to  your 
supposition  was  of  the  events  that  had  taken  place  in  the  subcommit- 
tee that  very  day? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir.  They  said,  "  They  offered  us  to-day  40  and 
m  eighth." 

Senator  Auljbn.  They  talked  like  persons  who  were  familiar  with  the 
BM^tion  of  the  subcommittee  and  who  were  in  communication  with  them? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  Is  that  the  only  reason  why  you  made  that  inference  ? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  and  from  my  own  reason  that  I  was  familiar 
with  tariff  matters. 

The  Chairman.  I  say  the  only  ground  upon  which  you  raised  a  con- 
lecture  that  a  Senator  might  be  present  was  that  there  seemed  to  be 
some  one  there  who  appeajred  to  be  familiar  with  what  the  subcommit- 
tee had  done  that  day? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  stated  a  few  moments  ago  that  one  of  the 
grounds  of  your  supposition  was  the  familiarity  with  the  schedule? 

Mr.  Gaston.  With  the  sugar  schedule.  That  is  what  I  mean. 
Their  familiarity  with  what  had  been  done  that  day.  That  means, 
what  had  been  offered  in  that  way  by  the  subcommittee  that  day. 

Senator  Davis.  Limited  to  that  day,  or  familiarity  theretofore? 

Mr.  Gaston.  More  particularly  to  that  day. 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  the  sugar  men  say,  as  far  as  you  could 
gather,  about  the  sugar  schedule,  as  to  what  they  wanted? 

Mr.  Gaston.  That  I  did  not  hear  them  say.  But  I  heard  arguments 
that  the  industry  was  entirely  misunderstood.  That  its  requirements, 
etc.,  were  not  appreciated,  and  there  was  argument  made  to  show  that 
they  ought  to  have  more  of  a  duty  than  that;  that  they  were  not  being 
treated  fairly;  and  the  argument,  so  far  as  I  heard  made,  by  whoever 
wari  talking,  was  apparently  made  by  those  who  were  perfectly  familiar 
with  the  sugar  industry. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  you  heard  argument?  With  whom  were 
they  arguing? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Well,  I  will  not  say  argument,  but  in  the  discussion  of 
what  the  sugar  interest  ought  to  have,  there  seemed  to  be  some  who 
were  very  familiar  with  the  sugar  industry. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  that  seem  to  come  from  one  particular  man? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  think  it  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  he  there  replied  to  by  anybody! 

Mr,  Gaston.  Only  in  a  general  way 
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Senator  Davis.  Was  that  reply  an  acquiescence  in  his  views  or  a 
disputation? 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  seemed  to  be  an  acquiescence.  In  other  words,  I 
think  he  seemed  to  know  more  about  sugar  than  the  rest  of  them.  In 
fact,  I  heard  them  compliment  him  about  knowing  more  about  sugar 
than  they. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  language  of  that  compliment  f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Simply,  if  anybody  was  posted  on  sugar,  he  certainly 
was.  He  may  have  been  a  sugar  refiner  for  all  I  know.  He  seemed 
to  be  familiar  with  the  markets  of  the  world  and  seemed  to  be,  whoever 
he  was,  a  very  smart  fellow,  and  from  the  way  he  understood  his  busi- 
ness, evidently  he  must  have  been  a  sugar  refiner. 

Senator  Allen.  He  was  addressing  that  to  these  persons  who 
seemed  to  be  familiar  with  what  the  subcommittee  had  done? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  He  seemed  to  be  a  person  who  made  the  best  state- 
ment of  the  matter  as  they  understood  it  and  as  they  were  interested 
in  it? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  and  you  know  after  listening  to  him  I  said  to 
myself,  "That  is  a  pretty  bright  fellow  in  there,^  and  I  began  to  be 
converted  myself. 

The  Chairman.  Did  any  of  these  persons  say  anything  as  to  why 
they  were  not  treated  fairly,  or  why  the  sugar  interest  was  not  treated 
fairly? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  only  in  the  reduction  of  the  tariff. 

The  Chaikman.  Did  they  indicate  what  kind  of  a  tariff  they  wanted? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  indicate  how  large  the  tariff  should  be 
before  it  would  be  of  any  benefit? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  complain  or  say  anything  upon  the  subject 
of  their  having  aided  any  political  party  before  that,  and  therefore  they 
ought  to  have  received  better  treatment? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  there  were  no  politics  in  the  matter. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  said  in  that  conversation  upon 
the  part  of  any  person  you  could  hear  of  any  contributions  being  made 
by  the  sugar  trust  to  any  political  party  or  the  representatives  of  any 
political  party? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  There  was  nothing  said  from  which  you  could  infer 
that  any  political  party  was  under  obligations  to  the  sugar  trust? 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  absohitely  nothing;  there  were  no  politics  in  it 

The  Chairman.  It  was  all  sugar. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  were  awakened  about  what  time? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  think  I  looked  at  my  watch  about  10  o'clock. 

Senator  Davis.  You  heard  this  going  on  about  an  hour  and  thei 
went  to  sleep? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Maybe  so;  maybe  three-quarters  of  an  hour. 

Senator  Davis.  And  then  you  went  to  sleep? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  I  did  not  know  a  thing  until  the  next  morn- 
ing from  the  last  I  heard  of  the  conversation. 

Senator  Lodge.  From  this  casual  conversation  which  you  overheai 
accidentally  you  concluded  that  the  tariff  bill  would  be  either 
or  very  much  changed? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sit. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Why? 

Mr.  Gaston.  The  interests  of  one  industry  in  tariff  matters  should 
be  the  interests  of  all,  and  I  knew,  or  I  thought  I  knew,  that  the  sugar 
men  could  not  get  it  all,  and  that  it  would  have  to  be  live  and  let  live, 
as  it  is  in  all  such  matters.  Therefore,  if  the  sugar  men  were  better 
taken  care  of,  the  other  schedules  would  be  better  taken  care  of.  That 
was  my  inference,  and  it  was  not  an  unnatural  one. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  awhile  ago  that  you  knew 
the  sugar  trust  had  it  in  their  power  to  defeat  this  bill  if  not  satisfac- 
tory to  them! 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  si^. 

Senator  Allen. .What  do  you  mean  by  that? 

Mr.  Gaston.  1  mean  this:  There  are  two  Senators  from  Louisiana, 
and  in  Louisiana  there  is  a  bounty  of  2  cents  on  sugar.  The  sugar 
interest  having  certain  Senators  representing  it,  in  the  closeness  of  the 
vote  in  the  Senate,  of  course  there  is  not  a  very  great  margin,  as  you 
know.  There  is  Senator  Hill  and  Senator  Murphy  and  Senator  Smith 
in  opposition  to  the  income  tax.  Put  those  things  together,  and  with 
the  margin  as  small  as  you  know  it  is  in  the  Senate,  at  least  as  I  pre- 
sume it  is 

Senator  Allen.  You  think  if  the  sugar  schedule  was  not  satisfac- 
tory to  the  sugar  trust  that  the  sugar  trust  would  be  able  to  control 
the  action  of  the  Senate  to  defeat  the  bill! 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  thought  the  Senators  from  Louisiana  would  be  able 
to  protect  their  own  interests.  The  sugar  interest  is  a  great  industry 
in  Louisiana.  The  sugar-beet  interest,  you  understand,  comes  from 
California,  and  their  Senators  have  some  interests  to  represent,  and  I 
did  not  see  how  an  industry  could  give  up  a  2-cent  bounty  when  they 
had  it  in  their  power 

Senator  Allen.  Suppose  they  had  a  beet  interest  in  California  and 
other  States;  do  you  think  they  would  have  sufficient  influence  with 
their  Senators  to  require  them  to  vote  against  this  bill  if  it  was  con- 
trary to  their  judgment? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  do  not  want  to  say  that,  but  should  think  they  would 
consider  it  to  their  interest  to  protect  the  interests  of  their  own  State. 
The  sugar  interest  of  Louisiana  is  a  very  important  interest. 

Senator  Allen.  They  have  other  iuterest-s  there. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  but  take  the  sugar  interest  out  of  Louisiana 
and  it  would  be  a  pretty  sad  State. 

Senator  Allen.  You  concluded  that  the  Louisiana  Senators,  with 
such  Senators  as  represented  the  sugar-beet  States,  together  with  the 
income-tax  Senators  who  were  hostile  to  the  bill,  would  be  sufficient  to 
defeat  it? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  thought  the  sugar-trust  interest  would 
combine  with  them  to  defeat  the  bill? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Fo,  sir.  I  thought  the  sugar  interest  in  Louisiana 
would  be  taken  care  of  by  their  Senators,  as  was  done  by  Senator 
White  when  in  the  Senate.  If  I  was  interested  in  the  sugar  interest 
in  Louisiana,  I  would  be  too  well  satisfied  with  2  cents  bounty  to  give 
it  up  unless  I  got  something  equivalent  for  it. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  your  own  deduction? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Not  as  a  fact? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Oh,  no;  I  do  not  want  to  state  a  thing  of  that  kind  as 
a  fact. 
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Mr.  Gaston.  I  am  very  glad  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard  here. 
Certaiu  Senators  have  had  their  honesty  impugned  by  what  the  news- 
papers have  attributed  to  me  as  saying,  and  I  am  only  too  glad  to  come 
here  and  make  a  statement  in  their  interest  and  to  vindicate  myself. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  used  any  language  that  is  attributed  to 
you  about  Senator  Smith  in  that  article? 

Mr.  Gaston.  Oh,  no,  sir;  absolutely  nothing.  I  might  say  to  you, 
Senator  Allen,  as  you  were  not  here  awhile  ago,  that  in  this  article 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  not  going  over  the  matter  that  you  have  already 
testified  to. 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  was  going  to  say  that,  as  stated  in  this  article,  I  did 
tell  a  Congressman — I  admit  that— but  based  simply  on  my  own  infer- 
ence from  what  I  had  heard. 

Whereupon,  at  12  o'clock  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until  to-mor- 
row, June  6,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  7,  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

8W0RH  8TATEKIEH T  OF  GORH ELIUS  A  CADMUS. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  full  name! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Cornelius  A.  Cadmus. 

The  Chaibman.  You  are  a  Eepresentative  in  Congress! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  From  what  State? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  From  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

The  Chairman.  What  district! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  The  Fifth. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Gaston,  who  has  testified  heret 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  meet  him  f 

Mr.  Cadmus.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel  a  number  of  times  during  the 
winter. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  living  at  the  Arlington  Hotel? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Gaston  at  any  time  this  spring,  if  so,  when, 
or  about  when,  if  you  can  recollect,  say  anything  to  you  about  a  con- 
versation that  he  overheard  in  the  room  adjoining  the  one  he  occupi^? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir.  The  fore  part  of  March,  I  think  the  6th  or 
7th,  1  only  know  by  seeing  the  date  afterwards — but  one  morning  he 
came  to  me  and  pla<;ed  his  hand  on  my  shoulder  and  said,  ^'Cadmus,  I 
do  not  believe  the  tariflt*  bill  is  ever  going  to  pass."  I  said,  "What 
makes  you  think  so  ?  "  He  said,  "  I  was  in  my  room  last  night  and  there 
were  a  number  of  sugar  men,  and  I  think  some  Senators  among  them, 
in  the  adjoining  room,  and  from  what  I  heard  I  do  not  believe  the  tariff 
bill  is  ever  going  to  pass." 

The  Chairman.  What,  if  anything  else,  did  he  say  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Nothing  that  I  remember,  except  that. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  about  the  extent  of  what  he  said  to  yout 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  over  three  months  ago. 
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The  Chairman.  Did  be  mention  any  of  the  names  of  the  persons 
who  were  present  iu  that  conversation  t 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  do  not  remember  about  that;  he  may  have  mentioned 
Bome  names,  but  I  do  not  recollect  now. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  since  that  time,  recollected  any  names 
that  he  told  you! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Fo,  sir;  I  want  to  say  positively  that  if  I  did  remem- 
ber any  names  I  should  not  give  them  to  the  committee;  but  I  do  not 
remember  any  names. 

The  Chaibman.  When  you  say  you  do  not  remember  them,  do  you 
mean  that  you  heard  them  and  have  forgotten  themf 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  do  not  think  there  were  any  names  mentioned.  It 
has  been  so  long  ago  that  I  never  thought  of  the  matter  until  this  thing 
came  up  some  time  ago.    It  had  been  dismissed  from  my  mind  entirely. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Gaston's  business  in  Washing- 
ton! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  He  was  here  trying  to  get  some  wire  schedule  fixed  up 
by  the  committoe. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  talk  to  you  about  itt 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir;  at  different  times. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Shriver,  the  correspondent  of  the 
New  York  Mail  and  Express! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  repeat  this  conversation  just  spoken 
of  by  Gaston  to  him! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir;  over  two  months  afterwards. 

The  Chairman.  IStato  when  and  where  and  under  what  circum- 
stances, and  what  you  said  to  him. 

Mr.  Cadmus.  One  day  at  the  table,  at  breakfast  or  dinner 

The  Chairman.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel ! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel.  He  sat  at  the  same  table 
with  me,  and  asked  me  if  1  had  heard  the  story  in  the  Express.  I  said 
BO.  and  asked  liim  what  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  he  tell  you! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  do  not  remember  the  whole  story,  but  about  the  meet- 
ing and  one  thing  and  another,  and  this  story  of  Gaston  came  to  me 
right  away,  and  1  said,  ^^I'll  bet  I  know  what  that  was,"  and  then  men- 
tioned the  same  story  to  him  I  have  told  here. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  mention  anything  else  than  you  have  told 
us  here! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  !No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  give  him  any  names! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Not  that  I  remember. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  impression  !  Do  you  believe  you  gave 
him  any  names! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  having  given  him  any 
names! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Fo,  sir;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  do  not  remember  that  Gaston  gave  you 
any  names! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Fo,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  you  never  did  recollect  that  he  gave  you 
any  names! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  do  not  recollect  anything  about  his  giving  me  an; 
names. 
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The  Chairman.  What  do  you  say  aboat  your  giving  any  names  to 
Mr.  Shriver? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  say  1  do  not  remember  giving  him  any  names. 

The  Chairman.  Could  you  have  given  him  any  names  if  Gaston  had 
not  given  you  any! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  make  any  inquiry,  after  Mr.  Gaston 
told  you  this  story,  in  order  to  verify  itt 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  make  any  investigation  as  to  who 
were  in  the  rooms  and  who  occupied  them  f 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  know  Mr.  Gaston  before  meeting  him 
at  tlie  hotel  in  this  way? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No,  sir.  Well,  I  can  not  tell  you  whether  I  met  him 
there  or  here  at  the  Capitol  first  ^  but  I  never  saw  him  before  I  met 
him  here  this  winter. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  your  relations  with  him  confidential? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No  more  than  he  knew  I  had  voted  against  the  Wilson 
bill,  and  he  knew  I  represented  a  very  large  manufacturing  district, 
and  he  knew  I  was  working  very  hard  to  get  some  changes  in  sched- 
ules for  different  manufacturing  interests  in  my  place,  and  after  we 
were  introduced  he  would  come  to  me  and  talk  at  different  times  about 
the  tariff*  bill.  He  told  me  of  different  things  he  heard  about  tariff'  mat- 
ters, and  I  used  to  tell  him  sometimes.  That  was  the  only  relation 
between  us. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  make  this  statement  to  Mr.  Shriver  for 
publication? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  did.  He  told  me  that  I  said 
he  could  publish  It,  but  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  did  not  pay  any  atten- 
tion to  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ask  him  to  consider  it  as  confidential? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  come  to  you  and  ask  for  permission  to 
give  your  name? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  did.  He  may  have  asked  me 
some  time  and  I  told  him  I  would  rather  not  be  mixed  up  in  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ask  you? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  think  he  did  ask  me. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  that — ^lately? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Before  he  went  before  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  He  did  ask  you  if  he  might  give  your  namet 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  toll  him? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  told  him  I  would  rather  he  would  not  give  it;  that  I 
did  not  want  to  be  mixed  up  in  this  matter. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  impose  any  confidence  on  him  at  the  time 
you  gave  him  the  story  ? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  No,  sir ;  I  think  not. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  be  sure  whether  you  did  or  did  not? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  am  sure  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  to  him  about  the  publication? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  do  not  remember  that  1  did  at  all.  He  said  I  told 
him.  He  said  he  asked  me  whether  he  could  publish  it  and  I  said  ye& 
I  do  not  remember  whether  I  did  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  have  done  it  and  may  not  have  done  itt 
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Mr.  Cadmus.  I  may  liave  done  so;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  else  was  present  at  the  table! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  1  think  Mr. Walker  was.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Gaston's 
name  the  morning  he  told  me  this  story.  I  did  not  know  what  town  he 
was  from  in  Pennsylvania.  I  knew  he  was  a  wire  manufacturer  of 
Pennsylvania. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  yon  did  not  know  his  name  or  could 
not  think  of  it? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  I  knew  his  name,  but  could  not  think  of  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  regard  to  the  conversation  at  that  time,  was 
that  conversation  with  Shriver  and  Walker  a  mere  casual  conversation, 
or  one  given  out  in  confidence! 

Mr.  Cadmus,  i^o,  sir;  only  a  mere  casual  conversation. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  say  that  the  conversation  was  introduced 
by  Shriver,  speaking  of  a  report  of  some  character  that  was  in  the 
newspapers? 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  led  you  to  make  the  remark  you  did! 

Mr.  Cadmus.  Yesi  sir. 
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WASHiNaxGN,  D.  C,  June  5, 1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  The  Chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWOEH  TESTIMOirT  OF  HEEBEET  L.  TEEEELL. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  fall  name? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Herbert  L.  Terrell. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  age! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  am  51  years  of  age,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  occupation? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  been  a  lawyer.  I  am  at  present  an  officer  of 
several  business  corporations. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  residence! 

Mr.  Terrell.  New  York  City. 

The  Chairman.  What  corporations  are  you  an  officer  of! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  am  the  president  of  the  Manahattan  Spirit  Com- 
pany and  the  Wheeler  Eail-joint  Company;  treasurer  of  the  Chihuahua 
Milling  Company.    I  think  that  comprises  about  all. 

The  Chairman.  In  the  Mail  and  Express  of  May  19, 1894,  there  wa.s 
published  a  letter  written  by  a  Mr.  Shriver,  jQrom  Washington,  in  which 
there  appears  the  following: 

Just  here  it  may  be  well  to  give  a  little  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last  few 
weeks  in  which  the  sugar  trust  has  taken  such  a  prominent  part.  The  headquarters 
of  the  ollicials  of  tho  trust  have  been  in  a  certain  room  in  the  Arlington  Hotel. 

The  night  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the 
trust  must  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  bill  would  be  killed  there  happened  to  be  in 
the  next  room  to  the  sugar-trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  place  not  far 
from  New  York.  He  had  come  to  Washington  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  to  change  its  schedule  in  which  he  was  interested,  and,  worn  out  with 
his  vaiu  attempts  to  secure  an  audieuce  with  the  Democratic  ^'triumvirate"  in 
charge  of  the  bill,  he  had  retired  to  his  room. 

He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud  talking  in  the  sngar-trust  parlor 
attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slumber  was  impossible.  The  voices 
next  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night  proceeded.  He  distinctly  dis- 
tinguished the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew,  and  also  those 
of  the  sugar-trust  magnates.  It  was  nearly  morning  when  the  conference  broke  up 
and  the  wire  manufacturer  was  allowed  at  last  to  fall  asleep.  He  did  not,  however, 
remain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  because  what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him 
too  ^ood  news. 

Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  and  telling  his  fHends, 
among  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen,  that  he  knew  the  Wilson  biU  would  never 
pass.  He  made  no  secret  of  how  he  got  his  information,  and  even  told  the  names  of 
the  Senators  who  had  been  in  the  room  next  to  him  nearly  aU  night.  The  wire  man- 
ufacturer did  not  linger  about  Washington,  but  returned  to  his  home,  fully  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  use  for  his  remaining  any  longer  to  see  the  Democratic  Finance 
Committee. 

And  afterwards,  it  is  in  evidence  that  the  room  to  which  he  referred, 
that  is,  the  wire  manufacturer,  Mr.  Gaston,  was  a  room  that  had  been 
one  of  a  suite  belonging  to  you  that  had  been  given  up  that  day,  and 
that  this  was  early  in  March,  and  I  think  the  number  of  the  room  he 
gave  was  number  34. 

Mr.  Tebbell.  He  claims  that  his  room  was  number  33 1 

The  Ohaibman.  Yes;  and  he  was  there  in  that  room  and  heard 
voices  in  the  next  room,  which  was  one  of  your  rooms.  Fow,  do  you 
recollect  a  meeting  of  that  kind  early  in  March  in  your  roomf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Not  the  slightest.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  there 
"wsba  never  any  such  meeting  da  t\\ft  tl^^^^^^.i^t  man  describes  in  hia 
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article.  I  have  not  read  carefiilly  Mr.  Gaston's  testimony,  so  that  I  do 
not  know  what  he  may  have  said.  But  so  far  as  that  article  is  con« 
cemed  it  is  absolately  false. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  to  say  there  was  no  meeting  in  your 
room  at  that  time,  early  in  March,  between  the  sugar-trust  magnates, 
as  he  calls  them,  or  sugar- trust  officials  and  Senators! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  do  deny  it  absolutely.  Now  of  course  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  for  me  to  locate  the  evening  that  this  man  is  talking 
about. 

Senator  Lindsay.  There  is  his  testimony  there. 

Mr.  Terrell.  If  he  said  it*  took  place  on  a  certain  day  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  for  me  to  say  who  might  have  been  in  my  room  that 
night,  because  it  is  a  matter  that  I  never  charged  my  mind  with.  I  can 
explain  to  the  committee,  I  think 

The  Chairman.  Just  one  moment,  please,  and  I  will  read  to  you  what 
Mr.  Gaston  says.  That  same  portion  of  the  article  I  have  just  read  to 
you  was  read  to  Mr.  Gaston.  He  was  asked  what  he  had  to  say  about 
it.    He  said : 

I  am  the  man  who  occupied  the  room  from  the  6th  to  the  9th  of  March  of  that 
year,  and  also  from  the  8th  to  the  10th  of  May. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel f 

Mr.  Gaston.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  yoa  occapied  that  room  on  either  occasion,  did  anything 
like  that  occiirf 

Mr.  Gaston.  Let  me  make  a  statement  first,  and  then  ask  me  questions. 

The  Chairman.  If  yon  please. 

Mr.  Gaston.  With  the  exception  of  the  fact  that  I  was  in  the  room,  that  I  over- 
heard a  conversation  on  sugar,  that  I  told  a  Congressman  next  morning  from  what  I 
heard  that  I  did  not  believe  the  Wilson  bill  would  pass  nor  any  other  tariff  unless  a 
better  bill,  it  is  absolutely  manufactured  out  of  whole  cloth,  absolutely  false  from 
beginning  to  end. 

The  Chairman.  With  those  exceptions,  this  paragraph  is  entirely  false  from 
beginning  to  endf 

Mr.  Gaston.  It  is  entirely  and  absolutely  false  from  beginning  to  end.  In  telling 
this  Congressman — we  had  confidential  relations  together  for  some  time — I  told  him 
this  in  pure  confidence,  without  giving  him  details.  I  told  him  that  no  Senators 
had  been  in  the  room.  I  mention  nobody;  I  simply  told  him  that,  from  a  sugar  con - 
Tersation  the  night  before  in  an  adjoining  room,  I  did  not  believe  the  Wilson  bill 
would  pass  nor  any  tariff  bill  unless  a  much  more  favorable  bill  for  the  various 
industries  of  the  country  were  framed.    That  I  will  admit. 

I  will  read  further: 

I  was  np  all  that  night  of  the  6th  and  worked  hard  the  following  day.  I  went  into 
my  room  at  8  o'clock  in  the  evening  and  wanted  to  sleep.  The  hotel  was  crowded  at 
the  time  and  I  believe  they  gave  me  a  room  that  had  been  occupied  by  Miss 
Terrell. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  Mr.  Terrell. 

Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir;  Miss  Terrell,  a  daughter  of  Mr.  Terrell.  Mr.  Terrell  was 
knowti  as  a  member  of  the  sugar  trust,  and  had  a  suite  of  apartments,  rooms  34,  35, 
and  37.  As  I  say,  I  was  so  tired  that  I  went  to  bed  without  striking  a  li^ht,  and 
fell  asleep.  I  was  awakened  about  10  o'clock  by  a  loud  conversation  in  the  next 
room.  I  was  mad.  I  was  about  to  ring  the  bell  in  order  to  have  my  room  changed, 
«nd  heard  sugar  mentioned.  I  have  known  enough  about  tariff  matters  to  believe 
that  a  sngar  schedule  was  the  basis  of  the  defeat  of  the  Wilson  bill  or  else  the  obtain- 
ing of  a  better  bill.  I  knew  the  sugar  Interests.  I  knew  the  interests  of  Louis- 
iana  

and  so  on. 

I  learned  that  the  sugar  men  were  not  satisfied  with 

Senator  Davis.    Would  it  not  be  better  to  give  the  language  as  nearly  as  yoa  oanf 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  can  not  do  that.  In  substance  it  was  simply  a  general  conversation 
in  which  I  learned  that  the  committee  sugar  men  were  dissatisfied  with  what  the 
snbcommittee  had  done,  for  they  understood  that  they  did  not  accept  thia  &c\i»(VxiAjbb 

Senator  Davis.  Were  they  expressing  that  dissatisfactiou  to  anyW^'j  ^«c%\ 
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Mr.  Gaston.  No,  sir ;  between  themselves  absolutely.  That  bein^  the  case,  Iomv- 
ing  what  I  did.,  not  thinking  of  being  a  Democrat  myself,  and  knowing  some  thingi, 
that  the  Democrats  would  concede  to  the  sugar  men  what  they  wanted,  I  felt  per- 
fectly satisfied  from  inference  that  that  bill  would  have  to  have  a  greater  change 
before  it  could  pass,  and  from  the  conversation  which  I  overheard  it  seemed  per- 
fectly plain  to  me  that  that  would  be  the  case. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  stated  the  impression  yon  gathered  from  the  converta- 
tion  you  heard.  State  as  nearly  as  you  can  what  that  conversation  was,  and  what 
was  said. 

Mr.  Gaston.  Now,  if  I  remember  rightly,  I  think  the  conversation  was  that  the 
subcommittee  had  offered  40  and  an  eighth.  You  know  what  that  means — 40  per 
cent  ad  valorem  and  an  eighth. 

The  Chairman.  An  eighth  differential f 

Mr.  Gaston.  Yes,  sir;  an  eighth  differential,  which  they  said  was  nnsatidfactorj, 
and  had  not  been  accepted,  and  would  be  unsatisfactory.  That  is  simply  the  sab- 
stance  of  what  I  heard. 

Senator  Lodge.  Unsatisfactory  to  whom? 

Mr.  Gaston.  I  presume  to  themselves. 

!N"ow,  Mr.  Terrell,  after  having  read  the  article  in  the  Mail  and 
Express  which  refers  to  what  Mr.  Gaston  said,  and  then  Mr.  Gaston's 
own  account  of  it,  fixing  the  date  of  his  occupancy  of  the  room  and 
hearing  a  conversation  somewhere  about  the  6th  or  7th  of  March,  he 
occupying  the  room  from  the  6th  to  the  9th  of  March,  can  you  recall 
any  meeting  in  that  room  to  which  he  alludes! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  answer  that  in  any  other  way  except  by 
telling  the  facts. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  we  want. 

Mr.  Terrell.  You  are  fixing  a  definite  day,  and,  of  course,  as  I  say, 
it  is  utterly  impossible  for  me  to  say  what  conversation  took  place  iu 
my  room  on  the  7th  of  March.  *  I  have  nothing  to  fix  it  by.  I  never 
heard  of  Mr.  Gaston  until  his  name  was  published  iu  the  papers.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  world  that  attracts  my  mind  to  the  7th  of  March  or 
any  other  given  evening.  I  would  not  be  able  to  say  that  I  occupied 
room  34  on  the  7th  of  March.  I  got  to  the  hotel  this  morning  and  asked 
the  clerk  to  give  me  my  whereabouts  in  the  hotel  at  that  time,  and  he 
gave  me  a  paper  which  I  can  read  to  you.  It  is  not  necessary  to  reiui 
it,  but  it  is  a  fact  that  I  was  in  that  room  on  the  7th  of  March.  I  occu- 
pied, it  seems,  rooms  35  and  34,  only  two  rooms — there  was  a  bath- 
room which  I  do  not  count — from  March  2  to  March  16.  Mr.  Gaston 
is  entirely  mistaken  in  stating  that  my  daughter  had  room  33  and 
had  given  it  up  that  day.  Mrs.  Terrell  and  my  daughter  came  to  the 
Arlington  for  the  first  time  this  year  on  the  14th  of  March  and  left  on 
the  21st.  They  were  here  again,  T  think,  the  next  week,  at  a  dinner 
and  dance  given  by  Mrs.  Brice.  That  is  the  first  time  they  were  here, 
so  that  Mr.  Gaston  was  not  occupying  any  room  which  had  been  occu- 
pied by  my  daughter. 

The  paper  1  have  shows  that  my  room  was  Fo.  34  during  the  time 
that  Mr.  Gaston  was  there.  There  were  frequent  conversations  in  my 
room  in  regard  to  sugar,  no  doubt.  In  fact,  it  happened  possibly  nearly 
every  evening.  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  here  at  the  time,  and  also  Mr. 
Eeed,  of  Boston,  was  here  at  the  time,  and  none  of  us  had  our  families 
here,  and  usually  after  dinner  we  met  in  somebody^s  room;  in  Mr. 
Havemeyer's  sometimes,  sometimes  in  Mr.  Heed's  room,  and  sometimes 
in  my  room. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  a  parlor. 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  a  parlor  and  a  bathroom.  It  is  quite 
likely  on  the  evening  of  the  7th  of  March  those  gentlemen  were  in 
my  room,  and  if  they  were  it  is  entirely  probable  that  the  subject  of 
sugar  was  discussed.    I  have  not  the  slightest  means  of  recollecting 
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the  conversation  that  might  have  occurred  on  the  7tb  of  March.  I  can 
say,  however,  positively,  that  the  conversation  detailed  in  the  news- 
papers never  took  place  in  any  room  anywhere  where  i  was  present. 

Now  the  substance  of  what  Mr.  Gaston  said  he  overhead  might  have 
been  said  in  some  room  is  undoubtedly  true,  except  that  I  would  say  I 
can  not  recall,  of  course,  the  dates  of  different  stages  of  the  tariff  bill 
since  I  have  been  in  Washington.  I  would  say  almost  ]>ositively  that 
at  the  date  he  names  the  possibility  of  ai)ybo<ly  having  made  any  offer, 
so  far  a8  the  refining  interest  was  concerned,  of  40  and  an  eighth  was 
out  of  the  question. 

The  Chairman.  As  I  understand  him,  they  had  been  offered  by  the 
committee  40  and  an  eighth,  and  that  was  unsatisfactory  to  them. 

Mr.  Terrell.  There  was  no  such  offer  at  all.  I  can  remember  dis- 
tinctly it  was  said  to  me  by  somebody  that  the  suggestion  had  been 
made  by  the  Finance  Committee  to  the  Louisiana  interest,  or  rather 
the  question  had  been  asked  whether  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  40  and  an 
eighth  would  be  acceptable  to  them,  and  they  said  *'  No."  I  can  remem- 
ber distinctly  of  Mr.  Havemeyer  sa3ing  time  and  again,  at  what  place 
or  at  what  particular  time  I  can  not  say,  that  it  was  not  satisfactory 
to  the  refining  interest  so  far  as  he  represented  it. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you  another  question,  in  order  to 
endeavor  in  another  way  to  identify  the  evening  which  Mr.  Gaston 
speaks  of.    He  says,  among  other  things,  that  he  judged  it  was  a  social 
meeting  of  gentlemen  in  that  parlor,  for  he  heard  the  ])opping  of  cham- 
pagne corks.    Do  you  recollect  any  evening  about  that  time  early  in 
March  when  you  had  any  entertainment  there t 
Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 
The  Chairman.  Or  when  you  had  champagne! 
Mr.  Terrell  There  was  one  evening,  two  or  three  different  even- 
ings, that  we  had  a  bottle  of  Scotch  whisky  and  aix>llinaris.    1  do  not 
dhuk  champagne  myself,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  saw  Mr.  Have- 
meyer drink  any. 
The  Chairman.  You  had  apollinaris  there? 

Mr.  Teurell.  Yes,  sir;  we  had  Scotch  whisky  and  apollinaris.    Mr. 
Gaston  may  have  heard  that. 

The  Chairman.  Who  were  the  persons  who  were  generally  in  your 
'Xiom  dimng  the  first  half,  or  during  the  whole  of  March,  during  the 
I>eriod  of  which  Mr.  Gaston  is  speaking,  before  and  after! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  asked  the  clerk  to  give  me  the  date  that  Mr.  Have- 
*^eyer  arrived  at  the  hptel.  It  was  exactly  the  same  date  as  mine,  March 
^  being  the  time  he  arrived,  and  he  left  on  March  16.  He  left  the 
^^me  day  I  did. 

The  Chairman.    And  arrived  when  ? 
^  Mr.  Terrell.  The  same  day  that  I  did,  March  2.    So  that  at  that 
^^Ime  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  in  the  city  stopping  at  the  Arlington,  and 
^Ir.  Eeed  was,  probably. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Searlesf 
^  Mr.  Terrell.  As  to  Mr.  Searles  I  can  not  say  whether  he  was  in  the 
^ity  at  that  time  or  not.    He  did  not  stay  at  the  ArUngton.    I  think 
tfc^  stopped  at  the  Shoreham. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Searles  in  the  habit  of  coming  over  to 
^■Rshington  a  few  days  iat  a  time! 

Mr.  l^RRELL.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Searles  in  Washington  probably — ^it 
"^^ould  be  a  guess — I  should  say  half  a  dozen  times  during  the  three 
^^onths  I  was  here  off  and  on  myself.    I  can  only  give  m^  \x\i<&.^i£^\a^^- 
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ing,  if  the  committee  want  that.    I  can  not  swear  positively.    I  think 
Mr.  JSearles  was  accustomed  to  coming  here. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  interested  in  sugar,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  Terrell.  O,  yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  was  a  matter  which  was  being  considered 
by  the  committee,  among  other  things! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Mr.  Searles,  I  think,  is  the  treasurer  of  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  you  what  relation  you  bear  to  the  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Refining  Company. 

Mr.  Terrell.  None  in  the  world. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  stockholder! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  am  not;  I  have  been  at  times.  Sometimes  I  have 
bought  stock  and  sometimes  sold  it.  Sometimes  I  am  long  on  it  and 
sometimes  short.  I  have  not  had  an  interest  in  it  except  in  a  specula- 
tive way. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  not  a  stockholder! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Ko,  sir;  in  noway,  shape,  manner,  or  form.  lean 
tell  the  committee  what  little  I  had  to  do  with  it  here. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  tell  it  if  you  choose.  You  may  state  what 
your  relation  was  to  it. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  no  concealment  on  that  subject.  I  had  been 
in  Washington,  I  suppose,  at  a  rough  guess,  three  weeks. 

The  Chairman.  When! 

Mr.  Terrell.  From  some  time  in  January;  I  can  not  say  now.  If 
it  is  important,  of  course  the  hotel  can  give  the  exact  date  when  I  was 
here.  I  had  been  three  weeks  here,  possibly  four,  when  one  morning 
in  going  from  my  house  in  New  York  (I  was  back  there)  up  to  the  club 
I  met  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer  on  the  sidewalk,  and  he  stopped  me  and 
got  into  a  conversation  with  me. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  known  him  previously  to  that? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir.  It  came  out  that  I  had  been  in  Washing- 
ton, and  he  said  of  course  that  he  was  interested  in  tariflF  legislatioD 
upon  the  subject  of  sugar,  and  that  he  was  in  a  great  quandary 
what  to  do,  and  he  said  this  bill — this  legislation — was  a  serious 
menace  to  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  and  he  was  ita 
representative;  that  some  people  advised  him  that  he  should  come  tc 
Washington  and  make  a  plain  statement  of  the  needs  and  the  situation 
of  the  company — in  other  words,  explain  the  question  as  he  knew  it 
Some  people  said  it  would  not  do  for  him  to  show  his  head  in  Washing 
ton  at  all.  There  was  a  great  prejudice  against  the  company.  News 
papers  would  make  a  howl  if  Mr.  Havemeyer  came,  and  he  said  he  die 
not  know  what  to  do  about  it.  I  said  to  him,  "Mr.  Havemeyer,  if  ] 
were  in  your  i>lace,  and  represented  an  interest  of  the  magnitude  o 
yours,  I  do  not  think  any  newspaper  would  keep  me  from  going  U 
Washington.'^  I  am  perfectly  free  to  say  that  I  do  not  understand  th< 
subject  of  sugar,  and  unless  the  Senators  of  the  United  States  know  i 
great  deal  more  about  it  than  I  do,  they  ought  to  be  thankiul  to  talk  U 
somebody  who  does  know  something  about  it.  I  do  not  think  the  con 
versation  lasted,  perhaps,  more  than  five  minutes.  He  said,  <^  Are  yoi 
going  back  to  Washington!"  I  said,  "Yes.''  He  said,  "I  wish  yoi 
would  look  the  situation  over,  and  advise  me  whether  I  had  better  g< 
to  Washington,"  and  he  said,  "If  you  think  I  had,  1  will  come." 

I  came  back'to  Washington,  1  do  not  know  when,  within  a  few  dayj 
anyway,  and  sometime  later  when  I  was  back  in  New  York  1  went  t< 
Bee  Mr.  Havemeyer.    Oh,\)y  t^i^^^^,  V  ^d  %ee  him  again  that  day 
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I  said,  ^<  I  can  not  talk  sugar,  because  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
sugar."  He  said,  ^'  Gome  up  to  my  house  this  afternoon  at  5  o'clock 
and  I  will  tell  you  what  the  sugar  business  isl  Of  course  I  can  not 
educate  you  in  an  hour,  but  I  can  give  you  a  superficial  view." 

I  went  up  there  at  5  o'clock.    He  had  some  samples  of  different 
grades  of  raw  sugar  and  attempted  to  get  into  my  head  some  compre- 
hension of  what  sugar  was,  and  of  what  the  different  systems  of  taxa- 
tion upon  sugar  meant.    I  tried  to  comprehend  him  as  best  I  could.    I 
came  back  to  Washington  within  a  day  or  two.    I  found,  as  I  had 
already  known,  as  far  as  that  is  concerned,  that  the  House  bill  had,  I 
think,  abolished  the  bounty,  as  far  as  its  action  could,  and  that  the 
Xouisiana  people  naturally  were  dissatisfied  with  that  situation.   I  found 
"there  was  talk — ^I  was  not  able  to  say  I  found  it  was  decided — ^there 
^ould  be  a  tax  on  sugar  as  a  revenue  producer  was  decidedly  or 
extremely  probable.    Of  course  the  question  at  once  arose  as  to  what 
should  be  the  nature  or  the  form  of  taxation,  whether  it  should  be 
specific  taxation  or  ad  valorem. 

The  next  time  I  went  to  New  York  I  told  Mr.  Havemeyer  the  situa- 
^on  over  here;  that  I  thought  it  was  certain  that  there  would  be  no 
T>ounty,  that  the  bounty  would  be*  withdrawn  firom  Louisiana  in  the 
Senate,  and  that  sugar  was  quite  certain  to  be  a  subject  of  revenue 
taxation,  and  that  if  it  was  an  important  matter  for  him  whether  a 
specific  duty  was  put  upon  sugar  or  an  ad  valorem  duty,  I  would  cer- 
tainly advise  him  to  come  here,  that  if  I  were  he  no  newspaper  talk 
"vonld  keep  me  away.    I  think  it  was  in  pursuance  of  my  advice  that 
IMr.  Havemeyer  concluded  to  come  here.    He  did  come.    After  he  got 
liere  I  was  here  practically  as  I  had  been  before.    I  was  a  Mend  of 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  eiyoyed  his  confidence,  and  Mr.  Beed  was  here. 
The  Chairman.  Were  you  employed  by  Mr.  Havemeyer! 
Mr.  Terrell.  At  that  time,  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  employed  by  him  to  come  here  to  look 
sfter  his  interests  before  Congress,  or  the  interests  of  the  sugar 
refiners  t 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman,  what  was  your  motive  for  coming? 
Mr.  Terrell.  I  was  already  here  and  had  been  here  three  or  four 
^^eeks  before  I  met  him.    In  fact,  it  is  my  custom  to  be  here  a  good 
2>ortion  of  the  time  in  winter.    I  have  been  here  three  or  four  years. 

After  Mr.  Havemeyer  came  to  me  there  were  Mr.  Havemeyer  and 
^nysell^— his  family  was  not  here  nor  was  my  family.  Mr.  Beed,  of 
Boston,  who  was  a  sugar-refiner,  an  independent  sugar-refiner,  as  I 
'Onderstand  it,  not  connected  with  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Com- 
'^Binjj  was  also  here.  We  had  nothing  to  do,  and  we  met,  as  I  said 
T^efore,  pretty  much  every  evening  in  Mr.  Havemeyer's  room,  sometimes 
Xn  Mr.  Beed's  room,  and  sometimes  in  my  own  room. 
The  Chairman.  Was  that  a  bedroom? 
Mr.  Terrell.  Which! 

The  Chairman.  The  rooms  you  met  in,  or  parlors. 
Ur.  Terrell.  They  were  parlors.    I  had  a  parlor,  Mr.  Beed  had  a 
parlor,  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  had  a  parlor.    That  is  about  all  I  know  of 
t^hat.    That  is  all  the  connection  I  had  with  that  matter. 

The  Chairman.  Was  your  family  here  from  the  Ist  to  the  16th  of 
March? 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  my  family.  I  think  this  record  shows,  was 
^^  liere  the  14th  of  March  and  stayea  hvre  until  the  2lEt. 

16BBI 
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The  OflAiBMAN.  Was  any  of  Mr.  Havemeyer's  family  with  him  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  ITo,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  No^,  you  say  daring  that  time  yon  were  in  the 
habit  of  meeting  in  one  or  the  ocher  of  the  parlors  of  these  gentlemen 
you  have  mentioned,  or  in  your  own! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir ;  and  from  Mr.  Gaston's  testimony  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  night  of  the  7th  of  March  that  he  speaks  of  we  were  in 
my  room  and  were  talking  about  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Were  any  Senators  in  the  habit  of  meeting  with 
you,  or  did  they  meet  with  youf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Fo,  sir;  1  may  say  that  absolutely  no  Senators  were 
in  the  habit  of  meeting  with  us.  I  can  tell  you  all  I  know  about  Sen- 
ators, so  &r  as  their  meeting  with  me  is  concerned.  I  have  known 
Senator  Brice  for  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  I  would  say.  I  have  been  his 
intimate  friend.  Our  families  have  been  intimate  for  about  fifteen  years. 
Mr.  Brice,  whenever  I  am  in  Washington,  not  only  this  winter  but  pre- 
vious winters,  has  been  in  the  habit,  if  you  can  call  it  a  habit,  of  dropping 
into  the  Arlington  (I  usually  stop  there)  to  see  me,  possibly  onoe  a 
week.  I  usually  go  up  to  his  house  two  or  three  times  a  week,  some- 
times to  dinner.  Our  families  are  as  intimate  as  any  two  families  can 
be,  and  as  far  as  Senator  Brice  and  I  are  concerned  we  have  been  as 
intimate  as  men  could  be  for  fifteen  years.  There  is  no  subject  I  am 
afraid  to  talk  to  him  about,  and  talk  with  him  freely. 

I  suppose  Senator  Brice  during  the  past  winter  has  called  on  me  at 
the  Arlington  Hotel,  I  know  half  a  dozen  times  certainly,  possibly  more. 
I  would  say  he  has  called  on  me  less  this  winter  than  usual,  because  it 
has  been  his  habit  to  go  to  New  York  on  Friday  uight,  I  think,  and  stay 
there  until  Sunday  night  or  Monday,  so  that  he  has  been  away  from 
here  a  good  portion  of  this  winter,  nearly  half  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  business  interests  together? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Kone  in  the  world.  We  have  had  in  years  past,  but 
we  have  none  in  the  world  now.  I  have  had  no  business  interests  with 
Senator  Brice,  well,  I  should  say,  for  five  years.  I  was  formerly  general 
counsel  of  the  East  Tennessee,  Virginia  and  Georgia  Railroad  system. 
At  that  time  Senator  Brice  was  director,  but  I  can  not  teU  whether  he 
was  vice-president  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  From  this  period  that  you  arrived  at  the  Arlington 
Hotel,  March  2  to  the  16th  of  March,  how  often  do  you  suppose  Sena- 
tor Brice  was  in  your  parlor! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Once  or  twice,  possibly. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  present  there  when  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  any 
of  the  gentlemen  connected  with  the  sugar-refining  interests  were 
present! 

Mr.  Terbbll.  I  can  remember  one  occasion  on  which  Mr.  Brice 
came  into  my  room  when  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  there.  I  remember  it 
distinctly,  because  they  had  some  talk  on  sugar:  but  whether  it  was 
during  this  time  or  some  of  the  other  times  when  I  was  there^  I  do  not 
know. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  only  time  you  recollect! 

Mr.  Terrell.  That  is  the  only  time  I  ever  remember. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  his  being  there  afber  the  16th  np 
to  the  present  time!    If  so,  when  and  how  oiten! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Of  course  I  can  not  give  dates.  He  was  there  after 
the  16th  of  March. 

The  Chairman,  In  your  room! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 


INVESTIGATION   OF  ATTEMPTS   AT   BBIBERT,  ETC.  243 

The  Ohatbman.  In  the  presence  of  Mr.  Havemeyer  t 

Mr.  Terbell.  Noy  sir;  I  have  no  recollection  of  his  being  there  when 
Mr.  Havemeyer  was  there. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  recollect  of  his  being  there  with  any  other 
than  Mi*.  Havemeyer,  of  the  sugar  retining  interest? 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  think  Senator  JBrice  has  been  in  my  room  when  Mr. 
Seed  was  in  my  room. 

The  Chairman.  How  often? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Possibly  once  or  twice,  but  not  by  appointment  any 
time;  always  by  chance. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  spoke  of  once  yon  recollect  Senator  Brice 
l>eing  in  your  room  during  the  period  between  the  2d  and  the  16th, 
^when  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  present? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  said  I  was  not  certain  it  was  between  the  2d  and 
:16th ;  it  may  have  been. 

The  Chairman.  You  recollect  it  because  they  had  some  talk  on 
•agar? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  what  the  talk  wast 

Mr.  Terrell.  Only  in  a  general  way. 

The  Chairman.  Please  state  it. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  tell  exactly  how  it  arose.  Mr.  Havemeyer 
^as  in  my  room.  Mr.  Brice  came  in,  and  it  may  have  been  that 
evening. 

The  Chairman.  Anybody  ^e  connected  with  the  sugar  interest 
there? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  there  was  nobody  there.  Mr.  Brice  came  in 
and  we  chatted — about  what,  I  do  not  know.  Of  course  Mr.  Havemeyer 
was  full  of  sugar,  naturally.  Mr.  Brice  asked  him  what  he  had  to  say 
about  sugar  anyway.  That  was  all  Mr.  Havemeyer  wanted,  of  course. 
He  was  very  glad  to  talk  about  sugar,  and  my  impression  is — I  do  not 
know  whether  his  samples  were  in  my  bedroom  or  in  his  room.  Any- 
way, he  got  them  out  and  put  them  on  the  table,  and  he  said,  '^  iNTow, 
I  am  going  to  tell  you  something  about  sugar.''  Mr.  Brice  said,  ^'All 
right,  that  is  what  I  want  to  know."  I  can  not  tell  you  now  what  he 
said,  because  he  went  over  pretty  generally  the  sugar  schedule.  He 
had  the  low  gra^le,  and  the  high  grade  sugars  running  substantially 
from  2  cents  a  pound  up  to  4. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  say  the  low  grade  and  the  high  grade  of 
sugars  do  you  mean  the  process  of  manufacture? 

Mr.  Terrell.  The  commercial  part  of  the  question,  the  prices, 
where  it  came  from,  the  amount  that  came  from  each  country,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing.  He  went  into  the  question  as  he  would  to  any  man 
on  the  commercial  a^^ts  of  the  question.  Then,  of  course,  he  got  on 
to  the  subject  of  the  question  of  specific  and  ad  valorem  duty,  and  he 
argued  it  as  he  always  did  argue  it.  and  tried  to  show  Mr.  Brice  why 
an  ad  valorem  duty  was  the  only  rational  basis  of  a  duty  upon  raw 
sugar,  and  why  a  specific  duty  meant  destruction  to  the  bu^ness. 

Now  I  can  not  give  you  all  of  that.  I  know  some  part  of  the  argu* 
ment,  but  I  do  not  think  the  committee  wants  to  hear  it. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  the  substance  of  it  • 

Mr.  Terrell.  That  was  the  substance  of  it.  It  was  a  talk  that 
could  have  been  right  here,  or  in  the  open  Senate,  or  anywhere  else  on 
earth. 

The  Chairman.  Was  anything  said  about  engaging  Mr«  Biifi%'% 
interest  as  a  Senator! 
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Mr.  Terrell.  'So,  I  recall  now  that  there  was  one  remark  that  Mr, 
Havemeyer  made  that  rather  started  Mr.  Brice's  temper.  He  is  a  red- 
headed man  and  very  qaiek  sometimes.  Mr.  Havemeyer  got  worked 
up,  as  he  does.  He  is  a  very  positive  man,  an  earnest  man,  and  a  very 
brusque  man.  He  is  a  man  who  is  liable  to  give  offense  when  he  does 
not  intend  it.  Mr.  Havemeyer  talked  as  if  he  felt  that  if  the  sugar 
refining  interests  of  this  country  had  been  scattered  into  separate  con- 
cerns there  would  be  no  trouble  about  its  getting  what  he  called  fair 
treatment  or  reasonable  protection  with  other  great  interests  of  thie 
country,  but,  as  he  put  it,  there  was  such  a  great  clamor  against  ths 
sugar  trust  that  nobody  dared  stand  up  and  fight  what  was  really 
right  in  its  behalf. 

Senator  Brice  got  a  little  hot  about  that.  He  took  it  to  be  an  imph- 
cation  that  he  was  one  of  the  Senators  to  whom  the  remark  applied, 
and  Senator  Brice  said  to  Mr.  Havemeyer:  "I  do  not  want  to  hear  any- 
thing of  that  sort.  There  is  no  subject  that  I  do  not  dare  face  and 
discuss  or  defend  if  I  think  it  is  right.  Your  special  industry  is  not 
represented  in  my  State,  so  that  I  am  under  no  personal  obligations  to 
fight  your  battles;  but  as  a  Senator  I  am  interested,  of  course,  in  know- 
ing what  are  the  real  facts  about  your  industiy,  and  the  fact  that  80 
per  cent  of  it  is  controlled  by  a  single  company,  and  possibly  20  per 
cent  by  outside  refiners,  would  make  no  difference  to  me.  Whatever 
is  right  in  respect  to  the  sugar-refining  industry  will  be  right,  whether 
you  have  it  all  or  only  apart  of  it,  and  if  you  apply  your  remark  to  me, 
I  will  not  have  it.  I  understand  it  is  not  a  trust,  but  it  is  a  corpora- 
tion of  large  aggregate  capital."  Tliat  was  the  substance  of  the  con- 
versation. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  noteworthy  in 
that  conversation? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Kot  a  thing. 

The  Ohairman.  Do  you  repeat  that  there  was  nothing  in  that  con- 
versation that  could  not  have  happened  in  the  open  Senate  or  in  the 
public  streets? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I^ot  a  thing. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  on  any  other  occasion  when  Senator 
Brice  was  present  to  have  heard  a  conversation  between  him  and  those 
interested  in  the  sugar-refining  interest? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I^ow,  I  can  not  say  that  I  remember  any  conversation 
with  Mr.  Brice,  where  anybody  else  was  present,  on  the  subject  of  sugar. 
I  have  talked  to  Mr.  Brice  about  it  with  perfect  freedom. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  asked  by  the  sugar-refining  interest,  or 
anybody  connected  with  them,  to  use  your  influence  with  Senator  Brice 
in  the  interest  of  sugar? 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  I  never  said  a  word  to  Mr.  Brice  on  the  sub- 
ject of  sugar  that  the  gentlemen  here  or  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
would  not  have  been  at  x)erfect  liberty  to  hear. 

The  Chairman.  I^ow^  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Edwards  in  the  Philadel- 
phia Press  there  is  this.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  refers  to  the  same 
occasion  that  Mr.  Shriver  refers  to  in  the  Mail  and  Express  or  not: 

When  the  biU  was  before  the  saboommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate some  of  the  officers  and  managers  of  the  sn^ar  trust  estabUshed  themselves  in 
Washington,  being  in  New  York  part  of  the  time  and  at  Washington  at  freauent 
incervab.  fjpon  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  notel 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith  of  New  Jersey,  ''  Brice's  TerreU/'  and 
one  other  man,  whose  name  it  may  be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present.  At 
tbBt  interview  Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  great  deal  of  indignation.  Me  rebtiked 
SentitoT  Brioe  for  failing  to  mouc^  voiix  inflaenoe  in  the  Senate  as  the  ragar  people 


INVESTIGATION  OP  ATTEMPTS  AT  BRIBERY,  ETC.  245 

expected  him  to  secare.  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  bluntly,  almost 
brasqnely,  what  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  to 
Ihe  sngar  men  and  to  seonre  a  satisfactory  schedule.  Senator  Smith  replied  that  he 
did  not  see  what  he  could  then  do,  but,  he  said,  there  was  always  this  consolation, 
that  if  they  could  not  secure  the  schedule  they  wanted  they  could  surely  defeat  the 
biUy  leaving  the  present  law  operative. 

Mr.  Terrell.  "So  such  thing  ever  transpired  at  any  place  where  I 
was.    I  never  heard  any  such  conversation  or  anything  like  it. 

The  Ghairman.  Were  you  ever  present  in  any  room  in  a  Washing- 
ton hotel,  or  elsewhere  in  Washington,  or  any  other  place  where  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  and  Senator  Smith  were  with  yout 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  on  one  occasion. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  that! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  teU  when.  After  dinner  one  evening — first, 
Mr.  Havemeyer  came  to  my  room.  I  can  not  say  how  long  he  had  been 
there,  very  likely  an  hour.  Senator  Brice  came  in  the  same  evening 
that  1  have  already  told  you  this  conversation  took  place  between  Sen- 
ator Brice  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  on  the  subject  of  sugar.  Late  in  the 
evening — I  can  not  teU  what  time — ^possibly  9  or  half  past  9  o'clock, 
3fr.  !Beed  came  in.  Later,  I  can  not  say  how  much  later,  not  a  great 
while,  Uiere  came  a^  boy  saying  that  Senator  Smith  was  downstairs  and 
^wanted  to  see  Senator  Brice.  Then  Senator  Brice  told  the  boy  to  tell 
liim  to  come  up,  that  he  was  up  there.  Senator  Smith  came  up,  and 
:iny  recollection  is  he  said  he  had  been  over  to  the  Senator's  house. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  he  had  been  over  to  Senator  Brice's  house? 

Mr.  Terrell.  He  had  been  over  to  Senator  Brice's  house  to  see  him, 
«ind  not  finding  him  at  home,  I  think  somebody  told  him  he  was  over 
%o  see  me.  On  his  way  back  he  dropx)ed  into  the  hotel  and  sent  up  to 
xny  room  word  that  he  was  there  and  wanted  to  see  Senator  Brice,  and 
•Senator  Brice  askecl  him  up.  That  is  the  only  time  Senator  Smith,  so 
:rfar  as  I  know 

The  Chairman.  He  did  come  upt 

Mr.  Terrell.  He  came  up. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  know  the  gentlemen  present  when  he  came 
Sn,  or  was  he  introduced  to  them,  do  you  recollect  ? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  would  say  that  Senator  Smith  knew  Mr.  Havemeyer. 
H  am  in  doubt  whether  he  knew  Mr.  Beed. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  himt 

Mr.  Terrell.  Senator  Smith? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Terrell.  Oh,  yes;  I  had  known  Senator  Smith  for,  I  do  not 
^Dow  how  long,  a  year  or  more. 

The  Chairman.  Before  that? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Oh,  yes. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  there  all  the  time  Senator  Smith  was 
there! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  occurred  while  he  was  there!  Was  sugar 
talked  about. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  even  say  that;  it  may  have  been.  T  have 
^o  recollection  of  the  conversation.  There  was  nothing  special  in  it  to 
attract  my  attention  or  make  any  impression  upon  me. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  anything  else  talked  about  but  sugar! 

Mr.  Terrell.  It  was  a  running  conversation.    There  were  about , 
C  men  there. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  apollinariB  wat«bT  ^Jidi  ^^^VOsi 
whisky  that  evening! 
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Mr.  Tebrsll.  Oh,  yes. 

The  Chaibman.  That  other  evening  t 

Mr.  Tebbbll.  O,  yes.  Mr.  Brice  and  I  usually  hare  some  Scotch 
whisky  and  apoilinaris  in  the  evening,  whether  at  my  house  ch*  his 
house,  or  my  room.  Of  course  I  can  not  say  what  was  talked  about, 
not  because  I  am  not  willing  to  say,  but  because  I  do  not  recollect 
There  was  nothing  in  the  conversation. 

The  Ghaibmast.  Was  Mr.  Havemeyer  in  the  midst  of  his  explanation 
to  Senator  Brice  about  sugar  when  Senator  Smith  came  upl 

Mr.  Tebbell.  O,  no.  It  had  long  passed  off  before  Mr.  Beed  came 
up.    That  did  not  take  up  over  fifteen  minutes. 

The  Chaibman.  There  were  in  that  room  that  evening,  sometime 
after  9  o'clock,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Beed,  yourself*  Senator  JBrice,  and 
Senator  Smith  f 

Mr.  Tebbsll.  Yes^  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  elsef 

Mr.  Tebbell.  That  is  all,  I  think. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  were  they  theref 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  can  not  tell  that. 

The  Chaibman.  Can  you  fix  when  this  evening  wasf 

Mr.  Tebbbll.  I  can  not.    I  have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

The  Chaibman.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  along  between  the 
2d  and  16th  of  March  or  notf 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  do  not  know  that. 

The  Chaibman.  Or  afterwards  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  do  not  know  that.  There  was  nothing  in  it  that 
would  attract  my  attention  to  the  date,  and  there  was  nothing  in  the 
conversation 

The  Chaibman.  Can  you  recall  anjrthing  after  Mr.  Smith  was  pres- 
ent that  was  said  by  Mr.  Havemeyer,  or  any  other  of  the  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  sugar  interest,  about  the  tariff  legislation  or  the 
schedules  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  can  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  anything  said  by  Mr.  Smith! 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  talk  on  the  subject  after 
Mr.  Smith  arrived.  Of  course  there  may  have  been.  There  was  noth- 
ing  in  the  conversation  after  Senator  Smith  got  there.  It  was  a  run- 
ning conversation  and  there  was  nothing  in  it  of  any  special  import 
that  impressed  itself  on  my  mind  so  that  I  could  say  now  what  was 
talked  about.  Sugar  may  have  been  talked  about.  I  can  not  say  even 
that. 

The  Chaibman.    Do  you  recollect  what  day  of  the  week  it  wasi 

Mr.  GDebbell.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

The  Chaibman.  Fow,  can  you  recall  any  other  occasion  when  you 
were  present  when  either  of  the  Senators  named,  or  any  other  Senators, 
were  with,  or  having  conversation  with,  any  of  the  gentieme  oonn- 
nected  with  the  sugar-refining  interest! 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Tb&t  question  is  broad  enough  to  cover  a  conversa* 
tion  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  when  I  was  present,  but  I  can  not  tell  when 
that  was. 

The  Chaibman.  About  when,  as  nearly  as  you  can  get  at  itf 

Mr  Tebbell.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chaibman.  This  spring! 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Oh,  yes.  It  was  either  the  month  of  March,  Febm- 
aj'y,  or,  say,  April.  I  oau  not  tell  that;  but  Mr.  Havemeyer  said  to  m^ 
one  morning  after  breakfast)  t\iat>  2b\>  ^mOc^^^'^  request,  I  can  not  tell^ 
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now  whose,  he  was  going  to  meet  Senator  Jones  at  Senator  Oamden's 
room,  which  is  directly  across  the  way  from  the  hotel.  I  can  not  give 
yon  now  what  he  said^  bnt  my  understanding  of  it  was  that  Senator 
Jones  wanted  to  ask  him  some  questions  on  the  subject  of  sugar— the 
sugar  schedule.  Mr.  Havemeyer  said  to  me  in  a  casual  way,  ^'I  want 
you  to  walk  over."  I  said,  *'I  don't  see  any  reason  why  I  should  go 
over."  He  said,  "You  come  along.''  So  I  walked  over  and  I  was 
present  in  Senator  Oamden's  room,  and  I  should  suppose  the  interview 
lasted  ten  or  fifteen  minutes. 

The  Ghaibman.  Tell  all  you  recollect  about  it. 

Mr.  Tebbell.  My  impression  is  I  went  over  there  and  Senator  Jones 
was  not  there  when  we  got  there.  We  went  in  and  Senator  Camden 
was  there,  and  possibly  in  a  moment  or  two  Senator  Jones  came  in. 
I  think  he  had  a  bundle  of  papers,  and  Senator  Camden  presented  Mr. 
Havemeyer  to  Senator  Jones.  Senator  Jones  sat  down  at  a  table,  and 
my  impression  is,  took  either,  I  would  say,  some  of  the  papers  he  had 
in  the  roll  with  him  under  his  tarn ;  if  not,  he  took  a  sheet  of  paper  from 
Senator  Camden's  desk,  and  I  can  not  recall  now  how  the  conversation 
between  the  two  started.  Mr.  Havemeyer  said  to  Senator  Jones  that 
he  understood  that  it  had  been  decided  to  tax  sugar  as  a  revenue  pro- 
ducer; that  he  was  very  much  interested  in  the  question  as  to  how  it 
should  be  taxed,  whether  ad  valorem  tax  or  a  specific  tax;  that,  so 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  would  much  prefer  there  should  be  no  tax 
at  idl.  It  was  not  to  the  interest  of  the  refining  industry  of  this  country 
to  have  a  tax  upon  raw  sugar,  but  that  he  supposed  that  had  been 
determined  upon,  and,  if  so,  then  he  was  very  seriously  interested  in  the 
question  whether  that  tax  should  be  an  ad  valorem  tax  or  a  specific  tax. 

Then  Senator  Jones  asked  him  to  state  what  difference  in  his  opinion 
it  made  to  the  refining  interest,  which  Mr.  Havemeyer  briefly  did,  and 
very  briefly  too,  and  Senator  Jones  said,  "  What  about  tlie  discrimi- 
nation, or  differential,  as  you  term  it,  in  favor  of  the  refiner  f  Mr. 
Havemeyer  said^  "  That  is  not  a  thing  I  am  here  to  say  much  about. 
The  chief  thing  I  am  interested  in,  if  there  is  to  be  a  tax  on  raw  sugar,  is 
to  have  it  so  that  the  markets  of  the  world  shall  be  open  on  equal  terms 
with  all  competitors  the  world  over,  and  that  there  shall  be  an  ad 
valorem  duty  that  will  enable  me  to  meet  them  on  even  terms.  In 
other  words,  a  specific  tax  on  raw  sugar  necessarily  discriminates 
against  the  lower  grades  of  sugar  and  drives  them  out  of  the  market, 
ao  that  I  could  not  bid  for  them  at  all."  He  said  to  Senator  Jones  that 
his  chief  interest  was  the  question  of  the  tax  upon  raws,  as  he  called 
them.  Of  course,  he  said,  so  far  as  protection  is  concerned,  that  is  a 
question  for  the  Senate  to  decide.  The  refining  industry  of  this  coun- 
try, in  my  judgment,  can  not  get  along  with  less  than  one  quarter  of  a 
cent  a  pound,  the  amount  fix^  by  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of 
the  House,  and  a  quarter  of  a  cent  a  pound  is  the  least  we  could  live 
under;  but,  he  said,  <<I  am  not  here  to  argue  that  question,  but  I  want 
to  get  the  raw  sugar  right."  I  remember  that  he  repeated  that  two  or 
three  times. 

Senator  Jones  asked  him  several  questions,  and  he  asked  him  one 
question  from  which  I  think  Senator  Jones  was  under  the  impression 
that  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  trying  to  evade  a  direct  answer,  and  I  could 
eee  that  he  was  not.  The  question  was.  out  of  a  given  amount  of  raw 
sugar,  how  much  of  the  higher  grade  or  refined  sugar  it  would  make, 
iow  much  of  the  second  grade,  and  how  much  of  the  lower.  I  do  not 
\now  whether  they  make  three  or  four  different  grades  of  sugar  in  tbe 
process  of  running  out  of  a  given  lot  of  raw. 
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Mr.  Havemeyer  answered  that  he  could  not  tell,  and  I  thought  1 
coiuld  see  by  Senator  Jones's  countenance  that  he  thought  that  Mr. 
Havemeyer  did  not  want  to  tell,  and  they  did  not  seem  to  me  to  get 
along  yery  well  after  that,  and  Senator  Jones  only  asked  him  one  or 
two  questions  more.  Finally  he  said  it  was  Senate  time  and  he  could 
not  devote  any  more  time  to  him,  and  he  picked  up  his  papers  and  his 
hat  and  said,  ^^  good  morning,"  and  left. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Who  were  present  at  this  meeting  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Senator  Camden,  Senator  Jones,  Mr,  Havemeyer,  and 
myself. 

Senator  Lodqe.  That  was  allt 

Mr.  Terrell.  That  was  all. 

The  Ghairman.  Is  there  anything  else  than  what  you  have  already 
stated  that  could  furnish  any  foundation  for  what  I  have  just  read  to 
you  there  [handing  Mr.  Terrell  a  printed  paper]  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  (After  perusing  same.)  The  whole  of  that  paragraph 
is  absolutely  false.    There  was  never  anything  of  that  kind  occurred. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  paragraph  I  have  already  read  in  your 
hearing  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir;  the  paragraph  in  which  it  is  said  there  was 
a  demand  made  upon  Senator  Brice 

The  Chairman.  The  passage  you  refer  to  is  the  one  in  which  he 
states  that  on  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  the  Arling- 
ton Hotel  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Brice,  Mr.  Terrell,  Senator  Smith,  of 
Kew  Jersey,  and  another  man  whose  name  it  may  be  worth  while  to 
withhold  for  the  present  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  who  that  may  bet 

Mr.  Terrell.  Mr.  Beed. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Beed  present  on  the  occasion  you  spoke  off 

Mr.  GDerrell.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  the  only  occasion  that  Senator 
Smith  was  in  my  room  in  the  world.  He  did  not  come  to  see  me  then. 
It  was  the  purest  accident  in  the  world.  It  looks  to  me  as  if  there  was 
some  reporter  sneaking  about,  and  when  he  found  out  there  were  Sena- 
tors in  my  room  he  went  around  and  manufactured  any  story  he  pleased. 

The  Chairman.  Further  on  in  this  same  communication  of  Mr. 
Edwards  to  the  Press,  we  find  this: 

We  had,  upon  the  Sanday  before  the  bill  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  aU-day  and  half  the  night 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol,  were  therepresentatiyes 
of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer  and  Terrell  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le  Fevre, 
and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit,  in  a  place  apart 
and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are  to  act.  There  were  runnings 
back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  quarters  occupied  by  the  trust 
all  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisfying  the  Louisiana 
Senators.  Even  the  trust  had  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  Democratic 
party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two  votes  against 
the  bill.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  Uttle  and  taking  a 
little. 

At  one  time  it  seemed  as  if  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never  was 
there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests  in  the  committee  rooms  of 
the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caffery  drafted  a  schedule,  Mr.  Have- 
meyef  looking  over  his  shoulder,  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar  trust  watching 
the  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw  that  spectacle 
afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator  Caffery  had 
finished,  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it,  it  was  taken  to  the 
room  of  the  Finance  Committee,  and  there  accepted,  the  victory  won,  and  the  orig- 

iDal  draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery's  handwriting  and 

with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  tiw&t  w^oii  v\i. 
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That  article  states  that  you  were  present  in  one  room  of  the  Capitol 
n  Sunday  evening  with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Cord  Meyer,  Ben.  LeFevre, 
nd  others.    What  have  you  to  say  about  that  statement  f 
Mr.  Tebbell.  It  is  absolutely  false.    I  never  was  in  the  Capitol 
•nilding  on  Sunday  in  my  life.    I  never  was  in  such  a  meeting  any  day 
f  the  week  in  my  life,  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  no  such  meeting 
yer  transpired.    If  I  can  make  it  any  stronger  I  am  willing  to. 
The  Ghaibman.  Were  you  ever  present  in  a  room  in  the  Capitol 
»iiilding  with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Meyer,  Mr.  Le  Fevre,  and  others  t 
Mr.  ^BBELL.  Never  in  my  life. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  any  occasion,  whether  Sunday  or 
oiy  other  day,  nighttime  or  daytime,  when  you  were  present  in  the 
3apitol  in  any  room,  and  there  was  such  a  transaction  going  on  between 
he  Finance  Committee  room,  or  the  Finance  Committee,  or  the  Demo- 
ratio  members  of  it,  and  the  sugar-trust  people  or  sugar-refining 
►eoplef 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Never  in  the  world.    I  never  heard  of  such  a  meeting. 
The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Ben.  Le  Fevre! 
Mr.  Tebbell.  I  have  known  Mr.  Ben  Le  Fevre  for  fifteen  years. 
The  Chairman.  He  was  an  Ohio  manf 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Yes,  sir;  I  know  him  well.  I  never  spoke  to  him  on 
le  subject  of  sugar  in  my  life. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  that  all  you  have  to  say  about  that  statement f 
Mr.  Tebbell.  Yes,  sir.    It  is  absolutely  false,  and  there  is  no  foun- 
ktion  for  it  at  all. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  there  anything  within  your  knowledge  upon 
hich  that  statement  could  have  been  founded f 
^r.  Tebbell.  Ko,  sir;  I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing.  I  have  been 
communication  with  other  people  named  there,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  for 
^ance,  and  have  enjoyed  his  confidence,  and  if  anything  like  that 
'«r  happened  I  would  have  known  it.  It  is  simply  rot,  and  there  is 
^thing  in  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  spoke  sometime  since  that  you  did  not  then 
X)re8ent  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  the  sugar  refining  interest.  Have  you 
"«r  represented  them  since  f 

3ir.  Tebbell.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  represented  them  in  a  certain  way. 
^.  Havemeyer  was  here  on  that  occasion,  it  seems,  from  the  2d  to  the 
^th.  Mr.  Havemeyer  said,  ^'Here,  I  am  too  busy  a  man  to  stay  here, 
have  explained  the  needs  of  my  business  and  my  relations  in  regard 
this  matter.  K"ow  while  you  are  here,  if  you  will  watch  after  our 
^erest,  if  anything  comes  ^p — ^I  do  not  know  that  anything  will — I 
ill  be  very  glad  to  have  you  look  after  it."  I  said,  "  1  will  do  so  with 
^«  greatest  of  pleasure."  From  that  timeon,  while  I  did  not  do  anything, 
■regarded  myself  authorized,  if  anything  did  come  up,  if  I  did  not  know 
^ything  about  it  myself,  it  would  be  my  duty  to  communicate  it  to 
^.  Havemeyer,  and  get  anything  he  had  to  say  upon  the  subject.  It 
^8  a  sort  of  representative  work. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  regard  yourself  employed  as  an  attorney  t 
3ir.  Tebbell.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  have  not  been  a  lawyer 
tr  so  long  that  I  have  not  looked  after  anything  like  that.  Well,  yes j 
'tactically  that. 

Senator  Davis.  I  infer  that  you  are  a  member  of  the  bar,  but  not  in 
"Bcticenowt 

-Mr.  Tebbell.  I  ceased  practicing  about  eleven  or  twelve  years  ago, 
Senaor  Davis.  Whatt  has  been  your  business  the  last  twelve^  \\io\i^^\ 
•Mr  Tebbell.  I  have  already  stated  tothe  co  mmitte^^  \>eiot^  ^oxi 
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came  in,  that  I  am  president  of  the  Manhattan  Spirit  Company  and 
of  the  Wheeler  Bail-joint  Company,  and  treasurer  of  the  Chihuahua 
Mining  Company,  and  I  can  not  now  recall  whetiier  I  am  director  of 
some  other  companies  or  not.  But  those  are  the  only  ones  to  whicdi  I 
give  any  special  attention. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  ever  been  a,t;tomey  or  counsel  for  the  sugar 
trust  or  any  of  its  members  f 

Mr.  Terrelu  Never. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Havemeyerl 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  tell. 

Senator  Davis*  There  are  two  Havemeyers. 

Mr.  Terrell,  One  of  them  I  do  not  know  at  all. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Theodore  Havemeyer  T 

Mr.  Terrell.  Fo,  sir;  I  do  not.  There  is  a  young  man  whose  name 
I  do  not  recall. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  met  Mr.  Cord  Meyer  t 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  met  him  in  Washington  the  first  time  in  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  When,  this  year! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir;  probably  in  the  month  of  February  or 
March. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  B.  0.  Benedict,  of  Brooklyn! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  met  him  for  the  first  time  in  my  life  a  few  weeks 
ago. 

Senator  Davis.  Where! 

Mr.  Terrell.  In  the  city  of  New  York. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  meet  him  here! 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  never. 

Senator  Davis,  When  did  you  first  come  to  Washington  during  the 
present  session  of  Congress! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  should  say  before  the  middle  of  January.  If  it  is 
important  I  can  get  the  date. 

Senator  Davis.  It  is  not  important.    How  long  did  you  remain! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Do  you  mean  without  going  home  at  all! 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  a  period  of  time  did  you  stay  here,  sub- 
stantially! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  been  here  substantially  all  the  time  since 
January. 

Senator  Davis.  With  the  exception  of  the  time  you  went  to  New 
York! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  And  had  your  apartments  engaged  permanently  at 
the  Arlington  ! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  kept  my  rooms  there  and  have  been  there  all 
the  while. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understood  you  to  say  your  feunily  did  not  come 
with  you  until  the  14th  day  of  March! 

Mr.  GDerrell.  My  family  came  the  14th  day  of  March  and  stayed 
until  the  21st,  I  think. 

Senator  Davis.  What  rooms  did  you  first  engage  at  the  Arlington 
when  you  first  came  here! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  tell,  but  they  were  not  the  rooms  in  question. 

Senator  Davis.  A  suite  of  rooms,  parlor  and  bedroom? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir;  we  have  always  had  them.  I  never  had  any- 
thing else  to  my  recollection  the  three  years  I  have  been  stopping  there. 

Senator  Davis.  What  brought  you  here;  what  was  your  business 
here  in  Wasbingtoul 
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Mr.  Tebbell.  It  was  not  oonneoted  with  sngar. 

Senator  Dayis.  It  was  not  connected  with  sugar. 

Mr.  Tbbbell.  Fot  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Senator  Dayib.  Was  it  on  business  connected  with  legislation  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Not  except  to  know  what  legislation  was  going  to  be. 

Senator  Dates.  On  what  subjeott 

Mr.  Tebbell,  Any  subject. 

Senator  Datis.  On  what  particular  sul^eett 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Of  course  I  regard  this  as  my  own  private  business. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  telling  you  or  any  Senator  here.  I 
suppose  whatever  I  say  here  will  be  published  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Dayis,  Was  your  business  here  connected  with  any  sul^ect 
of  tariff  legislation  1 

Mr.  TEBBBUi.  Not  in  the  procurement  of  any. 

Senator  Dayis.  In  the  prevention  of  any  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Nor  in  llie  prevention  of  any. 

Senator  Davis.  How  did  your  business  concern  tariff  legislation f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  was  interested  in  know- 
ing what  it  was  going  to  be,  and  no  other  interest  in  the  world. 

The  Chaibman.  As  a  speculator  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  have  not  the  slightest  objection  to  telling  you  Sen- 
ators my  whole  connection  in  Washington;  but  I  do  not  think  my 
private  business  ought  to  be  published  all  over  the  countiy.  I  do  not 
see  any  occasion  for  it.  I  will  teU  you  everything  fhuakly  if  the  com- 
mittee will  meet  me  frankly,  and  they  can  put  down  in  that  record 
anything  which  they  can  see  bears  upon  this  question. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  come  to  Washington  on  business  with  the 
intention  of  interesting  yourself  in  procuring  or  preventing  any  tariff 
legislation  upon  any  particular  subjectf 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Your  first  coming  to  Washington  in  January  had  no 
relation  to  any  intervention  by  you  in  this  sugar  question  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  No,  sir;  none  whatever.  I  had  no  interest  in  sugar 
in  any  way,  shape,  or  manner. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  coming  to  Washing- 
ton every  winter  when  tariff  legislation  was  pending  for  the  same  gen- 
eral purpose  that  you  have  described  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Yes,'^  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  For  how  many  years  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  would  say — ^I  can  not  tell  that — ^but  I  would  say 
certainly  I  have  been  coming  to  Washington  for  three  winters,  more  or 
less. 

Senator  Davis.  Were  you  here  when  the  McEinley  bill  was  pro- 
gressing f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  do  not  think  I  was.    When  was  the  date  of  thatf 

Senator  Linbbat.    The  summer  of  1890. 

Mr.  Tebbell.  No,  sir;  I  think  not.  All  I  could  feel  certain  about 
in  saying  would  be  more  or  less  time  the  last  three  winters,  including 
this  one,  I  have  been  in  Washington,  not  always  as  much  of  the  time 
as  I  have  been  this  winter. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  here  on  any  of  these  occasions  prior 
to  this  winter  as  the  representative  of  any  interest  f 

Mr.  Tebbell.  Only  once,  and  then  only  for  a  very  short  time. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  that! 

Mr.  Tebbell.  I  can  not  teU  that  unless  I  look  it  up.    I  can  tell  ^q»^ 
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what  it  was.    If  yoa  think  it  ought  to  go  down  on  the  record  yon  can 
put  it  down. 

Senator  Davis.  I  ask  yon  what  interest  yoa  were  here  to  represent? 

Mr.  TsRRELii.  Two  or  three  winters  ago  I  was  a  director  in  the  dis- 
tilling and  cattle-feeding  company,  representing,  the  interest  of  very 
large  stockholders  who  were  Mends  of  mine.  The  president  of  the 
company  had  an  idea  that  it  would  increase  the  sales  of  the  goods  of 
that  company  if  spirits  for  the  arts  should  be  relieved  from  revenue  tax, 
and  he  suggested  my  coming  over  here  and  talking  about  the  subject* 

Senator  Davis.  You  came  down  on  that  question  f 

1^.  Terrell.  I  came  down  here  to  see  whether  there  was  any  use 
talking  ajbout  it,  and  I  made  up  my  mind  there  was  not  and  went  back 
home.    That  is  all  there  is  about  that. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  stated  that  you  have  never  been  counsel 
for  this  sugar  trust  or  any  of  its  members,  and  that  you  have  no  proprie- 
tary interest  in  the  concern. 

Mr.  Terrell.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Davis.  And  never  have  hadt 

Mr.  Terrell.  Sometimes  I  have  been  a  holder  of  its  stock  on  the 
market. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  such  holder  during  the  pendency  of 
the  present  tariff  billf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  that  holding  begin! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  am  unable  to  tell  you. 

Senator  Davis.  What  month! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  even  tell  that. 

Senator  Davis.  This  year! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Ob,  yes;  I  think  so.  It  may  have  been  December,  I 
can  not  tell  that;  within  a  few  months  past;  not  farther  back,  I  should 
say.    You  mean  recently! 

Senator  Davis.  I  mean  since  the  beginning  of  the  present  session  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  tell  that.  I  have  speculated  in  sugar  off  and 
on. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  speculating  in  sugar  since  the  first 
Monday  in  December  last! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  times! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  tell  you  how  many  times. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  and  sold! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  In  large  or  small  amounts! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Moderate  amounts. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  your  largest  transaction! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  5,000  shares  is  the  largest  number  of  shares 
I  ever  held  in  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  that — this  year! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  At  what  time  this  year! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  tell,  possibly  in  February.  I  can  get  you 
the  date. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  closed  that  transaction! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  close  it! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  \/Si\  \!oi^Xi\  very  shortly  after  I  opened  iL 
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Senator  Datis.  Was  it  before  this  visit  to  Washington  which  Mr« 
Oaston  testified  tof 

Mr.  Terrell..  That  I  am  absolutely  unable  to  say. 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  a  deal  of  5,000  shares  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  it  a  purchase,  or  salet 

Mr.  Terrell.  Both. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  buy  at  first  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir.    I  did  not  sell  it  short;  I  bought  iti 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  did  you  hold  iti 

Mr.  Terrell.  That  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  hold  it  a  weekf 

Mr.  Terrell.  It  is  possible;  I  do  not  think  I  held  it  a  month.  I 
can  not  say  that;  possibly  a  week  or  possibly  ten  days. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  it  subsequent  to  the  15th  of  February  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  say  that. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  it  after  this  conversation  that  Mr.  Gaston  tes- 
tifies to  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  am  unable  to  say  that.  I  will  swear,  however,  that 
the  conversation  that  Mr.  Gaston  testified  to,  or  any  conversation  held 
at  that  time,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  stock.  Of  course  I  bought 
stock  when  I  thought  the  chances  would  be  that  it  would  go  up.  Some- 
times I  made  something  on  it  and  sometimes  I  lost. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  transaction  of  5,000  shares  the  result  of 
profit  or  lossf 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  do  not  believe  it  resulted  in I  can  not  tell 

exactly.    If  it  is  necessary  I  will  find  out. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  recall  what  you  paid  for  itt 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Or  what  you  sold  it  fort 

Mr.  GDerrell.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Nor  how  long  you  held  itf 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Nor  when  you  bought  itt 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Nor  when  you  sold  it ! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  do  not.    I  can  ascertain  all  those  fiksts,  however. 

Senator  DaviS;  Are  you  &miliar  with  the  organization  of  this  so- 
called  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  its  scope,  nor 
what  it  comprehends  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir.  I  suppose  I  read  the  newspapers  at  the  time 
legal  proceedings  were  instituted  against  the  trust,  the  same  as  any- 
b^y  else,  and  I  think  it  was  a  single  corporation. 

Senator  Davis.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  right  about  it,  but  I 

thmk  I  read  somewhere  that  the  first  sugar  trust  that  existed  in  1890 

was  dissolved  by  the  courts  in  New  York.    Do  you  know  that  to  be  a 

&ctf 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  give  you  my  impression.    My  impression  is  that 

the  sugar  combination  was  originally  what  we  call  a  trust — ^that  is,  a 

combination  of  various  individuals  and  companies — and  that  the  trus- 

^  issued  their  certificates  for  the  various  interests,  and  that  was  de- 
dared  illegal  by  the  courts,  and  thereafter  they  went  into  the  State  of 
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Kew  Jersey  and  organized  a  single  corporation  in  which  all  the  proi>* 
erty  of  those  various  interests  were  combined. 

Senator  Davis.  That  is  the  American  trust,  so  caUed. 

Mr.  Tebbbll.  The  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company,  as  I  under* 
stand  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  what  it  is  capitalized  att 

Mr.  Terrell.  Do  you  understand  that  I  am  giving  impressions  T 

Senator  Davis.  Yes;  as  a  matter  of  public  notoriety. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  it  is  $37,500,000  of  each,  common  and  pre- 
ferred ;  I  am  not  certain  about  that.  Of  course  it  is  a  matter  that  can 
be  easily  ascertained. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  whether  it  comprehends  any  Califor- 
nia interest  that  represents  or  controls  the  independent  production? 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  the  only  thing  I  know  about  the  independent 
production  is  what  I  read  in  the  newspapers.  I  have  no  real  knowl- 
edge on  that  subject. 

Senator  Davis.  Kow  Mr.  Gaston  states  in  substance  that  the  con- 
versation which  he  oyerheard  related  to  an  event  which  transpired  that 
day,  as  I  remember  it,  namely,  the  determination  of  the  alleged  sub- 
committee of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  re- 
specting sugar,  and  that  was  being  discussed  in  your  room  that  night. 
Does  that  statement  at  all  tend  to  fix  the  date  of  the  conversation  in 
your  mind! 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir ;  not  only  that,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of 
any  conversation  of  that  character  that  anything  had  been  fixed  by  the 
subcommittee  on  any  given  date. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  recollect  that  night  in  that  conversation  some 
one  exx)ounding  this  sugar  question  and  being  complimented  by  the 
others  for  his  familiarity  with  itf 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  The  only  possibility  where  that 
could  come  in,  as  I  recollect  the  conversation  there  that  night,  could 
have  been  only  when  Mr.  Havemeyer  had  his  samples  out  there  and 
was  delivering  his  lecture  to  Senator  Brice  on  the  subject  of  sugar.  It 
is  possible  Senator  Brice  may  have  complimented  him  on  his  knowledge 
of  sugar,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  I  would  say  that  was 
earlier  in  the  evening  than  Mr.  Gaston  states  in  his  testimony,  but  I 
have  no  recollection  of  that. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  it  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  requested  you  to 
remain  in  Washington  and  take  charge  of  or  look  out  for  his  sugar 
interest? 

Mr.  Terrell.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  has  been  here 
twice,  and  he  lefb  on  the  16th  of  March.  I  do  not  know  whether  tliat 
was  his  last  visit  or  his  first,  but  I  would  say  when  he  went  back  from 
Washington  on  his  last  visit  here — ^if  this  one  was  the  last  one — then 
probably  on  the  16th  of  March. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  acted  since  in  pursuance  of  that  request  T 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  not  done  any  more  than  I  did  before — ^I  talked 
sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  had  any  conference  with  Senators  on  that 
subjectt 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davib.  With  whom! 

Mr.  Terrell.  All  that  I  know.  I  did  not  know  a  great  many  Sen- 
ators. I  knew  Mr.  Brice.  I  think  I  have  known  S^iator  Camden  for^ 
I  should  say,  twelve  or  fifteen  years. 
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Senator  Dayis.  Jost  state  with  whom  yon  talked;  what  Senators 
yon  have  talked  with. 

Mr*  Terrell.  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Gk>rman,  Senator  Camden, 
and  a  very  little  with  Senator  Smith. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  allf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir.  And  those  are,  I  think,  after  looking  over 
the  list — I  can  not  swear  to  it  positively,  but  I  think  those  are  the  only 
foor  Democratic  Senators  I  happened  to  know. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  talked  with  any  Eepublican  Senators? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  With  whomf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Principally  with  Senator  Aldrich,  because  he  lived 
at  the  hotel  and  I  saw  more  or  less  of  him. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  represent  to  these  gentlemen  that  you  rep^ 
resented  the  interest  of  the  sugar  trust  or  Mr.  Havemeyer  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  the  first  thing  I  said,  afber  my  first  interview 
with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  to  sev^al  of  these  gentlemen — I  would  not  say 
to  all — was  the  request  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  made  to  me,  that  I  look 
over  the  ground  here  and  advise  him  whether  he  should  come  here  and 
represent  the  interest  of  the  sugar-refining  industry. 

Senator  Davis.  You  had  previously  in  a  superficial  way  been  pos* 
sessed  of  Mr.  Havemeyer's  views  by  a  conversation  with  him  in  ^ew 
York! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  endeavor  to  persuade  these  Senators  to 
acquiescence  in  those  views  f  In  other  words,  did  you  argue  the  mat- 
ter with  themf 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  tried,  so  far  as  I  got  possession  of  the  real  question 
myself,  to  impress  it  upon  them. 

Senator  Davis.  As  Mr.  Havemeyer  had  expressed  it  to  youf 

Mr.  TERRELL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  argued  for  an  ad  valorem  duty  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir;  I  gave  them  the  reasons  why  I  thought  it 
was  a  fair  duty,  and  the  only  duty.  I  did  not  then  see,  and  do  not  see 
now,  how  a  man  who  understands  the  subject  could  vote  for  any  other. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  were  these  conferences  with  the  Senators 
usually  hadf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Sometimes  I  would  go  to  their  houses.  Mr.  Brice  I 
would  see  at  his  house  frequently.  I  suppose  I  took  dinner  there  half 
a  dozen  times  during  the  winter. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  did  you  see  Senator  Camden  t 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  once  or  twice  right  across  from  the  hotel. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Senator  Camden  live  straight  across  from  the 
hotel  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  at  No.  815. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  did  you  see  Senator  Gorman  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  Usually  at  his  room,  but  not  a  great  many  times. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  times  f 

Mr.  Terrell,  l^ot  a  great  many. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  did  you  see  Senator  Aldrich  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  At  the  hotel.    Of  course  he  is  there  all  the  whQe. 

Senator  Davis.  At  his  room  or  yours  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  It  is  possible  he  may  have  been  in  my  room  once. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  it  possible,  or  sof 

tb.  Tbr&blu  I  can  not  swear  absolutely  that  he  was,  but  I  would 
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see  Senator  Aldrich  foar  or  five  times  a  week,  and  most  every  day  in 
the  lobby.    I  had  no  designs  on  Senator  Aldrich  or  anybody  else. 

The  Chairman.  Were  the  arguments  and  views  yon  presented  to 
the  Senators  the  same  to  all  of  themf 

Mr.  TERRELL.  Certainly.  I  never  said  a  word  to  any  Senator  of  the 
United  States  or  anybody  else  on  the  subject  of  sugar  except  in  the 
line  of  fair  argument,  that  I  would  not  say  to  you  here,  or  to  the  open 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  I  never  made  a  proposition  to  any  S^a- 
tor  or  Bepresentative  of  any  consideration  upon  the  subject  of  sugar 
legislation  that  was  not  a  proper  one. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  known  Senator  Gorman  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  five  or  six  years;  I  do  not  know  just  how 
long. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Havemeyer  saw  him  on 
the  occasion  of  any  of  his  visits  here? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  am  not  certain,  but  I  think  he  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  present  your  views  to  the  Democratic 
members  of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  never  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  any  of  them, 
except  that  meeting  with  Senator  Camden,  and  I  think  on  that  occasion 
I  said  nothing. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  made  no  effort  to  see  themf 

Mr.  Terrell.  !No,  sir;  I  knew  none  of  them  personally,  and  I  did 
not  want  to  make  a  nuisance  of  myself,  or  I  tried  not  to.  I  will  say  to 
the  committee  frankly  that  I  supposed,  and  do  now,  that  there  was  no 
impropriety  in  any  man  in  the  United  States  talking  to  a  Senator  on 
the  subject  of  a  pending  tariff  bill,  and  I  know  as  a  matter  of  fBuct  that 
there  is  hardly  an  interest  in  this  country  that  did  not  have  people 
here  talking  to  everybody,  and  I  think  that  the  only  animadversion 
that  has  been  made  has  been  on  sugar,  as  if  that  industry  could  not 
have  anybody  here  to  speak  on  the  subject  of  sugar. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  presented  your  views,  I  understand,  only  to 
United  States  Senators  that  you  knewf 

Mr.  Terrell.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  made  no  effort  to  present  your  views  to  Sena- 
tors in  charge  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  did  not:  I  did  not  know  them  and  I  presumed  my 
views  would  not  have  mucn  weight  with  those  I  did  not  know,  and  I 
certainly  did  not  know  how  much  weight  they  would  have  with  those 
I  did  know.  Then  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  here  quite  a  time  and  was  much 
more  familiar  with  the  subject  than  I. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  on  one  occasion  in  your  room,  when  Sena- 
tor Bricewas  present,  thatMr.  Havemeyer  had  his  samples  in  your  loomi 
or  went  and  got  them  and  brought  them  inf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  do  not  know  which! 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  And  he  explained  the  oommerical  aspects  of  them 
to  Senator  Bricef 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Were  those  samples  there  when  Senator  Smith,  of 
New  Jersey,  came  inf 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  not.  Well,  I  will  not  be  positive  about  it. 
I  can  say  this,  that  if  they  were  sitting  there,  if  the  samples  were  sitting 
there,  there  was  no  explanatipn  given  after  Senator  Smith  camew 
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Senator  Davis.  Was  sugar  talked  aboat  in  any  way  while  Senator 
Smith  was  there  f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  recollect.  It  may  have  been.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  conversation  after  Senator  Smith  came  in  that  attracted 
my  attention  to  a  sufficient  extent  so  that  I  have  now  the  slightest 
recollection. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  did  Senator  ^  Smith  remain  there  that 
evening! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Possibly  half  an  hour;  possibly  longer. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  subject  of  conversation! 

Mr.  Terrell.  That  I  can  not  tell.  It  was  a  running  chat.  It  was 
not  a  preconcerted  meeting  with  anybody,  and  had  no  object  in  view. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  state  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  did  not  then 
bring  up  the  subject  of  sugar  to  the  attention  of  Senator  Smith! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  will  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Had  the  discussion  with  Senator  Brice,  or  the  expla- 
nation with  Senator  Brice,  ceased  before  Senator  Smith  came  in! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Oh,  yes,  sir;  sometime. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  your  impression  as  to  whether  the  subject 
was  renewed  after  Senator  Smith  came  in! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  not  the  slightest  impression. 

Senator  Davis.  Ton  do  not  think  immediately  after  the  discussion 
with  Senator  Brice  ended  that  the  samples  were  packed  up  and  taken 
away,  do  you! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  recall  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  samples  were  there! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  would  say  possibly  there  were  eight;  six  or  eight 
little  tin  boxes  that  wide  and  about  that  long  [indicating],  and  proba- 
bly as  deep  as  they  are  wide. 

Senator  Davis.  About  2  inches  deep,  6  inches  long,  and  2  inches 
widti! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  talk  in  your  room,  whenever  it  was,  before 
or  after  Mr.  Havemeyer  had  his  conference  with  Senator  Jones! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  will  have  to  give  you  a  guess  on  that,  and  I  will 
have  to  think  a  little  to  make  the  guess. 

Senator  Davis.  The  best  you  can. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  would  say  that  the  probabilities  are  that  it  was 
after.  I  think  the  interview  with  Senator  Jones  at  Senator  Camden's 
room  was  very  shortly  after  Mr.  Havemeyer  arrived  here.  That  would 
be  my  recollection,  within  a  day  or  two.  Whether  it  was  on  that  visit 
or  the  other  one  I  can  not  tell  now.  Of  course  I  do  not  know  which 
was  the  first  visit. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Havemeyer  have  his  samples  before  Senator 
Jones  in  that  conference! 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  should  say  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  any  recollection  on  the  subject  whether 
he  did  or  not! 

Mr.  Terrell.  What  I  have  would  be  on  that  side,  that  they  were 
not  there. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  had  any  conference  with  Senator  Jones 
yourself! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Never  in  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  Or  Senator  Yestf 

Mr.  Terrell.  Kever  in  my  lile. 

Senator  Davis.  Or  Senator  MoPhersont 
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Mr.  Terrell.  ]!^o,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Or  Senator  Mills! 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Or  Senators  Caffery,  White,  or  Blanchardt 

Mr.  Terrell,  l^o,  sir;  I  never  heard  any  of  them  speak  that  I  know 
of,  but  Senator  Cafi'ery.    I  have  heard  the  tone  of  his  voice,  that  is  all. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  first  hear,  if  you  ever  did,  that  Secre- 
tary Carlisle  had  drafted  a*  sugar  schedule f 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  never  heard  anything  about  it  until  I  read  it  in  the 
newspapers. 

Senator  Davis.  That  is  the  first  that  you  had  ever  been  informed? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  During  the  pendency  of  this  present  tariff  bill,  do 
you  know  whether  any  representative  of  the  sugar  trust,  except  your- 
self, has  been  here  representing  it?  I  do  not  mean  like  Mr.  Havemeyer, 
but  as  a  representative  of  the  trust  requested  to  be  here  to  watch  pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir.  I  know  there  has  been  another  officer  of  the 
sugar  company  in  the  city  more  or  less. 

Senator  Davis.  Who  is  that? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Mr.  Searles. 

Senator  Davis.  The  treasurer? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Yes,  sir.  1  have  seen  very  little  of  him.  I  have  seen 
him  several  times,  and  know  of  the  fact  of  his  being  here. 

Senator  Davis.  In  any  of  the  conversations  where  you  have  been 
present,  have  you  ever  heard  stated  by  any  representative  or  member 
of  the  sugar  trust  any  alleged  obligations  of  the  Democratic  party  to 
the  trust  on  account  of  contributions  to  campaigns? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Never  in  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  such  contributions? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Never.  I  am  a  Republican.  I  know  nothing  excei>t 
what  I  saw  in  the  newspapers.  To  my  knowledge  the  subject  was 
never  referred  to  or  hinted  at,  that  there  was  any  such  contribution  in 
existence. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  contributions  by  the  sugar 
ti-ust  to  the  Republican  campaign  committee? 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  except  what  I  saw  in  the  newspapers,  I  have 
no  means  of  knowing  on  either  side. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  of  any  United  States  Senator  or  any 
person  pretending  to  represent  him,  speculating  in  sugar  stocks  daring 
the  pendency  of  this  present  bill? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  do  not.  If  you  had  not  asked  me  the  question  I 
would  have  said — because  there  have  been  a  great  many  publications 
besides  the  one  you  have  called  my  attention  to — I  have  seen  papers 
stating  that  1  was  here  representing  a  sugar  pool;  that  I  was  furnishing 
information  for  certain  pools,  etc.  My  friend  Senator  Brice  has  been 
represented  as  having  made  a  fortune  in  this  connection.  There  is 
absolutely  nothing  in  it.  I  never  was  a  member  of  a  pool  of  sugar 
stock  in  my  life,  or  of  any  syndicate  that  was  interested  in  it. 

Senator  Davis.  During  your  stay  here  in  Washington,  have  you 
bought  or  sold  sugar  certificates? 

Mr.  Terrell,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  your  last  investment? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Here  in  Washington,  or  anywhere? 

Senator  Davis.  Here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  Ml  you  exactly.    I  do  not  recollect  when  1 
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practically  went  home  from  Washington.  I  should  think  it  was  a 
month  ago.  That  would  bring  it,  I  presume,  the  latter  part  of  April 
or  the  first  of  May. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  purchases  or  sales  of  sugar  certificates 
have  you  made  since  your  stay  in  Washington  in  January  last? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  say — several. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  they  been  mostly  sales  in  the  first  in  stance  t 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir;  I  think,  on  the  contrary,  mostly  purchases  in 
the  first  instance. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  of  your  sugar  transactions  do  you  sup- 
pose, not  requiriug  strict  accuracy  of  recollection,  in  the  aggregate, 
during  your  stay  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Of  course  you  want  me  to  count  one  thing  only. 
When  a  thing  is  bought  and  sold  you  do  not  want  me  to  count  doublet 

Senator  Davis.  Only  one  side, 

Mr,  Terrell.  It  will  have  to  be  a  pure  guess. 

Senator  Davis.  To  your  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  recollect.  I  have  bought  and  sold  a  great 
many  things — ^possibly  20,000  shares. 

Senator  Davis.  Those  shares  are  $1,000  each? 

Mr.  Terrell.  No;  $100  each.  But  that  covers  quite  a  number  of 
transactions. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  these  operations  been  solely  upon  your  private 
account,  or  has  anybody  been  interested  in  them  with  you  I 

Mr.  Terrell.  Every  one  of  them,  with  the  exception  of  two  or 
three,  on  my  own  private  account.  There  has  been  nobody  interested 
in  them  to  the  extent  of  a  cent. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  United  States  Senator  had  any  interest, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  of  these  transactions  that  you  speak  of? 

Mr,  Terrell.  Never.  I  said  with  the  exception  of  two  or  three. 
I  can  tell  you  about  them. 

Senator  Davis.  Your  last  answer  satisfies  me.  I  do  not  want  to 
inquire  into  your  private  matters. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  not  gone  into  sugar  stock  directly  or  indirectly 
in  any  way  with  any  Senator  or  Eepresentative  of  the  United  St<ates. 
I  have  never  discussed  the  question  of  stock-market  prices  of  sugar 
stock  with  any  Senator  or  Eepresentative  of  the  United  States  in  any 
way,  shape,  or  manner,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  not  one  of  them  knows  I 
have  been  gambling  in  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  Had  you  operated  in  sugar  before  the  commencement 
of  this  present  Congress? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Oh,  yes;  more  or  less.  It  is  a  favorite  speculative 
stock.    It  moves  one  way  or  the  other  pretty  rapidly. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  asked  you  if  you  remembered  who  was  present  in 
Senator  Camden's  room,  and  you  stated  Senator  Camden,  Senator 
Jones,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  yourself. 

Mr.  Terrell.  That  is  my  present  recollection. 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Jones  said  in  regard  to  that  interview: 

Tea,  sir.  Opposite  the  Arlington.  I  do  not  know  the  number.  After  I  got  there 
a  man  whom  I  was  introduced  to,  who  was  introduced  as  a  Mr.  Havemeyer^  and  two 
otlier  gentlemen  whom  I  did  not  know,  came. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  the  Senator  is  mistaken. 
Senator  Lodge.  I  think  one  of  them  is  yourself. 

One  or  two  other  gentlemen  were  present. 

Mr.  Terrell.  Now,  it  is  possible  that  the  Senator's  private  secrefeM:^ 
was  there.    I  did  not  think  about  him,  and  I  do  not  lecaSWvViCLWftNR* 
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Seoator  Lodge.  He  said  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  came  two  others. 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  think  he  is  entirely  mistaken.  I  think  Mr.  Have- 
meyer and  myself  walked  across  from  the  hotel,  and  there  was  no  other 
person  with  us.    I  am  quite  positive  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  spoke  of  talking  with  Eepublican  as  well  as 
Democratic  Senators.    How  many  Republican  Senators  do  yon  know! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Senator  Aldrich,  Senator  McMillan,  of  Micbig^au, 
whom  I  have  known  quite  well  for  a  number  of  years.  I  had  a  little 
talk  with  him.  When  I  say  I  have  had  a  talk,  I  mentioned  about  the 
tariff  bill,  ^^Is  it  going  to  pass,  or  is  it  not  going  to  pass!"  mostly  with 
those  men.  As  far  as  Mr.  Aldrich  is  concerned,  I  boarded  with  him  at 
the  same  hotel  and  saw  him  at  meals,  met  him  in  the  lobby,  and  laughed 
and  talked  with  him  about  the  tariff  many  tinjes,  and  asked  him  whether 
they  were  going  to  defeat  the  bill.  I  am  a  Republican,  and  would  be 
glad  to  see  it  beaten,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned.  There  has  been  no 
conversations  with  Eepublican  Senators  that  had  any  significance 
whatever. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  did  not  hesitate  to  talk  sugar  with  them  ? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  talked  sugar  with  any  man. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  make  any  discrimination  between  Repub- 
lican and  Democratic  Senators  in  that  regard? 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir.  I  have  no  apologies  to  make  to  anybody  for 
doing  it.  I  have  an  interest  and  I  have  a  right  to  talk  with  a  Senator 
of  the  United  States  in  a  fair  manner  on  any  legislation,  and  when  it 
comes  to  the  point  that  we  can  not  we  might  as  well  shut  up  shop. 

The  Chairman.  Did  any  Republican  Senator  hesitate  to  talk  with 
you  upon  the  subject  of  sugar! 

Mr.  Terrell.  Kone  whatever.  Ko  Senator  has  hesitated  to  talk 
with  me.  I  never  said  anything  to  anybody  that  I  would  not  say  any- 
where. Of  course  I  do  not  know  the  specific  things  that  have  been 
alleged  in  these  interviews,  and  the  testimony  taken  of  course  I  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  to  see.  But  I  have  always  been  willing  to  help 
Mr.  Havemeyer  in  a  friendly  way  to  the  best  of  my  ability  and  to  talk 
with  jiny  Senators  on  the  subject  of  sugar  and  give  them  my  views. 
Of  course  my  views  come  from  Mr.  Havemeyer;  I  mean  the  facts.  I 
could  see  the  points  he  made  and  I  have  been  free  to  express  tliem.  I 
have  thought  all  the  while  there  was  no  impropriety  in  Mr.  Havemeyer 
coming  here  and  expressing  himself.  It  is  an  intricate  subject,  and  I 
confess,  as  much  as  I  have  heard  about  it,  I  do  not  understand  it  thor- 
oughly. If  he  could  not  come  here  and  tell  it  to  Senators,  why,  1  did 
not  see  how  any  business  could  be  protected  in  this  country. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  see  how  Senators  could  legislate  intel- 
ligently unless  somebody  explained  the  subject? 

Mr.  Terrell.  No,  sir.  I  remember  distinctly  one  of  the  first  things 
I  said  to  Mr.  Havemeyer  after  my  first  visit  was  this:  "  If  the  fact  that 
80  per  cent  of  this  business  is  done  under  organized  capital  and  20  per 
cent  outside  settles  that  it  is  to  receive  no  consideration  by  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States,  then  I  am  through  with  it.'' 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  understand  from  Mr.  Havemeyer  that  80 
per  cent  of  the  production  of  refined  sugar  in  this  country  was  held  by 
the  trust,  and  20  per  cent  by  outside  refiners  t 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  can  not  say  that  I  did ;  I  have  got  that  impression 
somewhere.  Mr.  Havemeyer  will  be  before  you  and  he  will  be  able  to 
give  figures  of  that  kind  better  than  I  can. 

Senator  Davis.  That  is  your  impression  from  some  reliable  soureef 

JIfr.  Terrell.  I  do  not  kwo^  \i^^  Y^Uable  it  is,  but  I  have  got  an 
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impression  that  about  80  per  cent  of  the  Araierican  refining  of  sugar  is 
done  by  the  sugar  refining  company,  and  20  per  cent  outside.  Mr. 
Havemeyer  can  give  a  better  judgment  upon  that  subject  than  I  can. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  an  office  on  Wall  Street,  Kew  York? 

Mr.  Terrell.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  a  place  of  business  there,  have  you  nott 

Mr.  Terrell.  Oh,  yes;  I  testified  that  I  was  president  of  two  com- 
panies whif'h  I  named. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  is  your  place  of  business? 

Mr.  Terrell.  Ko.  80  Broadway;  the  Union  Trust  Building,  top 
floor. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  time  is  consumed  in  looking  after  these  com- 
panies as  an  officer? 

Mr.  Terrell.  As  much  as  I  devote  to  anything.  My  time  is  not 
consumed  in  anything. 

SWOBK  TESTIMOITY  OF  ELVERTOK  B.  CHAFHAK. 

(June  8,  1S94.) 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  live  in  New  York  I 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  so. 
Senator  Lodge.  Your  business? 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  a  banker  and  broken 
Senator  Lodge.  What  is  your  firm? 
Mr.  Chapman.  The  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley. 
The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firm  ? 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  am,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press  of  May  14th,  the  following  statement  appears : 

On  the  very  day  that  Mr.  YoorbeeB,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  denied 
hi  the  Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as  originally 
reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as  prepared 
by  Senat-oT  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley.  He  bad  not  arisen  when  it  was  placed  in  his  hands.  He  was  in 
bed,  for  it  was  early  morning.  He  sat  up  in  bed  and  read  these  amendments,  con- 
spicnons  among  them  being  the  final  determination  regarding  the  sugar  schedule. 
So  that  while  the  Senate,  the  House,  and  the  country  not  only  knew  notning  of  these 
amendments j  but  were  assured  by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  that 
there  were  none,  Senator  Brice's  brokers  had  a  copy  of  the  amended  bill  and  the 
privilege,  which  was  denied  even  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  of 
reading  them. 

Do  yon  know  anything  in  regard  to  that  statement  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodgb.  Were  any  such  amendments  given  you  before  they 
appeared  in  public! 

Mr.  Chapman.  They  were  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  member  of  your  firm  receiving 
themt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  there  a  member  of  your  firm  in  Washington! 

Mr.  Chapman.  There  is  not,  except  myself. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  you  have  no  house  here,  no  branch  house 
here. 

Mr.  Chapman.  We  have  a  correspondent  here,  but  no  member  of 
the  firm  is  located  in  Washington. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  what  I  mean.    No  partner  of  Moore  & 
Schley  lives  in  Washington.    Is  the  statement  that  yoM  ^^  ^^\i^\Ait 
Brice's  brokers  true  f 
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Mr.  Chapman.  We  have  at  times  done  business  for  Senator  Brice. 

Senator  LooaE.  So  far  as  you  know,  no  member  of  your  firm  and  no 
one  in  your  employment  had  an  advance  copy  of  these  amendments? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Ko,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  suggestion  that  such  was  the 
case  except  in  this  newspaper  paragraph  ? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  did  not,  and  I  might  add  that  I  do  not  believe  it  to 
be  true. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  any  fact  out  of  which  that  story  could 
have  grown? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  writer  of  that  story  was  Mr.  Edwards.  He  has 
been  before  the  committee.    I  will  quote  from  his  testimony : 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

'^Here  we  know  that  the  brokers  with  whom  Senator  Brice  has  been  accnst-omed 
to  commit  his  speculative  interests  have  been  very  large  puichaserB  of  sugar,  and  we 
know  also  that  these  brokers  had  inside  information  as  to  the  action  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  sugar  schedule.'' 

You  say  you  know.     How  do  you  know  f 

Mr  Edwards.  Everybody  know  that  Moore  &  Schley,  of  New  York,  the  brokers 
with  whom  Senator  Brice  has,  by  common  report  and  common  understanding,  dealt 
in  all  his  business,  were  the  largest  operators  in  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  yourself  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  it  legally. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  it  by  public  report f 

Mr.  Edwards.  As  a  matter  of  public  nnderstanding  on  the  stock  exchange. 

The  CiLURMAN.  And  no  other  way  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  No  other  wav. 

Is  that  statement  correct,  that  you  have  been  very  large  purchasers 
of  sugar,  or  had  very  large  dealings  in  sugar  stock  during  the  last  six 
months! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  committee  that  I  responded 
promptly  to  the  subpoena  served  upon  me  yesterday  and  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  consulting  counsel  in  regard  to  my  testimony  before  this 
committee,  and  before  answering  any  questions  relating  to  the  business 
affairs  of  my  firm  I  would  ask  the  courtesy  of  the  committee  for  a  post^ 
ponemeut  of  my  examination  upon  those  points  until  I  can  have  oppor- 
tunity to  consult  with  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  You  wish  to  consult  counsel  with  reference  to  obtain- 
ing a  knowledge  of  what  they  think  your  rights  may  be  in  regard  to 
answering  the  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir.  I  desire  to  ascertain  or  take  legal  counsel 
upon  the  question  of  the  right  of  this  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
business  of  my  firm. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am  willing  to  concede 
that  you  may  not  be  bound  to  answer  as  to  the  general  business  of 
your  firm  in  which  the  public  have  no  interest,  but  I  wish  to  know 
whether  you  also  desire  to  have  counsel  as  to  whether  or  not  you  will 
answer  questions  that  relate  to  the  transactions  of  Senators  in  buying 
and  selling  sugar  stocks  during  the  time  the  tariff  bill  has  been  under 
consideration  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  1  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  request  is  a  proper  one. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand  this  witness  thor- 
oughly; therefore  I  will  put  hun  this  question.  Do  you  desire  to  con- 
fine your  consultation  with  your  counsel  to  the  question  whether  you 
are  compelled  to  disclose  the  names  of  Senators  who  may  have  specu- 
lated in  sugar  stocks  peudiwg  \Jai%  taiYvff  bill  through  your  firm  as  their 
brokers  f 
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Mr.  Chapman.  Yes.  I  would  like  to  ascertain  firoin  counsel  generally 
to  what  extent  I  should  go  in  disclosing  any  of  the  business  of  my  firm 
before  this  committee. 

Senator  Ajllen.  And  more  especially  with  reference  to  disclosing 
transactions  of  Senators  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  Chapman.  That,  of  course,  would  be  embraced  in  the  inquiry. 

The  Chairman  (at  the  request  of  Senator  Lodge).  The  resolution 
inder  which  we  are  acting  is  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  (referring  to  certain  charges  in  the  newspapers)  and  inquire  farther  whether 
any  Senator  has  been  or  is  speculating  in  what  is  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the 
consideration  of  the  tariff  biU  now  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lodge.  Under  that  inquiry  which  has  just  been  read,  and 
in  pursuit  of  it,  I  asked  you,  Mr.  Chapman,  whether  the  statement 
made  in  the  newspaper  that  your  firm  had  been  very  large  purchasers 
of  sugar  stock  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff'  bill  was  true,  and  I 
understand  that  you  decline  to  answer  that  question  until  you  have 
had  opportunity  to  consult  your  counsel.  You  request  to  be  allowed 
not  to  answer  until  you  have  had  opportunity  to  consult  your  counsel. 
That  is  correct f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  stated  that  before  answering  any  question  relating 
to  our  business  I  would  prefer  to  have  opportunity  to  consult  counsel, 
and  that  request  is  a  general  one  as  to  all  questions.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  would  be  any  objection  on  my  part  to  answering  the  ques- 
tion that  you  have  just  propounded,  alone.  Assuming  that  that  was  to 
be  followed  by  other  questions  that  would  relate  to  the  operations  of 
oar  house,  I  desired,  at  the  outset,  to  make  that  request.  I  did  not  know 
what  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  would  be  and  had  no  opportunity  to  con- 
sult counsel  in  regard  to  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Precisely.  The  chairman  has  read  the  resolution 
and  stated  to  you  the  scope  of  the  inquiry.  My  only  purpose  in  refer- 
ring to  it  was  to  bring  us,  if  possible,  to  the  precise  point  on  which  you 
desired  to  consult  counsel;  whether  you  desired  to  consult  counsel 
before  answering  any  question,  or  whether  you  desired  to  consult  coun- 
sel before  answering  this  particular  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Before  answering  any  questions  relating  to  our  busi- 
ness affairs.  I  have  already  answered  the  questions  relating  to  the  alle- 
gation that  we  had  advance  information  of  the  tariff  schedule.  As  you 
are  now  going  into  another  branch  of  the  inquiry  I  would  like,  before 
answering  any  question  in  regard  to  it,  to  consult  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  You  wish  to  consult  counsel  before  answering  any 
question  as  to  your  private  business. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Just  before  the  meeting  of  the  committee  after  the 
recess  for  lunch  the  following  letter  was  handed  me  by  Senator  Brice, 
which  I  will  read: 

Senate  Chamber, 
Washington,  D.  C,  June  8, 1894, 
Hoa.  George  Gray, 

Chairmanf  U,  a.  Senate  Committee  of  Investigation : 

Sir:  It  is  stated  in  the  newspapers  that  brokers  and  other  witnesses  as  to  transao* 
tions  of  Senators  in  industrial  stocks  or  securities,  su^ar  and  others,  have  been  snm* 
moned  bj  yonr  committee.  Tn  case  any  of  them  claim  any  privilege,  this  is  to  say- 
to  them  severally,  that  they  are  authorized  and  requested  to  answer  as  to  any  trans- 
actions  of  or  for  me  or  any  of  my  family,  secretaries,  clerks,  agents,  or  employes,  as 
to  any  transactions  in  sugar  or  other  industrial  stocks  since  March  4,  1891,  when  I 
entei«d  the  Senate. 

During  that  period  I  have  not  been  interested,  directly  ox  mdVcQeW^^tkXoii^  ox  Vv>i}Sk 
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j>t\ieT8,  either  for  investment  or  speculation,  or  in  the  results  of  eithei.  in  any  sngar 
»r  uther  industrial  stock  or  security  or  property;  and  in  case  any  allegation  is  made 
by  &.ny  one  as  to  me,  all  accounts  of  mlnei  or  with  which  I  «im  in  any  way  connected, 
including  my  private  accounts  in  my  own  charge  and  in  those  of  iny  clerks,  viz,  G. 
E.  Gilliland,*^  Wr.shiugton;  Saml.  C.  Shortridge  and  W.  E.  Findlay,  80  Broadway, 
New  York,  and  Chas.  M.  Hughoe,  Lima,  Ohio,  and  the  accounts  of  my  brokers  in  Ne'w 
i'ork,  Messrs.  Work.  Strong  &  Co.,  Moore  &  Schley,  and  Latham,  Alexander  &  Co., 
und  of  any  other  broker  or  brokers,  are  open  to  you  or  to  any  one  authorized  by  you 
io  examine  them,  and  1  hereby  request  and  require  each  of  them  to  answer  fully. 
Respectfully, 

Calvin  S.  Brice. 

Now,  after  beariDg  that  letter  which  has  been  addressed  to  the  com 
ir.ittee  through  its  chairman,  do  you,  so  far  as  Mr.  Brice  is  concerned 
TViSh  still  to  consult  your  counsel  before  answering! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  understand  that  I  have  yet  been  asked  any 
question  concerning  Senator  Brice. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  I  will  ask  you,  then,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
whether  during  the  penaency  of  the  present  tariff  bill  Senator  Brice 
has,  through  your  firm,  or  to  your  knowledge,  speculated  in  what  are 
known  as  sugar  stocks? 

Mr.  Chapman.  As  I  am  going  to  consult  my  counsel  I  would  prefer 
to  answer  no  question  relating  to  my  business  until  I  have  done  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understood,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  you  made  no 
objection  to  answering  those  questions  I  asked  you  in  regard  to  the 
amendment's.  I  remember  I  asked  in  the  beginning  about  the  amend- 
ments which  were  said  to  have  been  furnished  to  your  firm — a  copy  of 
the  amendments.    You  made  no  objection  to  answering. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  answered  those  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

Senator  Lodg-e.  Let  me  ask  a  little  mof e  fully  on  that  point.  Did 
you  or  any  of  your  firm  have  any  advance  knowledge  of  any  sort  in 
regard  to  those  amendments? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  a  difficult  question  to  answer.  We  were 
constantly  in  receipt  of  information  from  Washington  as  to  the  prog- 
ress of  the  bill  and  the  probabilities  one  way  or  anotlier  of  its  final 
passage  and  of  perhaps  some  items  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  any  advance  knowledge  as  to  the 
present  sugar  schedule,  that  it  would  be  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  and 
an  eigth  and  a  tenth  differential? 

Mr.  Chapman.    ISo  knowledge,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  information  that  that  was  to  be  the 
schedule? 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  could  not  answer  that  question.  We  had  advices 
of  all  sorts  and  descriptions  constantly  coming  over,  and  probably  all 
or  most  of  them  were  pure  guesses  with  the  view  of  speculation  as  to 
what  the  probable  outcome  of  the  negotiation  would  be. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  did  not  refer  to  guesses  or  estimates  which  were 
vsent  out  from  Washington  in  large  numbers,  but  did  you,  three  or 
four  days  before  these  Jones  amendments,  as  they  are  known,  appeared 
in  the  Senate,  have  information  that  these  amendments  would  contain 
a  sugar  schedule  about  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all  sugar? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  do  not  know  that  anyone  in  your  firm  had  any 
sutrh  knowledge? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  think  that  any  member  of  the  firm  had  such 
knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Your  firm  had  no  such  knowledge  as  would  have 
Jed  them  to  act  uDon  it! 
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Mr.  Chapman.  They  did  not.  I  wish  to  say  that  my  request  that 
the  answer  to  the  last  question  be  deferred  is  made  with  the  view  of 
first  having  definitely  settled  the  general  principles  upon  which  an- 
swers to  questions  shall  be  made. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  that  with  reference  to  the  question  in 
i-egard  to  Mr.  Brice's  transactions  through  your  firm,  after  hearing 
the  letter  read,  your  declination  was  because  you  wished  to  know 
whether  you  ought  to  trench  on  the  general  principle  that  might  be 
laid  down  in  regard  to  your  rights f 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  the  idea  exactly. 

Senator  Davis.  What  general  principle!  Do  you  advance  any  gen- 
eral principle  now  in  reference  to  answering! 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  the  question  I  propose  to  submit  to  counsel, 
as  to  whether  1  should  answer  any  questions  relating  to  our  business. 
If  I  should  answer  one  question  I  would  perhaps  be  violating  the 
principle  that  counsel  would  lay  down  for  me. 

SWOBK  TESTIMONY  OF  THEOPHILUS  K  BOESSLE. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  a  resident  of  Washington! 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  is  your  occupation! 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  Proprietor  of  the  Arlington. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  been  proprietor  of  the  Arling- 
ton Hotel! 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  Twenty-five  years  next  December. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  devoted  considerable  of  your  time  to 
active  attention  to  the  business! 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  the  proprietor  during  the  last  six  or  seven 
months,  were  you  not! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  recollect  who  occupied  rooms  33  and  34  on 
or  about  the  7th  of  March,  1804? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  I  thought  probably  that  is  what  you  wanted  me  here 
for,  so  I  asked  one  of  the  entry  clerks  to  make  a  transcript  from  the 
books.  Mr.  Terrell  occupied  rooms  34  and  35  from  March  2  to  March 
21 .  Mrs.  Terrell  and  Miss  Terrell  occupied  the  same  rooms,  including 
33,  from  March  14  to  March  21.  Mr.  Gaston  occupied  room  33  from  the 
Ctli  to  the  9th  of  March. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell's  business  here  in  the 
city! 

Sir.  Eoessle.  Not  except  from  hearsay. 

Senator  Allen.  What  do  you  understand  his  business  to  be! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  I  understand  he  is  interested  in  the  sugar  trust. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  representing  their  interests  in  Washington! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sirj  I  do  not  know  that.  I  only  know  be  was  a 
guest  at  the  hotel. 

Senator  Allen.  During  the  time  Mr.  Terrell  occupied  the  rooms  you 
mentioned,  was  he  visited  by  Mr.  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  of  New  York! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  That  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  Mr.  Havemeyer  been  at  your  hotel! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  Yes,  sir;  he  wa«  at  the  hotel  from  the  2d  of  March 
to  the  16th. 

Se  lator  Allen.  What  room  did  he  occupy! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  He  occupied  rooms  232  and  233. 
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Senator  Allen.  Was  that  on  the  same  floor  with  Mr.  Terrell! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir;  it  is  on  the  floor  above.  A  different  pan  of 
the  hotel  entirely. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Henry  R.  Keedt 

Mr.  RoESSLE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  he  at  yoar  hotel  at  or  about  that  timet 

Mr.  Eoessle.  He  has  been  there  more  or  less  all  winter. 

Senator  Allen.  la  he  in  the  city  nowf 

Mr.  Eoessle.  I  think  so.    I  saw  him  last  night. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  stopping  at  your  hotel  I 

Mr.  Eoessle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  rooms  does  he  occupy  t 

Mr.  Eoessle.  My  recollection  is  202,  203,  and  204. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Theodore  Havemeyerf 

Mr.  Eoessle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  he  been  in  the  city  during  the  winter t 

Mr.  Eoessle.  I  have  not  seen  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  a  gentleman  from  Xew  York  by  the 
name  of  Cord  Meyer  f 

Mr.  Eoessle.  Yes,  sir.  That  is,  I  know  him  to  have  been  at  the 
hotel. 

Senator  Allen.  When  was  he  there? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  He  has  been  there  twice  or  three  times  during  the 
winter.    1  do  not  know  the  dates. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  understand  what  is  the  occupation  of  H.  O. 
Havemeyer,  Mr.  Eeed,  Mr.  Cord  Meyer,  and  Mr.  Terrel  here  in  the  city 
of  Washington  t 

Mr.  Eoessle.  I  do  not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  they  seem  to  have  any  business  aside  from  look- 
ing after  legislation  and  talking  over  the  subject  of  sugar! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  I  do  not  know;  I  see  so  little  of  them.  When  Mr. 
Havemeyer  was  here  I  saw  him  once,  and  that  was  only  when  I  was 
coming  into  the  hotel  one  morning  he  was  going  out,  and  I  spoke  to 
him.    That  is  the  only  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, when  at  your  hotel,  was  visited  by  any  Senators! 

Mr.  Eoessle.  !N^o,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  Mr.  Ter- 
rell was  visited  by  any  Senators? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  Mr.  Eeed  or  Mr.  Cord  Meyert 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir;  that  would  not  come  under  my  observation 
at  all.  I  am  confined  in  my  office,  and  there  might  be  500  Senators 
and  members  and  people  call  on  these  gentlemen  and  I  not  know  it. 
That  would  come  under  the  head  of  what  is  called  the  entry  clerks,  or 
front  clerks.   They  would  be  the  parties  who  would  send  up  cards,  always. 

Senator  Allen.  Give  us  the  names  of  your  entering  clerks  or  front 
clerks. 

Mr.  Eoessle.  The  front  clerks  are  H.  P.  Burney  and  Mr.  Eoss  (I  do 
not  know  his  first  name),  and  another  clerk  named  Gaines.  Those  are 
the  three. 

Senator  Allen.  They  are  still  there! 

Mr.  1\0ESSLE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  have  been  there  during  the  past  wiutert 
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Mr.  EoESSLE.  Yes,  sir;  they  have  been  there  during  the  past 
winter. 

Senator  Allen.  And  they  would  be  the  i)er8on8  who  would  know? 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  They  would  be  the  persons  who  would  know  if  any 
cards  went  up. 

Senator  Allen.  So  you  yourself  have  no  means  of  knowing  whether 
either  of  these  gentlemen  were  visited  by  Senators  at  their  rooms  or 
nott 

Mr.  KoESSLE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  either  of 
these  gentlemen  that  you  have  named  belonging  to  the  sugar  trust 
were  in  conversation  with  Senators  in  the  office  of  the  hotel  f 

Mr.  Roessle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Nothing  of  that  kindf 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir;  a  Senator  comes  into  the  hotel.  If  I  know 
him  I  say,  '^good  morning."  I  never  ask  him  a  question  as  to  where  he 
is  going,  of  course.  They  never  speak  to  me  about  going  to  a  room. 
That  is  the  last  thing  they  speak  of.  They  go  to  the  office,  make  the 
inquiry,  and  the  clerk  attends  to  them. 

Senator  Allen.  Then  I  understand  your  business  is  not  in  what  is 
known  as  the  public  hotel  office? 

Mr.  BoESSLE.  No,  sir;  mine  is  directly  in  the  rear  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  would  only  see  them  casually? 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  Just  casually,  as  they  walked  in  and  out.  If  a  man 
comes  in  and  sits  down  and  stays  all  day,  I  would  go  out  and  see  him. 
I  have  a  great  many  calls,  seventy-five  or  a  hundred  a  day,  and  in  that 
way  I  get  rid  of  them  quicker.    I  simply  say,  "good  morning  Senator." 

Senator  McPherson  will  come  in  and  ask  to  have  a  check  cashed,  and 
I  will  say  to  the  clerk,  "  cash  this  check  for  this  gentleman." 

The  Chairman.  How  many  Senators  are  living  at  your  hotel? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  There  are  very  few.  Senator  Piatt  is  there.  Senator 
Patton  is  there,  Senator  Carey  and  Senator  Aldrich.  I  think  that  is 
aU. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  slipping  Senators  up 
the  back  way — up  the  elevator? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir;  that  is  so  idiotic  that  the  man  who  made 
such  a  statement  as  that  must  have  been  an  idiot. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  had  any  talk  with  anybody  about 
slipping  them  up  the  back  way — up  the  elevator? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir.  I  saw  that  idiotic  statement  in  the  news- 
paper, and  I  said  the  man  who  made  such  a  statement  as  that  is  a  first- 
class  idiot. 

The  Chairman.  You  never  did  it  or  stated  that  you  did  it? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  never  gave  any  fellow  who  was  nosing  into 
that  business  access  to  your  private  books  to  tell  who  was  in  your 
hotel  at  a  given  time? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  No,  sir;  they  would  not  come  to  me.  I  would  be  the 
last  person.  They  would  go  to  the  clerk  and  ask  if  such  a  man  was 
there. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  these  two  correspondents,  Harry 
Walker  and  John  S.  Shriver? 

Mr.  Eoessle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  never  given  them  any  such  information 
as  Senator  Gray  has  just  mentioned? 

Mr.  SoBSSLE.  No,  sir*    I  do  not  think  correspovideTit;^  V)y&  ^  ^^^ti^^^^ 


268  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT    BRIBjfiBt, 

rule  fancy  me  very  much,  because  1  very  seldom  speak  to  tbem.  There 
are  so  many  of  them  that  come  to  me  and  ask  information  that  I  say, 
"Go  to  Mr.  Burnett  or  Mr.  Boss  and  get  it;  they  know  more  about  it 
than  I  do." 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  were  in  charge  of  the  Arlington  Hotel  in 
1889  and  1880? 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  your  attention  called  to  the  fact  then  that 
guests  in  your  hotel  were  interested  in  the  McKinley  tariff  bill? 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  I  might  have  heard  such  things,  yes.  In  fact,  I  know 
very  little  of  what  people  do  in  the  hotel.  Of  course  my  business  is 
the  hotel  business,  and  I  never  ask  questions  of  any  one  who  comes  in. 
As  long  as  a  person  is  respectable,  that  is  all  I  want  to  know. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  pays  his  billsf 

Mr.  RoESSLE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Those  are  the  two  essentialst 

Mr.  EoESSLE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  There  was  nothing  extraordinary  last  wintert 

Mr.  BoESSLE..!Noy  sir 5  it  has  been  a  very  quiet  winter,  very,  indeed* 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  9, 1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lodge,  DavlB,  and 
Allen. 
Mr.  Elvebton  K.  Chapman  appeared. 


SWOBK  STATEMENT  OE  ELVEBTOK  B.  CHAPMAS— Gontinned. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  were  asked  yesterday  whether 
your  firm  is  a  large  dealer  in  sugar  stock,  and  yon  were  told  by  Sena- 
tor Davis  that  in  connection  with  this  question,  which  was  to  be  con- 
sidered as  preliminary  to  inquiry  of  the  witness  into  dealings  he  or  his 
firm  may  have  had  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  present 
tariff'  bill  in  the  Senate,  in  which  dealings  Senators  were,  or  are, 
directly  or  indirectly  interested.  That  was  the  question  in  regard  to 
which  you  said  yesterday  that  you  would  like  before  answering  to  con- 
sider. What  do  you  say  this  morning  in  answer  to  that  question 
already  put,  and  1  put  it  to  you  again  ! 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  reference  to  the  first  part  of  the  inquiry,  as  it 
is  matter  of  public  notoriety  among  our  associate  members  of  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange,  I  state  that  we  have  handled  large  quantities 
of  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  during  the  pend- 
ency of  this  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  bought  and  soldt 

Mr.  Chapman.  Bought  and  sold.  Perhaps  better  ^^bought  and  sold" 
than  "handled." 

The  Chairman.  Were  any  of  those  transactions  in  sugar  stock  or 

certiticates,  so  called,  transactions  in  which  any  Senators  of  the  United 

States  were  interested,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  during  the  pend- 

encv  of  the  present  tarifi'  bill,  or  the  consideration  of  the  present  tariff 
hill? 

-**4ni^  With  all  due  respect  to  this  honorable  cooimittce,  1 
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decline  to  answer  that  question  or  any  question  relating  to  the  business 
of  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  of  wbich  I  am  a  partner. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  finished  youi  answer  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  havet  Do  you  decline  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion on  the  ground  that  its  answer  may  tend  in  any  way  to  criminate 
yourself  or  expose  you  to  a  criminal  prosecution  of  any  kind  whatever! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question  for  the  reason  that 
ve  are  brokers,  and  as  such  are  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying, 
selling,  and  carrying  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  securities  dealt  in  on  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  for  the  account  of  our  customers,  who  are 
the  principals.  In  transactions  we  are  simply  their  agents,  and  as 
such  have  neither  a  moral  nor  a  legal  right  to  divulge  the  details  of 
business  with  which  we  are  intrusted.  Our  relations  with  our  clients 
are  those  of  the  closest  confidence,  and  should  we  violate  this  confi- 
dence, even  at  the  demand  of  this  honorable  committee,  we  should 
justly  forfeit  the  respect  of  those  upon  whom  we  must  depend  for  our 
business. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  given  a  reason  for  declining  to  answer  the 
question  before  the  last.  My  last  question  was  whether  you  decline  to 
answer  for  the  reason  that  an  answer  might  expose  you  to  criminal 
prosecution  or  tend  to  expose  you  to  such  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

The  Chaikman.  You  do  not  for  that  reason. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  decline  to  answer  for  the  reason  that  you  have 
just  stated! 

The  Chairman.  And  not  for  the  reason  that  I  have  just  <tsked? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  summoned  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee as  a  witness,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  And  you  appear  pursuant  to  that  summons! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  are  asked  whether  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley  have  bought  or  sold  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks 
during  the  month  of  February,  1894,  and  after  the  fii-st  day  of  that 
month,  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Scbley  during  the  month 
of  March,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  during  the  month 
^^  -April,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator! 

^Ir.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  during  the  month 
^^  May,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
l^ock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator  t 

^Ir.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  during  the  montk 
0^  June,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  kno^ii  «>»>  ^\3l\^«x 
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stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States  Sen- 
ator! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  tbe  firm  of  Moore  &  ScLley  at  present  carrying 
any  sugar  stock  for  the  benefit  of  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect, 
of  any  United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  has  your  attention  been  called  to,  and 
have  you  considered,  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  upon  the  subject  of  refusal  of  a  witness  to  answer 
a  question  pertinent  to  the  inquiry  when  addressed  to  him  by  a  com- 
mittee duly  authorized  to  investigate! 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  a  general  way,  yes. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  read  the  statute! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  read  it. 

Senator  Davis.  I  show  you  the  sections  to  which  I  refer.  Just  cast 
your  eye  over  them. 

Mr.  Chapman  (after  reading).  I  have  now  read  the  statute. 

Senator  Davis.  After  reading  that  statute,  do  you  still  persist  in 
your  refusal  to  answer  the  several  questions  which  have  been  addressed 
to  you! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  there  anything  further  that  you  wish  to  add  ! 

Mr.  Chapman.  At  the  session  of  the  committee  yesterday,  a  letter 
was  read  from  Senator  Brice  that  has  caused  me  some  embarrassment 
It  was  a  surprise,  as  I  had  no  intimation  that  such  a  letter  would  be 
sent  to  the  committee.  I  will  so  far  depart  from  the  decision  I  have 
just  announced  as  to  testify  that  since  the  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice  became 
a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  he  has  not  bought  nor 
sold  through  our  house,  directly  or  indirectly,  a  share  of  stock  of  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  or  a  share  of  stock  of  any  indus- 
trial company  dealt  in  on  the  If  ew  York  Stock  Exchange.  I  mean  also 
to  include  any  industrial  stock  listed  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean,  in  your  answer,  to  say  that  he  has 
bought  or  sold  during  the  period  mentioned  no  stock  known  as  sugar 
stock! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do.  And,  further,  I  desire  to  state  that  we  have 
not  bought  or  sold  a  share  of  such  stock  for  any  clerk^  agent,  or 
employ^,  or  other  person  connected  in  any  way  with  the  affairs  of  Sena- 
tor Brice,  or  in  the  name  of  any  member  of  his  family.  But  I  submit 
this  evidence  only  on  the  direct,  written  request  contained  in  Senator 
Brice's  letter,  which  has  been  read  in  my  presence,  and  I  hereby  serve 
notice  on  the  committee  that  whether  requested  to  do  so  or  not  by  any 
person,  whether  a  customer  of  our  firm  or  not,  or  whether  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States  or  not,  I  shall  decline  to  answer  any  question  that 
may  be  asked  by  the  committee  as  to  the  principal  in  any  transaction 
made  by  our  firm  in  the  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Com- 
pany or  any  other  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  the  notice  which  you  have  just  now  served 
upon  the  committee  prepared  by  your  counsel! 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  sirj  it  was  written  by  myself.  Prepared  by 
myself. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  we  to  understand,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  this  com- 
mittee is  dependent  for  its  testimony  from  you  upon  permission  given 
by  any  Senator  whose  conduct  in  regard  to  speculating  in  sugar  stocks 
we  may  be  investigating! 
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The  Chaibj^ian.  Mr.  Chapman  has  just  said,  as  I  understand  hiDi, 
that  he  refuses  independently  of  any  permission  and  contrary  to  any 
permission. 

Mr.  Chapman.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  just  stated  that  even  with 
such  consent  I  should  decline  to  answer  any  questions  tending  to 
divulge  the  principal  in  any  transaction  we  may  have  made  in  any 
stock. 

Senator  Davis.  On  the  contrary,  Mr.  Chapman,  you  have  just  now 
negatived  that  purpose  by  complying  with  Mr.  Brice's  request,  and  I 
want  to  know  whether  you  are  pleading  now  here  the  privilege  of  your 
firm  or  the  privilege  of  a  Senator  in  the  refusal  which  you  announce 
your  purpose  to  persist  in? 

Mr.  Chapman.  The  privilege  of  my  firm. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  upon  what  ground  do  you  refuse, 
and,  as  yon  say,  you  will  refuse,  to  disclose  the  transaction  of  a  princi- 
pal who  authorizes  and  directs  you  to  disclose  anything  concerning 
himself  to  this  committee? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  ground  that  we  deny  the  right  of  this  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  relations  that  exist  between  our  firm  and  our 
clients,  or  to  inquire  resx^ecting  transactions  we  may  have  bad  tor  and 
<m  account  of  our  clients. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  the  Senate,  by  the  resolution  under 
which  we  are  acting,  directed  us  to  inquire  and  report  whether  any  Sen- 
ator has  been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  dur- 
ing the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  which  is 
what  is  known  commonly  as  the  Wilson  tariff  bill,  which  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  tlie  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  and  from 
that  time  has  been  in  the  Senate  and  is  still  pending  in  the  Senate  and 
under  discussion.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  not  base  your 
refusal  to  answer  any  of  these  questions  upon  your  privilege  as  an  indi- 
vidual to  be  protected  in  disclosing  anything  which  would  criminate 
you  or  expose  you  to  public  ignominy.  You  base  your  refusal  alto- 
gether upon  the  supposition  that  your  firm,  as  a  private  firm,  has  a 
right  to  secrete  the  names  of  its  clientage — those  who  deal  with  it.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  You  base  your  refusal  to  answer  these  questions 
solely  upon  that  idea,  or  solely  upon  that  assumed  fact? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon 'that  fact,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  should  we 
disclose  our  principals  we  would  lose  the  confidence  of  our  clients. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  refusal  is  in  no  manner  based  upon  the  sup- 
position that  it  would  criminate  you  or  expose  you  to  public  ignominy 
to  answer  these  questions? 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  not. 

Senator  Allen.  I  desire  to  read  to  you  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  to  go  into  the  record: 

Sec.  102.  Every  person  who,  having  been  snmmoned  as  a  witness  by  the  authority 
of  either  House  of  Con^^ess  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers  upon  any  matter 
under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either  House  of  Congress, 
'wilfnUy  makes  default,  or  who,  having  apppeared,  refuses  to  answer  any  question 
pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor, 
punishable  by  a  nne  of  not  more  tlian  one  thousand  dollars  nor  less  than  one  hun- 
dred doUars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  jail  for  not  less  than  one  month  nor 
uiore  than  twelve  months. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
*uy  paper  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress,  or 
^y  any  committee  oi  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
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or  Mb  production  of  sach  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Skc.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  tne  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  qf  Columbia, 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

I  desire  to  supplement  the  reading  of  these  sections  of  the  statute  by 
the  statement  to  you  that  the  Senate  has  full  power,  where  a  witness 
refuses  to  answer  a  question  that  is  pertinent  to  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration by  the  committee,  to  bring  you  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and 
require  you  to  answer  or  to  inflict  imprisonment  upon  yon  until  you  do 
answer,  for  contempt  of  its  right  to  inquire.  Now,  in  view  of  the  law 
which  I  have  read  and  the  statement  which  I  have  made  to  you  do 
you  still  persist  in  your  refusal  to  answer  any  of  these  questions f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  firm  keeps  a  set  of  books,  does  it  notf 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  does. 

Senator  Allen.  In  which  the  names  of  customers  on  whose  account 
you  transact  business  are  to  be  found! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  keep  a  regular  statement  of  their  accounts, 
their  investments,  thcdr  sales,  and  your  commissions,  ete.  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  knowthe  name  of  any  United  States  Senator, 
any  man  who  is  now  a  United  States  Senator,  appearing  upon  your 
books  since  the  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  to  this  datef 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  You  decline  to  answer 
it  because  the  name  does  appear  there,  or  because  it  does  not  appear! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  it  for  the  reason  stated  in  the 
answer  to  a  previous  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  supplement  that  by  asking  you  if  you  decline 
to  state  whether  the  name  of  any  United  States  Senator  appears  upon 
your  books  as  a  dealer  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  described  in  the  resolu- 
tion which  you  have  read,  and  which  has  been  read  in  your  presence, 
since  the  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  to  the  present  date,  in  consequence 
of  there  being  such  names  upon  your  book  as  such  dealers  in  that  kind 
of  stock,  or  in  consequence  of  there  not  being  any  names  of  Senators 
there! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  any  question  tending  to  show  to 
this  committee  whether  there  are  or  are  not  the  names  of  any  Senators 
of  the  United  States  upon  our  books  dealing  in  the  stocks  referred  to. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  if  no  United  States  Senator  had  dealt 
in  stocks  through  your  firm;  that  is,  sugar  stocks,  referred  to  in  the  res- 
olutions, during  the  period  I  have  mentioned,  from  the  1st  of  February, 
1894,  to  the  present  time,  you  would  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would  youT 
You  would  not  have  to  say  that  any  particular  gentleman  had  dealt  in 
these  stocks  through  your  firm,  but  that  "Ko  Senator  has  dealt  in 
these  stocks  through  us."  You  would  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would 
you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should  hesitate  and  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  That  would  not  disclose  any  person  who  had  dealt 
with  your  firm,  but  only  show  that  these  persons  had  not  dealt  through 
your  firm  in  those  stocks;  and  if  no  United  States  Senator  has  dealt 
through  your  firm  in  these  sugar  stocks  during  that  period,  you  would 
not  he^Jitate  to  say  so,  would  you! 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  piirsuawee  oi  Y\i^  ^^\\^\^  \»^\k,^  outlined  in  the 
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answOT  to  aprevions  questioii.  I  should  decline  to  answer  any  question 
relating  in  any  way  to  the  bu8iness  of  our  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  But  you  say,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  you  put  your 
refusal  to  answer  upon  the  ground  that  you  think  this  committee  has 
no  powOT  to  inquire  into  th^  private  affairs  of  your  firm.  That  is  cor- 
rect^ is  it  notf 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  one  of  the  grounds ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  then,  if  your  firm  has  had  no  transactions 
with  any  Senator  of  the  United  States,  has  not  been  engaged  as  his 
broker  in  buying  or  selling  these  sugar  stocks  for  him,  that  would  not 
disclose  any  business  of  your  firm,  would  it,  by  saying  sot 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  would  be  admitting  the  right  of  the  committee  to 
ask  any  question  relating  to  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  You  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  ask  any 
question  that  in  any  manner  relates  to  your  business,  as  I  understand 
yout 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  do  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  ask 
you  a  question  which  does  not  relat-e  to  the  business  of  your  firm? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  would  depend  upon  the  scope  of  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Lf  no  XT.  S.  Senator  had  dealt  in  these  sugar  stocks 
referred  to  in  the  resolution,  Mr.  Chapman,  during  the  period  I  have 
mentioned  through  your  firm,  you  would  not  hesitate  to  say  they  had 
not,  would  youf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  you  hesitate  to  say  they  had  notf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should. 

Senator  Allen.  You  would  want  the  impression  conveyed  to  the 
public  mind  by  your  reftisal  to  testify  that  they  had  dealt  in  sugar 
stocks  through  your  firm  during  that  timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  necessarUy. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understand,  do  you  not,  Mr.  Chapman,  that 
any  declination  to  answer  questions  conveys  to  the  mind  c^  the  com- 
mittee that  Senators  have  dfealt  in  sugar  stocks  through  your  firm,  and 
that  you  are  attempting  to  secrete  matters  and  shield  them  in  the  trans* 
actions  T  Do  you  understand  that  to  be  a  proper  deduction  from  your 
refusal  to  answer! 

Mn  Chapman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  testify  as  to  the  impression 
my  testimony  leaves  upon  the  minds  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  If  no  United  States  Senator  has  dealt  in  these  sugar 
stocks  refeired  to  in  the  resolution,  during  the  i)eriod  that  I  have  men- 
tioned in  previous  questions,  why  should  you  refuse  to  say  that  they 
have  not  so  dealt! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  general  principle  that  we  deny  the  right 
of  this  committee  to  inquire  into  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  You  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  inquire  os 
Xo  your  business,  and  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  inquire 
into  things  that  you  do  not  transact,  as  wellt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  require  an 
answer  to  any  question  which  shaU  have  reference  to  business  we  have 
4one  or  business  we  have  not  done. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to 
^inquire  into  anjrthing  which  may  concern  your  firm,  afibmatively  or 
negatively  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  It^  exactly. 

18  BBI 
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Senator  Allen.  If  in  a  court  of  justice  under  examination,  you 
would  not  attempt  to  make  that  denial,  would  youT 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  would  depend  very  largely  upon  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  Hon.  !Nelson  W.  Aldrich  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island,  now  engaged  in  dis- 
charging his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  has  been  since  the 
1st  of  February,  1894.  You  may  state  if  he  has  purchased  or  sold  any 
sugar  stock,  such  as  are  mentioned  in  this  resolution,  through,  your 
firm  during  the  period  I  have  mentioned.  I  speak  of  the  period  &om 
the  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  to  the  present  moment,  during  aU  which 
time  the  tariff  bill  has  been  under  discussion  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer.  William  V.  Allen  is  a 
United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska,  and  has  been  dur- 
ing this  period.  You  may  state  if  during  that  time  he  bought  or  sold 
or  had  been  concerned  in  buying  or  selling  sugar  stocks  through  your 
firm. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  want  to  state  to  you,  in  connection  with  this  ques- 
tion, Mr.  Chapman,  that  I  am  the  William  Y.  Allen  whose  name  is 
embraced  in  the  preceding  question,  and  I  give  you  full  liberty,  and 
make  personal  request  of  you,  to  testify  before  this  committee  if  I  have 
had  any  business  transactions  with  your  firm,  or  through  your  firm,  in 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  during  that 
period.  I  hope  you  will  waive  your  privilege,  as  you  look  at  it,  to  that 
extent. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  The  Hon.  William  B. 
Allison  is  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  has 
been  during  the  period  I  have  mentioned.  State  whether  he  has  been 
concerned  in  buying  or  selling  any  sugar  stocks  during  the  period  I 
have  mentioned.  I  am  goiug  to  take  you  through  the  list  of  these 
names,  and  you  may  answer  as  rapidly  as  I  can  proceed  with  them. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  in  reference  to  Hon. 
William  B.  Bate,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  with  reference  to 
Hon.  James  H.  Berry,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  C.  S.  Blackburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Ohio,  you  have  testified  about.  Hon.  Matthew  C.  Butler  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  I  ask  you  the  same 
question  with  reference  to  him. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  same  question  with  reference  to  Hon. 
Donelsoti  Cafiery,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wilkinson  Call,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Johnson  TS.  Oamden,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia, 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Axlbn.  Also  Hon.  James  Donald  Oameron,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  M.  Carey,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer.    ' 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  E.  Chandler,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Francis  M.  Cockrell,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eichard  Coke,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Shelby  M.  Cnllom,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Illiuois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  W.  Daniel,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Cnshman  K.  Davis,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota.  He  is  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  may  speak  for  himself. 

Senator  Dates.  Mr.  Chapman,  I  request  and  insist  that  yon  answer 
that  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

S4)nator  Davis.  Do  you  wish  to  put  me  in  the  position  of  appearing 
to  have  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  through  your  firm? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not:  I  simply  decUne  ui)on  general  principles. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  tne  Hon.  Kathan  F.  Dixon,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  N.  Dolph,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Fred  T.  Dubois,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  J.  Faulkner,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  P.  Frye,  a  United  States  Senator 
&om  the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Jacob  H.  Gallinger,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Z.  George,  a  United  States  Senator 
&om  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  H.  Gibson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  Stft»  of  Maryland. 
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Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  Qordon,  a  CTnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Arthur  P.  Gorman,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator  from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  Gray,  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  I  make  the  same  request  that  Senator  Davis  did, 
and  ask  and  insist  that  you  answer  the  question  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eugene  Hale,  United  States  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Henry  0.  Hansbrough,  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Isham  G.  Harris,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  B.  Hawley,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Anthony  Higgins,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  B.  Hill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kew  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  F.  Hoar,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eppa  Hunton,  a  United  States  S^iator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  J.  L.  M.  Irby,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  K.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  P.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Nevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  H.  Kyle,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  Lindsay,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  who  is  also  a  member  of  this  committee, 
and  who,  I  am  well  satisfied,  would  desire  you  to  make  any  statement 
concerning  him  if  he  were  present.  He  is  detained  from  the  oommittee 
by  sickness. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  also  decline  to  ans^  er  as  to  him. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Massachnsetts,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  request  and  insist,  Mr.  Chapman,  as  Mr.  Gray  and 
Mr.  Davift  have  done,  that  you  reply  whether,  directly  or  indirectly,  I 
have  dealt  through  your  firm  in  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  kind  of 
stocks! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  assume  that  that  request  is  made  and 
nrged  upon  you,  Mr.  Chapman,  by  every  member  of  the  committee, 
cofiectively  and  individually.  Also  Hon.  James  McMillan,  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  McPherson,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Kew  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  F.  Manderson,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Martin,  a  United  States  Senator 
ftom  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eoger  Q.  Mills,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  L.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
ftom  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  H.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  T.  Morgan,  a  United  States  Saiator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Justin  S.  Morrill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  Murphy,  jr.,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  M.  Palmer,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Samuel  Pasco,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wm.  A.  Peffer,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  C.  Perkins,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman,  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  E.  F.  Pettigrew,  a  United  States  Senator 
fh>m  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Orville  H.  Piatt,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 
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Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Thomas  G.  Power,  a  TJnited  States  Sena^ 
tor  from  the  State  of  Montana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Bedfield  Proctor,  a  United  States  Seni^ 
tor  from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  L.  Pugh,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Matthew  S.  Quay,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allbn.  Also  Hon.  Matt  W.  Bansom,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  N.  Boach,  a  United  States  Sen- 
tor  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Sherman,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  L.  Shoup,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Smith,  jr.,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Watson  C.  Squire,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Washington. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  M.  Stewart,  a  United   States 
Senator  frt)m  the  State  of  Nevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  M.  Teller,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  Tnrpie,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  G.  Yest^  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  WilUam  F.  Vilas,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Daniel  W.  Yoorhees,  a  United  States 
Senator  frt)m  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer.  ^ 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  D.  Washburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  D.  White,  formerly  United  Statei 
Senator,  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 
'  Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Senator  Jarvis,  of  the  State  of  North 
Garolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  McLanrm,  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  ]^ewton  L.  Blanchard,  a  (Jnited  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Stephen  M.  White,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  F.  Wilson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  O.  Wolcott,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  Patton  of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Also  Senator  Stockbridge,  of  Michigan,  recently 
deceased. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  lif.T.  Chapman,  I  understand  yon  to  refrise  to 
testify  anything  whatever  concerning  any  dealings  your  firm  may  have 
had  for  or  on  account  of  any  of  the  persons  whose  names  we  have  men- 
tioned t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  As  dealers  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks, 
pending  the  present  tarifi'  bill,  since  February  1, 1894,  to  the  present 
timef 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  And  also  as  to  whether  any  of  the  persons  named 
have  had  any  dealings  or  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  have  declined,  in  regard  to  all 
of  the  Senators  now  members  of  tli^  body,  to  answer  the  questions  put 
to  you  as  to  whether  they  have  had  dealings  or  not  with  your  firm  in 
the  so-called  sugar  stocks,  with  the  exception  of  Senator  Brice.  Why 
did  you  make  that  exception  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Simply  because  Senator  Brice  had  expressly  requested 
in  writing  that  I  make  it — that  I  testify  as  to  whether  any  operations 
had  been  conducted  by  us  for  his  account,  and  coupled  with  the  denial 
on  his  x>art,  in  writing,  that  he  had  bought  or  sold  any  so-called  sugar 
stock;  and  I  have  thought  proper  under  the  circumstances  to  corroboate 
his  statement  so  far  as  my  house  iscoucerned. 

The  Chairman.  Why  would  you  not  think  it  proper  to  accede  to  the 
request  made  by  Senator  Davis  which  in  substance  was  the  same! 

Senator  Davis.  And  I  add  a  positive  denial  of  any  dealings,  directly 
or  indirectly,  at  any  time,  in  any  form  or  manner,  in  any  of  the  so-called 
sugar  stocks,  and  again  request  and  insist  that  you  answer  as  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  decline  still  to  answer  that  question  as  to 
Senator  Davis  t 

Senator  Davis.  I  make  the  denial  here  as  explicitly  as  Mr.  Brice, 
and  I  am  willing  to  take  the  stand  upon  it,  and  again  request  and 
insist  that  the  witness  answer  that  question  as  to  uud. 
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The  Chairman.  Kow,  Mr.  Chapman,  do  yon  still  decline  to  answer 
the  question  as  to  Senator  Davis! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  would  like  a  little  time  to  think  of  that  before 
deciding  whether  to    accede  to  the  Senator's  request  or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  I  make  the  same  urgent  and  strong  request  that 
Senator  Davis  has  made,  and  I  deny  most  positively  that  1  ever  saw 
you  or  knew  of  your  existence  until  yesterday,  and  never  knew  of  the 
existence  of  your  firm  until  I  was  appointed  a  member  of  the  committee, 
and  have  never  yet  in  my  Ufe  put  my  foot  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Senator  LoDaE.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  deny  absolutely  having  dealt 
in  such  sugar  stocks  through  Moore  &  Schley,  or  through  any  other 
firm  of  brokers,  and  request  and  insist  that  the  witness  testify  in  that 
particular  as  to  me:  and  I  now  ask  the  question. 

The  Chairman,  i  assume,  in  Senator  Lindsay's  absence,  to  make  the 
same  request  for  every  member  of  the  committee.  I  certainly  would 
make  the  same  statement  that  Senator  Brice  has  made,  and  I  make 
the  same  statement  as  applicable  to  myself,  precisely,  of  denial  of  buy- 
ing or  selling  any  one  of  tjie  industrial  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  of  any 
kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Every  member  of  this  committee,  Mr.  Chapman, 
makes  this  request  of  you. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  request  that  I  be  given  time  to  consider  the  matter 
before  being  asked  to  answer  that  questioiu 

The  Chairman.  When  Senator  Brice  was  mentioned  this  morning, 
you  spoke  of  being  embarrassed. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Because  of  its  being  in  violation  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples that  I  have  laid  down  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  What  induced  you  to  violate  that  principle  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  As  I  before  stated,  the  request  was  here  over  the  sig- 
nature of  the  Senator  and  I  felt  as  though  the  circumstances  war- 
ranted my  making  that  exception. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  if  each  member  of  this  committee 
had  framed  a  request  in  writing,  the  same  in  substance  as  Senator 
Brice's,  would  you  then  have  answered  as  to  themt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  probably  would,  but  I  would  like  opportunity  to 
consider  the  matter  before  definitely  answering. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  your  objection  to  complying  with  our  x>6r8onal 
request  just  made  to  you  that  we  did  not  put  it  in  writing  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  it  is  not 

Senator  Allen.  You  give  it  the  same  force  you  do  Senator  Brice'Si 
notwithstanding  ours  is  verbal  and  his  is  in  writing  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator 'Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  may  consider  my  name  sub- 
scribed to  Senator  Brice's  letter,  and  I  now  request  and  insist  that  you 
answer,  as  to  me,  the  question  you  declined  to  answer. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  would  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  committee  to  con- 
sider the  matter  before  answering. 

Senator  LoDaE.  What  reason,  if  any,  have  you  for  making  a  distinc- 
tion between  our  request  and  that  of  Senator  Brice  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  None,  except  that  in  the  case  of  Senator  Brice  I  have 
personally  taken  the  responsibility  of  answering,  without  consultation 
with  my  partners,  and  before  answering  the  question  I  would  prefer 
to  have  that  consultation. 

'  The  Chairman.  Would  you  have  answered  the  question  in  regard 
to  Senator  Brice,  if  you  had  thought  you  would  be  asked  the 
qoestiou  in  regard  to  evoxy  other  Senator t 
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Mr.  Chapman.  I  don't  think  I  would. 

Senator  Datis.  Is  not  the  reason  of  your  refusal  as  to  the  members 
of  the  committee  this,  that  if  the  same  request  were  made  to  vou  by  all 
the  Senators,  and  you  should  accede  to  it  and  testify  truthfully,  by  a 
process  of  exclusion  you  would  reveal  what  Senators  are  upon  your 
books  as  speculating  in  sugar  stocks  since  the  first  of  February,  1894! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  will  have  to  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  make  a  distinction  between  Senator  Brice 
and  the  members  of  this  committee  who  have  made  the  same  request 
of  you,  upon  the  idea  that  Senator  Brice  was  known  to  be  a  speculator 
in  stocks,  to  some  extent,  and  members  of  the  committee  notf 

Mr.  Chapman.  Ko,  I  did  not.  Senator  Brice  has  been  charged  in 
the  public  press  with  being  a  speculator  in  the  stock  of  the  American 
Sugar  Beflning  Company,  and  i  am  not  aware  that  any  member  of  this 
committee  has  been  so  charged. 

Senator  Lodge.  Ton  know  that  other  United  States  Senators  aside 
from  Senator  Brice  have  been  charged  with  speculating  in  sugar  stock, 
don  t  you  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  the  public  press,  yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes;  in  the  public  press.  And  you  may  state  who 
they  are  who  have  been  charged  in  the  public  press,  as  you  have  seen, 
as  dealers  in  those  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  name  them. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  can  name  some  of  them,  can  not  you,  besides 
Senator  Brice  t  I  am  speaking  now  about  those  who  have  been  charged 
in  the  public  press  with  dealing  in  sugar  stock,  dabbling  in  sugar  stocks, 
whatever  you  call  it,  not  confining  it  to  your  firm  at  all. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  hardly  think  I  could  testify  upon  that  question,  as 
I  do  not  know  that  their  names  are  specially  impressed  upon  my  mind. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  conversed  with  any  TJnited  States  Sen- 
ator since  you  were  dismissed  yesterday  and  before  you  came  back  this 
momingY 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Lodge.  Well,  upon  what  ground  do  you  decline  to  answer  itt 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  general  ground  that  the  committee  is  not 
authorized  to  ask  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Does  that  concern  your  business  t  You  speak  of  the 
privilege  of  your  business  confidence. 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  might  or  it  might  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  decline  to  answer  our  question 
in  regard  to  Senators  and  state  very  explicitly  a  plausible  ground  of 
Refusal,  that  these  were  business  confidences  and  that  your  firm  felt 
that  they  could  not  properly  disclose  the  names.  "Sou  are  now  asked 
Whether  you  have  conversed  with  any  Senator,  outside  of  this  commit- 
tee, since  you  arrived  in  Washington  and  since  your  dismissal  yester- 
fiay  and  before  your  return  this  morning.  You  decline  to  answer  that. 
It  certainly  can  not  be  on  the  ground  that  it  would  tend  to  criminate 
^oa,  and  you  are  now  asked  whether  it  is  on  the  ground  that  you  have 
lireviously  alleged,  that  it  would  be  a  disclosure  of  your  business  tran- 
sactions 9 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  such  a  disclosure  of  my  private  affairs  as^  in  my 
IxLdgment,  is  not  warranted  by  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  of  this  com- 
Huttee. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  was  the  conversation  you  had  with 
^ny  Senator  since  your  dismissal  here  yesterday  and  your  return  tlkv& 
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morning,  with  reference  to  anything  pertaining  to  the  business  of  yonr 
Arm  or  in  connection  with  your  firm  I 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  stated  that  I  have  had  any  conversation. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  have  any  conversation  wiUi 
any  United  States  Senator  upon  any  subject  since  your  dismissal  yes- 
terday as  a  witness  and  before  your  return  here  this  morning  Y 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  what  grounds  do  you  decline  to  answer  that 
question! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  same  ground  as  my  declination  to  answer 
the  previous  one. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  meet  at  a  hotel  or  at  auy  private  room  or 
place  and  engage  in  conversation  with  any  United  States  Senator  from 
the  time  you  were  dismissed  yesterday  until  you  returned  as  a  witness 
this  morning? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  because  you  did  meet  some  Senator  that  you 
decline? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  for  the  reason  just  stated. 

Senator  Allen.  The  reason  just  stated  is  that  it  would  be  disclos- 
ure of  your  business  transactions — that  whatever  conversation  you  may 
have  had  during  this  period  since  yesterday  would  be  disclosure  of 
your  private  affairs  which  you  think  the  committee  has  no  right  to 
inquire  about? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  consult  counsel  after  leaving  us,  Mr.  Chap- 
man? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  counsel? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Suppose  I  answer  the  question  in  this  way:  I  con- 
sulted one  of  the  leading  members  of  the  bar  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, but  I  do  not  know  whether — I  do  not  think  without  his  consent,  I 
ought  at  this  time  to  name  him  in  this  examination. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  put  you  this  question :  Did  you,  after  your 
dismissal  yesterday  as  a  witness  here  and  before  your  return  this 
morning,  have  any  Conversation  with  auy  United  States  Senator  with 
reference  to  any  business  he  might  have  transacted  through  your  firm 
in  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consider- 
ation of  the  present  pending  tariff  bill  in  the  United  States  Senate? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  Did  you  meet,  socially 
or  in  a  business  way,  any  United  States  Senator  in  this  city  during 
hat  time? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  shall  have  to  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  Since  your  dismissal 
yesterday,  have  you  received  instructions  from  your  firm  as  to  your  con- 
duct here  as  a  witness  as  to  what  you  shall  disclose  and  what  you  shaU 
not  disclose? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  received  communications  by  wire  from  indi- 
vidual members  of  my  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  have  any  communication  any  other  way, 
in  any  other  form,  than  by  wire? 

Mr.  Chapman.  No  ;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  in  your  i)OSsession  now  the  messages  that 
you  received  from  your  firm  upon  that  subject? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  bave. 
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Senator  Allen.  Will  you  produce  themt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline. 

Senator  Allen*  Ton  decline  to  produce  them;  upon  what  ground 
do  you  decline? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Because  they  relate  to  the  personal  affairs  of  my  firm 
and  are  not  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  of  this  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  they  cipher  messages  or  oi>en  messages  writ- 
ten in  full  language  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Partly  cypher  and  partly 

Senator  Allen.  Do  these  messages  disclose  the  name  of  any  United 
States  Senator  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  state  upon  the  ground  that  it  would 
reveal  some  Senator  as  a  dealer  in  stocks  through  your  firmi 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  at  all.  Upon  the  ground  that  it  is  an  unwar- 
ranted inquiry  into  the  private  affairs  of  our  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  These  messages,  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Chapman, 
were  in  reference  to  your  testimony  here  as  a  witness  before  this  inves- 
tigating committee,  were  they  not  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Partially  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  objection  to  producing  and  reading 
in  the  presence  of  the  committee  that  portion  of  those  messages  refer- 
ring to  your  conduct  as  a  witness  before  this  committee  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  these  messages  instruct  you  what  you  shall 
testify  to  and  what  you  shall  not  disclose  Y 

Mr.  Chapman.  They  relate  to  the  general  policy  to  be  pursued  in 
giving  my  testimony. 

Senator  Allen.  Before  this  committee  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Tes.    They  outline  the  general  policy  I  shall  pursue. 

Senator  Lodge.  Since  you  left  this  committee  have  you  seen  and 
talked  with  Mr.  Macartney,  or  any  member  of  the  firm  of  Corson  & 
Macartney,  in  this  city  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  They  are  your  correspondents  here,  are  they  nott 
Did  you  consult  with  them  in  regard  to  this  investigation! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  had  some  general  conversations  with  Mr. 
Macartney  on  this  subject. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  regard  to  your  business  or  private  affairs  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Tou  have  now,  Mr.  Chapman,  testified  to  the  com- 
mittee, without  objection,  that  you  met  Mr.  Macartney,  a  member  of 
that  firm,  and  talked  with  him  in  regard  to  the  investigation  and  your 
private  and  business  affairs.  You  still  decline  to  say  whether  you 
talked  with  any  Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  no  objection,  then,  to  stating  that  ^ou 
met  persons  other  than  Senators,  and  you'ao  not  plead  the  privilege  of 
your  private  affairs,  but  you  object  to  testifying  whether  or  not  you 
met  and  talked  with  Senators. 

Mr.  Chapman.  My  business  headquarters  when  in  Washington  are 
at  the  office  of  Corson  &  Macartney,  and  the  fact  that  I  conversed  with 
Mr.  Macartney,  our  correspondent,  I  stated;  but  I  do  not  feel  called 
upon  to  testify  as  to  other  pasties. 

Senator  Lodge.  Why  do  you  draw  a  distinction  between  conversa- 
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tion  with  Mr.  Macartney  about  your  private  aflfairB  and  conversation 
with  Senators? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  testified  as  to  conversations,  but  only  to 
the  fact  that  I  held  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Macartney. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  all  I  have  asked  you  in  regard  to  Senators 
I  had  not  asked  what  you  said  to  Senators.  I  asked  you  whether  you 
conversed  with  any  Senators,  the  same  question  which  I  asked  you  in 
regard  to  Mr.  Macartney. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  shall  decline  to  answer  that  question,  as  before. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  decline  to  state  why  you  are  ready  to  testify 
that  you  met  Mr.  Macartney  and  why  you  decline  to  testify  whether 
or  not  you  met  Senators  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  what  grounds  do  you  place  your  declination  in 
the  one  case  and  your  readiness  to  admit  the  conversation  in  the  otherY 

Mr.  Chapman.  On  the  ground  before  stated. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  whatt 

Mr.  Chapman.  The  closeness  of  our  relations  with  Mr.  Macartney 
and  the  fact  that  it  is  well  known  that  his  office  is  my  headquarters. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  is  your  only  reason  for  declining  to  answ^ 
when  you  are  asked  if  you  met  any  Senators  1 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  before  stated  why  I  declined  to  answer  as  to 

Senator  Lodge.  You  said,  if  I  remember,  that  you  declined  to 
answer  in  regard  to  meeting  Senators  because  you  considered  that  that 
concerned  your  private  affairs.  You  since  testified  that  you  met  Mr. 
Macartney  and  talked  about  private  affairs  and  you  make  no  objection 
to  testifying  to  the  fact  of  the  conversation,  not  what  was  said.  The 
point  I  desire  to  bring  out  is  why  you  should  be  willing  to  testify  to  meet- 
ing a  gentleman  with  whom  you  had  entirely  private  conversation,  in 
the  one  case,  and  refuse  to  testify  about  meeting  or  not  meeting  other 
gentlemen.  Of  course,  if  you  can  not  give  an  answer  to  that,  Mr.  Chap- 
man, so  state. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  were  asked  awhile  ago  by  Mr. 
Davis  questions  that  were  repeated  by  each  member  of  the  committee 
present,  and  I  will  ask  you  again  as  to  Mr.  Davis's  several  questions, 
which  may  be  considered  as  repeated  by  every  member  of  the  com- 
mittee as  to  himself,  what  your  answer  is  to  be,  Mr.  Davis's  questions, 
in  substance,  being  that  he  authorized,  requested,  and  insisted  that 
you  should  disclose  whether  he  had  any  transactions  in  sugar  stock 
through  your  firm  during  the  period  mentioned,  or  at  any  other  time, 
and  coupled  with  a  statement  similar  to  that  of  Mr.  Brice  that  he  had 
not,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  bought  or  sold  any  such  stock  through 
your  firm,  or  any  other  firm,  or  in  any  other  way  at  any  time,  each  of 
which  statements  was  also  made  by  each  member  of  the  committee  for 
himselfY 

Senator  Davis.  And  you  are  requested  to  answer  this  question  as 
to  each  member  of  the  committee  separately. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Before  answering  that  question  I  desire  lime  to  con- 
sider the  matter. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  do  you  want,  Mr.  Chapman  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  will  appear  before  the  committee  on  Monday  morning. 

The  Chaibman.  That  will  not  do,  I  do  not  think. 

Senator  Davis.  I  am  disposed  to  insist  upon  an  immediate  answer 
to  this  question. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  make  that  motion! 


INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC.  285 

Senator  Datis.  I  do.  I  move  that  the  "fitness  be  required  to  answer 
forthwith. 

The  Ohaibman.  Is  that  the  sense  of  the  committeet 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  my  vote. 

Senator  Lodoe.  That  is  my  vote. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  the  sense  of  the  committee.  The  committee 
insists  that  that  question  shall  be  given  to  you;  does  not  think  that 
your  request  for  time  to  consider  is  reasonable  and  would  like  to  have 
aD  answer. 

Mr.  Chapman.  As  before  stated,  I  am  but  one  of  five  partners  con- 
stituting the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  and  I  think,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, it  is  but  reasonable  that  I  should  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
communicate  with  my  partners  before  answering  this  question,  and  I 
ask  the  courtesy  of  the  committee  to  that  extent. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  your  answer  t  Do  you  decline  to  answer  the 
question  otherwise  than  that  1  The  committee  has  already  passed  upon 
the  matter  of  giving  time  for  the  purpose  of  consultation  or  considera- 
tiou. 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  now  1 :  15.  Business  closes  in  New  York  on  Sat- 
urdays at  12  o'clock.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  communicate 
with  my  partners  and  receive  a  reply  4)efore  Monday  morning,  as  they 
are  probably  now  all  in  the  country  and  the  ofBce  is  probably  closed 
Under  all  these  circumstances  I  still  insist  that  my  request  is  reason- 
able and  I  trust  the  committee  will  coincide  with  my  view. 

Senator  Allen.  You  still  decline  to  answer  the  question? 

Mr  Chapman!  I  do. 

Senator  LoDas.  I  want  to  ask  one  other  question  on  the  line  upon 
which  I  was  asking  before.  When  you  had  the  conversation  with  Mr. 
Macartney,  in  regard  to  which  you  testified,  were  any  Senators  present? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Bight  there,  Mr.  Chapman;  did  you  see  any  Sen- 
ator go  into  or  out  of  the  office  of  Mr.  Macartney  yesterday  or  tbia 
morning  1 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  see  any  there  in  conversation? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  Did  you  have  any 
conversation  yourself  with  any  Senator  there? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer.  • 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  if  there  has  not  been  a  systematic,  organ- 
ized attempt  upon  the  part  of  yourself  and  upon  the  part  of  the  members 
of  your  firm  and  others  connected  with  or  engaged  in  the  same  line  of 
business  to  studiously  suppress  the  names  of  all  Senators  who  have 
been  speculating  in  these  sugar  stocks  during  this  time? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  not  aware  of  such  organized  attempt. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  not  your  conversation  in  the  presence  of.  a 
United  States  Senator  yesterday  and  this  morning  also  to  that  effect, 
and  that  you,  under  no  circumstances,  should  disclose  the  name  of  any 
of  the  Senators? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  testified  to  any  conversation  with  Mr* 
Macartney  in  the  presence  of  a  United  States  Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  say  that  there  was  a  United  States 
Senator  there.  The  committee  therefore  infers  that  there  was  a  United 
States  Senator  there,  and  upon  that  supposition  I  am  asking  you  ta 
Btate  if  it  were  not  determined  among  you  at  that  time  that  you  should. 
Under  no  drcomstances  disclose  before  the  committee  tihA  \i«ai<b  oi  ^s^ 
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Senator  who  has  dealt  in  these  stocks  through  yonr  firm  daring  ths 
period  we  have  mentioned  heref 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state  to  the  committee.  I  decline  to 
rehearse  to  the  committee  any  conversations  I  may  have  had  with  Mr. 
Macartney  or  other  parties. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  do  not  the  dispatches  and  commonications 
you  have  received  from  the  members  of  your  firm  since  you  have  been 
here  impress  upon  you  the  necessity  of  studiously  secreting  the  names 
of  all  United  States  Senators  who  may  have  dealt  in  these  stocks 
through  your  Urm  Y  Is  not  that  the  central  idea  of  the  dispatches  and 
communications  yon  have  received  and  the  conversations  that  have 
been  had  with  yout 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  reveal  the  contents  of  any  dispatches  I 
may  have  received. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  this  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Macart- 
ney, of  which  you  speak,  since  your  dismissal  as  a  witness  yesterday, 
relate  to  your  testimony  here  and  the  necessity  of  your  secreting  the 
names  of  Senators  who  may  have  dealt  with  your  firm  either  here  or  in 
New  Yorkt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  decline  t<f  state  that.  Was  that  subject  under 
discussion  between  you  and  Mr.  Macartney  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  a  private  wire  from  that  office  over  to 
your  oflftce  in  New  Yorkt 

Mr.  CHAPMAJE7.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  part  of  the  business  of  Moore  & 
Schley  f  What  part  do  you  attend  to  when  you  are  in  New  York 
engaged  in  business Y 

Mr.  Chapman.  All  parts. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  know  anjrthing  about  the  stock  exchange. 
Do  you  attend  meetings  of  the  stock  exchange  Y 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  a  member  of  the  stock  exchange.  I  am  not  on 
the  floor  of  the  stock  exchange  continuously.  One  of  our  partners, 
Mr.  William  H.  Duff,  is  also  a  member  of  the  stock  exchange.  He  is 
always  upon  the  floor,  or  is  generally  upon  the  floor,  and  I  am  occa- 
sionally. 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  are,  a  part  of  the  timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  Occasionally. 

Senator  Allen.  The  man  who  is  on  the  floor  of  the  stock  exchange, 
what  particular  name  do  you  give  him  t  He  is  what — operator  t  or  what 
is  he  named  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  Well,  he  is  the  boardroom  member  of  the  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  The  board-room  member  of  the  flrmt 

Mr.  Chapman.  He  is  on  the  board  all  the  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  that  business  part  of  the  time  and  are  at 
the  meetings  of  the  stock  exchange  frequently,  are  you  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  frequently  on  the  floor. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  the  members  of  the  stock  exchange, 
those  who  own  seats  there  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  know  a  great  many  of  them. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  any  United  States  Sen- 
ator who  owns  a  seat  on  the  stock  exchange! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  recollect  any :  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  know  oi  any.  Have  you  in  your  pos- 
session at  this  moment  any  Ntrttt^Asi  ^nimiuiication  from  any  United 
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States  Senator  bearing  upon  the  subject  now  under  investigation, 
received  to-day  or  yesterday,  or  at  any  time  prior  to  that! 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  have  not,  but  I  do  not  know  but  answering  this 
question  is  a  violation  of  the  rule  I  have  laid  down. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  received,  since  you  have  been  in  this  city 
to  testify  before  this  committee,  any  written  communication  in  any 
form,  dispatch,  letter,  note,  or  memorandum,  from  any  United  States 
Senator,  bearing  in  any  maimer  upon  this  investigation  or  that  has 
relation  to  it,  or  to  what  you  shall  testify  when  you  are  herel 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not;  but  I  deny  your  right  to  question  me 
upon  this  subject. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  destroyed  any  such  communication,  note, 
memorandum,  letter,  or  dispatch  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  make  the  same  answer  as  to  the  last  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  say  you  have  a  private  wire 
from  Washington  to  New  York  at  your  office.  Is  there  any  person  in 
the  employment  of  the  United  States  Government  at  Washington  who 
furnishes  yon  information  as  to  the  probable  passage  or  defeat  of 
measures  before  Congress  Y 

Mr.  Chapman.  Kot  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  Not  to  your  knowledge.  Are  there  any  persons  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States  Government  now  as  officers,  outside  of 
United  States  Senators,  who  are  engaged  in  dealing  in  these  stocks 
through  your  firmf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  All  right,  sir.  That 
is  alL 

SWOBN  TESTIM0F7  OF  MOBOAV  B.  BOSa 

Senator  Allen.  Where  do  you  reside t 

Mr.  Boss.  At  the  Arlington  Hotel. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  resided  there! 

Mr.  Boss.  Nearly  three  years. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  business  t 

Mr.  Boss.  I  am  room  clerk. 

Senator  Allen.  As  room  clerk,  what  duties  do  yon  discharge! 

Mr.  Bobs.  My  principal  duty  is  to  receive  and  look  after  the  guests 
in  genersd. 

^nator  Allen.  If  a  gentleman  comes  to  your  hotel  to  call  on  some 
guest,  it  is  your  duty  to  see  that  he  is  shown  to  the  room  where  the 
guest  ist  * 

Mr.  Boss.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  what  is  known  as  the  front  clerk  t 

Mr.  Boss.  Ko,  sir;  I  am  not  front  clerk.    I  am  room  clerk. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  H.  B.  Beedt 

Mr.  Boss.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  H.  L.  Terrell  t 

Mr.  Boss.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Henry  O.  Havemeyerf 

ib.  Boss.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Havemeyer  once. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Walter  Gaston,  who  has  just  testified  heret 

Mr.  Boss.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  remember  who  had  rooms  33,  34.  and  35 
at  the  Arlington  Hotel  on  the  6th  and  7th  of  March,  this  year? 

Mr.  Boss.  Mr.  Gaston  had  room  33  and  Mr.  TerreSl  l^^di  toom^^ 
and  35. 
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Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  know  Mr.  Terrell's  business,  in  a  general 
way! 

Mr.  Eoss.  I  do  not,  any  more  than  he  is  a  banker  and  broker,  I 
understand. 

Senator  Allen.  In  Ifew  York* 

Mr.  Eoss.  So  I  understand. 

Senator  Allen.  And  do  you  know  his  office  in  New  Yorkf 

Mr.  Eoss.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  has  Mr.  Terrell  been  at  the  Arlington 
Hotel  this  winter,  and  when  did  he  come  heret 

Mr.  Eoss.  The  exact  date  he  came  first  I  do  not  know.  I  took  a 
memorandum  from  the  ledger  just  before  leaving  home  and  I  find  he 
came  in  on  the  evening  of  March  2.  At  that  time  he  was  there  firom 
March  2  to  March  21. 

Senator  Allen.  Then  he  lefbt 

Mr.  Eoss.  Yes,  sir;  he  went  away. 

Senator  Allen.  When  did  he  come  backf 

Mr.  Eoss.  When  he  came  back  on  his  visit  after  that,  I  did  not  make 
a  memorandum  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  he  is  there  now,  and  has  been  there  for 
some  timet 

Mr.  Eoss.  He  has  been  there  since  yesterday  morning  this  last  time, 
and  he  is  in  and  out. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  remember  of  any  persons  being  in  Mr.  Ter- 
rell's rooms  on  the  night  of  the  6th  or  7th  of  March,  18d4,  either  or 
both  nights  t 

Mr.  Eoss.  I  do  not.  The  night  of  the  6th  I  was  off  duty ;  the  night 
of  the  7th  I  was  on  duty.    I  do  not  remember  anyone  in  particular. 

Senator  Allen.  Daring  the  time  Mr.  Terrell  was  occupying  these 
rooms  I  have  mentioned,  were  any  United  States  Senators  shown  to 
his  rooms  t 

Mr.  Eoss.  Not  that  I  am  positively  aware  of.  Cards  are  sent  to  the 
rooms  and  we  do  not  notice  the  names  on  any  of  them.  We  simply 
mark  them  and  send  them  up. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  acquainted  with  some  Senators  by  sight  if 
not  by  namet 

Mr.  Eoss.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  During  that  time  did  you  see  any  Senators  go  to 
these  rooms,  or  know  of  any  persons  who  had  Senators  in  their  rooms 
during  that  timeY 

Mr.  Eoss.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Senator  AlIen.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  possibly  some  Senators 
may  have  gone  to  that  room  whose  names  you  have  forgotten  Y 

Mr.  Eoss.  It  is  possible.  There  are  so  many  people  who  come  in 
and  make  calls,  and  where  people  are  in  the  house  permanently,  as  Mr. 
Eeed  and  Mr.  Terrell  are,  they  go  directly  to  the  room  and  do  not  come 
by  the  office. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  any  Senators  have  been  taken 
to  the  rooms  or  shown  to  the  rooms  of  Mr.  Terrell  without  announce- 
ment by  cardt 

Mr.  Eoss.  Not  that  I  am  aware,  but  it  is  possible. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  would  know  those  facts* 

Mr.  Eoss.  There  is  bo  one  that  I  could  suggest,  because  in  a  case 
like  that  of  Mr.  Terrell  and  other  i)eople  in  the  house  people  oome 
right  in  and  go  directly  to  their  rooms  and  do  not  send  up  cards  at  alL 
Senator  Allen.  Do  youkno^  io\i\i  S.  Shrivert 
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Mr.  Boss.  Yes,  sir;  I  know  Mr.  Sliriver. 

Senator  Allen.  A  newspaper  correspondent t 

Mr.  Boss.  Yes,  sir;  I  know  him. 

Senator  Allen.  And  also  Harry  Walker,  a  newspaper  correspond- 
ent t 

Mr.  Eoss.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  ever  say  to  them,  or  hear  Mr.  Boessle  say 
to  them,  that  Senators  were  in  the  habit  of  visiting  the  members  of  the 
sngar  trust  there  in  your  hotel,  and  they  were  taken  up  the  back  ele- 
vator? 

Mr.  Boss.  Ko,  sir;  I  never  heard  such  a  thing. 

Senator  Allen.  I  ask  you  to  state  if  Senators  have  been  taken  up 
the  back  elevator,  to  your  knowledge,  to  the  rooms  of  either  Mr.  Have- 
meyer,  Mr.  Beed,  Mr.  Terrell,  or  any  of  these  members  of  the  sugar 
trust! 

Mr.  Boss.  To  my  knowledge,  no.  To  the  best  of  my  belief,  no.  In 
the  first  place,  we  have  not  any  back  elevator.  In  the  second  place, 
the  back  stairs  is  simply  where  the  help  goes  up. 

Senator  Allen.  Possibly  your  attention  may  have  been  called  to 
an  article  appearing  in  newspapers  recently  in  which  this  statement 
occurred  Y 

The  Ghatbman.  It  is  Harry  Walker's  evidence  published  in  the 
papers. 

Mr.  Boss.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  there  is  no  truth  in  that  statement! 

Mr.  Boss.  Ko,  sir :  there  is  no  truth  in  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  in  any  form  know  the  business  that  Mr. 
Terrell  and  Mr.  Beed  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  represent  here  in  Washing- 
ton! 

Mr.  Boss.  Ko,  sir.  I  know  that  Mr.  Beed  is  in  the  sugar  refining 
business,  but  as  to  Mr.  Terrell  I  do  not  know  anything  about  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  any  persons  were  in  the 
habit  of  visiting  these  gentlemen  in  their  rooms  while  they  were  guests 
in  your  hotel! 

Mr.  Boss.  No  one  in  particular  that  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  remember  of  a  meeting  at  night  occurring 
there  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room,  possibly  No.  34,  where  the  members  of  the 
sugar  trust,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Beed,  Mr.  Terrell,  and  certain  U.  S. 
Senators.  Senator  Smith  and  Senator  Brice  among  them,  were  having 
a  kind  oi  a  champagne  party! 

Mr.  Boss.  The  night  that  was  supposed  to  be  I  was  not  on  duty,  and 
I  do  not  know  anything  of  it  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  was  on  duty  that  night! 

Mr.  Boss.  Mr.  Burney. 

Senator  Allen.  What  are  his  initials! 

Mr.  Boss.  Hamilton  P.  Burney. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  what  night! 

Mr.  Boss.  The  night  it  was  said  to  be  I  think  was  the  6th  of  March* 

The  Chairman.  Who  said  it  to  be! 

Mr.  Boss.  The  date  that  is  given. 

The  Chairman.  Said  to  be  by  whom! 

Mr.  Boss.  The  newspapers  gave  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  anything  of  that  kind  occur  at  any  other  time 
that  you  know  of! 

Mr.  Boss.  Nothing  to  my  knowledge. 

Whereupon^at  1  o'clock  and  45  minutes  p.  m.the  commW^^  ^A^^crox^^ 
UBtfl  Monday  morning,  June  11,  ISOi,  at  12  o'clock  nu 

19BSI 
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WASHlKGTONy  D.  G^  June  11, 189L 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  a4Joar&meiii. 
Present:  The  Chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  LiiidBay,  Lodge, 
DaviSy  and  Allen. 

COBRECnOV  BT  SEBATOB  DOBTBLSOV  CABIXBT. 

Senator  Gaffery  appeared  before  the  committee  with  the  statemfiDt 
that  he  wished  to  amplify  a  certain  poi*tion  of  his  testimony. 

Senator  Gaffebt.  On  page  55  of  the  rei)ort  I  am  rex)ort6d  to  Bay 
that  I  was  requested  to  see  Mr.  Havemeyer^  who  happened  to  be  in  the 
honse.  The  manner  in  which  Mr.  Havemeyer  happened  to  be  there  I 
did  not  set  out,  and  I  will  now  set  that  out. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  had  better  state  at  what  house. 

Senator  Gaffebt.  I  stated  here  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  at  Mr. 
Brice's,  and  I  happened  to  meet  him  there,  or  he  happened  to  be  at  the 
house  where  I  was.    I  now  read  the  testimony: 

I  wae  requested  to  «ee  lir.  H»yemeyer,  who  happened  to  be  m  the  house. 

Prior  to  seeing  Mr.  Havemeyer  there  was  a  discussion  between  thoae 
present  and  Senator  White  and  myself  as  to  the  comparatiye  merits  of 
the  ad  valorem  and  specific  rates  of  duty  on  sugar.  There  was  a  greftt 
deal  of  difference  of  opinion  on  this  point,  and  Senator  Brice  stated 
that  there  was  a  gentleman  in  the  ci^  at  the  Arlington  Hotel  who 
knew  more  about,  or  who  ought  to  know  more  about,  the  operation  of 
any  rate  of  duty  on  sugar  than  perhaps  any  other  man  in  the  United 
States,  and  that  if  it  were  agreeable  he  woiiQd  send  for  him.  That  man 
was  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  was  then,  according  to  Mr.  Brice's  statement, 
at  the  Arlington  Hotel.  Senator  Brice  desi^  to  know  of  me  if  I  had 
any  objection  to  meeting  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  having  a  discussion  witk 
him  on  this  particular  poiQt.  I  told  him  I  had  not.  The  discussion 
went  on 

The  Ghaibmak.  Did  Mr.  Brice  send  for  him  and  tell  him  that  suf* 
gestioni 

Senator  Gaffeby.  Yes,  sir. 

The  GHAiRMAif.  Did  Mr.  Havemeyer  arrive  afterwardl 

Senator  Gaffeby.  He  did. 

The  Ghaibman.  Was  it  then  that  you  had  a  discussion  witii  him  in 
a  room  by  yourself! 

Senator  Gaffeby.  It  was  then  that  I  had  a  discussion  with  him  in  a 
room  by  myself  in  Mr.  Brice's  library,  where  I  was  invited  by  Mr. 
Brice  to  meet  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  discuss  this  sugar  schedule  with  him 
on  the  point  of  the  ad  velorem  and  specific  rate.  I  simply  desire  to  stoto 
that  Mr.  Havemeyer  came  to  the  House  in  pursuance  of  tlie  invitionof 
Mr.  Brice,  as  above  stated. 

The  GHAiBMAif.  Is  that  all  you  wish  to  addt 

Senator  Gaffeby.  That  is  all  I  wish  to  add. 

SWOBH  TESTI1C0F7  OF  EEVBT  B.  REBDl 

The  Ghaibman.  Where  is  your  residence  t 
Mr.  Eeed.  Boston. 
The  Ghaibman.  What  is  your  age! 
Mr.  Beed.  I  am  56. 
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TheOHAiBMAN.  What  is  your  oocapation  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  am  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Nash,  Spaulding  &  Go.^ 
Bugar  importers,  and  I  am  also  one  of  the  owners  of  the  Bevere  Sugai 
Eefinery,  an  independent  company  in  no  way  connected  with  the  trust, 
but  a  competitor  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  the  business  of  that  refinery  carried  on! 

Kr.  Besd.  The  refinery  is  located  in  East  Cambridge,  which  in 
across  the  river.    The  place  of  business  is  Boston. 

The  Chauucan.  Have  you  been  in  Washington  in  connection  with 
the  business  of  the  trust  f 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  have  not  been  in  Washington  in  connection  with  the 
business  of  the  trust. 

The  Chairman.  Or  in  connection  with  the  sugar-refining  interest! 

Mr.  B£BD.  I  have  been  here  in  my  own  interest  only.  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  trust*,  nor  in  their  counsel  or  confidence.  I  have  been 
here  for  my  own  interest  only :  no  other. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  here  in  the  interest  of  your  refining 
basinessf 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes.  sir;  purely.  The  inference  has  gone  out  through 
the  eoontry  that  I  am  here  for  the  so-called  sugar  trust.  That  is  not 
so.    I  am  here  solely  in  my  own  interest. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  here  in  Washington  this 
winter  and  8{Mringf 

Mr.  BsBD.  I  have  been  here  various  times,  and  I  think  I  have  been 
here  a  very  large  projMrtion  of  the  time  sinceFebruary.  Ihave  been  back 
and  for^  during  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Where  has  been  your  home  while  you  were  here! 

Mr.  Bebd.  At  the  Arlington. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  see  Senators,  during  the 
pendency  of  this  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  in  regard  to  the  interests 
that  you  represent! 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  have  you  seen! 

Mr.  Rbed.  I  have  seen  several  of  them.  I  caUed  on  Senator 
McPherson.  I  called  on  Senator  Voorhees.  I  also  called  on  Senator 
Jones,  and  had  two  or  three  interviews  with  him. 

The  Chairman.  With  Senator  Jones! 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Enumerate  all  you  have  seen. 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  do  that.  I  have  seen  Senator 
Brice.  I  have  known  him  for  a  very  long  time.  I  have  talked  with 
Senator  Aldrich  very  frequently  about  it.  I  have  seen  Senator  Piatt, 
who  live  at  the  hotel.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  had  any  special 
oonversatioii  with  anybody  else  with  reference  to  it  I  do  not  think 
of  anybody  dse  now. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  subject  of  the  conversation,  and 
what  wae  the  line  of  oonmiunication  between  you  and  them,  so  far  as 
this  legislation  is  concerned! 

Mr.  Bbbd.  Bo  far  as  this  legislation  is  concerned  I  should  say,  or 
so  fi»  as  this  schedule  is  ooncemed,  and  I  have  had  no  consultation  on 
any  other  subject,  having  no  interest  in  any  other,  I  should  say  I  have 
had  moreconversation  with  Senator  Jones  than  any  other  Senator  for  the 
reason  thatwhenlfirst  called  on  him  he  asked  me  agreatmany  questions 
about  the  business.  He  asked  for  facts  and  figures  and  I  had  to  get 
them.  I  obtained  them  for  him  from  oar  own  books  and  gave  him  fact& 
and  figures  relating  to  the  business,  of  a  very  conMenU^A.  i;i^\>Tk]^^  ^sev^l^. 
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gave  them  to  him  that  he  might  form  his  own  judgment  about  the  mat- 
ter. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  mean  by  ^*  of  a  very  confidential 
nature  1" 

Mr.  Beed.  I  mean  figures  of  a  nature  we  do  not  give  in  our  basineea 
to  anybody,  with  relation  to  the  cost  of  manufacture  and  the  yields, 
which  are  secrets  generally  in  the  business,  and  secrets  that  I  do  not 
know  about  any  other  refinery  except  my  own,  and  never  have. 

Senator  Davis.  You  mean  to  say  you  gave  information  of  a  confi- 
dential nature  in  regard  to  the  margin  of  profits,  etc. 

Mr.  Beed.  The  question  of  profits  did  not  come  into  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  that  fairly  deducible  from  the  information  yon 
gavel 

Mr.  Beed.  I  should  think  so.  In  other  words,  I  gave  him  all  the 
information  that  was  in  my  x>ower  that  he  asked  for. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  that  information  so  given  designed  to 
accomplish  f 

Mr.  Beed.  It  was  designed  to  enable  him  to  form  a  fair  estimate  for 
himself  of  what  equitable  treatment  would  be. 

The  Chairman.  What  result  did  you  have  in  mind  in  giving  him  this 
information  f 

Mr.  Beed.  Just  that  result;  no  other. 

The  Cha[Rman.  What  result,  beneficial  to  your  business  f 

Mr.  Beed.  IN^aturally.  The  object  I  had  in  giving  the  information 
was  that  he  might  form  his  own  opinion  as  to  what  was  proper.  I 
never  asked  Senator  Jones 

The  Chairman.  ^<As  to  what  was  properf "  What  do  you  mean  by 
thatf 

Mr.  Beed.  As  to  what  would  be  the  difference  between  rain  and  the 
reverse  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  contend  there  were  certain  rates  that  would 
be  ruinous  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  contended  that  the  bill  as  it  came  firom  the  Houaei  free 
raw  and  free  refined,  meant  ruin  to  me  and  my  business. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  use  any  other  argument  f 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Or  urge  any  other  consideration  with  him  for  this 
matter? 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  nor  have  I  with  anybody. 

Thfi  Chairman.  You  say  you  did  not  with  himf 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Nor  anybody  else! 

Mr.  Beed.  Nor  anybody  else. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  use  any  statement  as  to  the  indebtedness 
of  the  Democratic  party,  or  of  any  party,  to  the  sugar  trust  for  con- 
tributions by  them  to  the  campaign  fund  of  either  party? 

Mr.  Beed.  Never.  I  never  referred  to  it  with  anybody  since  I  have 
been  in  Washington,  and  do  not  expect  to. 

The  Chairman.  Then,  you  say,  in  your  interviews  with  these  various 
Senators  you  urged  upon  them  only  those  considerations  which  pertain 
to  your  business  and  to  the  manner  in  which  legislation  was  affected  f 

Mr.  Beed.  That  is  all.  I  simply  appealed  for  reasonably  fair  treat- 
ment at  the  hands  of  fair  men,  and  I  endeavored  to  show  them  what 
that  meant,  and  I  have  not  discussed  the  question  from  any  political 
standpoint. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  eiv^t  m'd.ke  any  contribution  to  either  politi- 
cal party,  or  any  political  porty^m^  «kNW«  \k^ Vs^^v^T^^^^sL^^^lSi^ 
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Mr.  Seed.  Never.  I  have  been  a  contributor  to  the  Democratic 
party  for  a  great  many  years,  in  a  modest  way,  and  expect  to  do  so  a9 
lonp^  as  I  remain  a  member  of  it  and  can  afford  it.  I  never  referred  to 
that  subject.  I  never  asked  any  favors  of  anybody,  the  party  collec- 
tively or  individually,  and  never  expect  any  on  that  ground,  and  do 
not  ask  them.  In  other  words,  I  am  not  here  to  ask  favors  of  anybody 
on  any  ground  whatever. 

The  Ch AIRMAN.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell! 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir;  very  well. 

The  Chairman.  In  speaking  of  his  presence  here  in  Washington 
from  the  2d  of  March  to  the  2Ist,  and  possibly  covering  other  periods 
of  time,  he  says : 

My  room  was  No.  34  during  the  time  that  Mr.  Qaston  was  there.  There  were  fre* 
qaent  conversations  in  my  room  in  regard  to  sugar,  no  doubt.  In  fact,  it  happened 
possibly  nearly  every  evening.  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  here  at  the  time,  and  also  Mr. 
Keed,  of  Boston,  was  here  at  the  time,  and  none  of  us  had  our  families  here,  and 
usually  after  dinner  we  met  in  somebodjr's  room ;  in  Mr.  Havemeyer's  tomelimeSy 
sometimes  in  Mr.  Reed's  room,  and  sometimes  in  my  room. 

Do  you  recollect  a  meeting  of  the  kind  he  refers  tof 

Mr.  Beed.  I  was  a  frequent  visitor  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room. 

The  Ohaihman.  Did  you  meet  Mr.  Havemeyer  there  f 

Mr.  Reed.  Yes,  sir;  several  times. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  meet  him  often  f 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir;  several  times.  I  should  say. 

The  Chaibman.  How  often,  would  you  sayf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  can  not  answer  that:  I  can  not  say. 

The  Chaibman.  From  the  1st  of  March  up  to  the  present  timef 

Mr.  Beed.  I  can  not  say.  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  not  here  a  great 
"while. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  discuss  the  question  of  the  sugar  interest 
au3  affected  by  the  proposed  tariff  legislation  f 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes.  sir;  there  was  more  or  less  conversation  about 
sugar,  naturally,  but  I  did  not  know  that  Mr.  Terrell  was  in  Washing- 
ton in  the  interest  of  sugar,  although  it  was  talked  about  in  his  room. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  recollect  being  present  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room 
about  the  7th  of  March  1 

Mr.  Beed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can  not  testify  to  dates,  because  I  do 
not  know  about  dates. 

The  Chaibman.  Early  in  March,  when  Senator  Brice  and  Senator 
Smith  were  there,  as  well  as  Mr.  Terrell  and  Mr.  Havemeyer? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  can  not  swear  to  any  dates,  because  I  have  not  kept  any 
record  and  have  no  recollection  of  them.  I  met  Senator  Brice  in  Mr. 
Terrell's  room  on  one  or  two  occasions.  I  am  not  certain  whether  lie 
and  Mr.  Havemeyer  were  there  together.  Very  likely  they  were.  I 
am  inclined  to  think  I  saw  Mr.  Smith  there  once  only. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  Senator  Brice  there  when  you  saw  Senator 
Smith  there? 

Mr.  Beed.  That  I  can  not  say. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  Mr.  Havemeyer  there! 

Mr.  Beed.  I  think  so. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  there  on  one  occasion  when  Mr.  Have- 
meyer was  explaining  different  grades  of  sugar  to  Senator  Brice  with 
specimens  on  the  table  before  him? 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir.  I  heard  no  explanation  of  the  grades  of  sugar 
at  any  such  time.    I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

The  Chaibman.  So  far  as  you  can  recollect)  wliat  ^^iA  >i^<^  ^xiXy^<^^\» 
<if  con  versatiaii  f 
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Mr.  Eeeb.  I  should  say  the  chief  subject  of  conversation  was  sugat 
and  the  proposed  sugar  tarifi*,  whatever  it  was  at  that  time.  I  do  not 
remember  now,  there  have  been  so  many  changes  in  it. 

The  Chairman.  Were  yonr  views  and  Mr.  Havemeyer's  identicalf 

Mr.  Eeed.  They  were  similar.  I  did  not  participate  in  any  specii^ 
conversation  there.  There  was  no  conference — I  never  was  invited  to 
any  conference  there  in  regard  to  that  matter,  or  anywhere  else. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  the  occasion  when  Senates*  Smith 
was  there  who  were  present! 

Mr.  Beeb.  Ko,  sirj  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  How  do  you  recollect  his  being  th^-et 

Mr.  Eeed.  It  is  only  an  impression  in  my  mind.  I  think  he  was  there, 
but  I  am  not  certain. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  anything  he  said,  or  anything  that 
was  said  to  himf 

Mr.  Eeed.  Ko,  sir;  I  do  not.  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  Sena- 
tor Smith  with  regard  to  sugar  in  my  life. 

The  Chairman.  Was  anything  said  on  this  occasion  by  anybody 
else  than  yourself— you  have  stated  as  to  yourself— by  Mr.  Havemeyer 
or  anyone  else,  in  the  presence  of  Senator  Brice  or  Senator  Smith,  or 
any  other  Democratic  Senator,  in  regard  to  the  obligations  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic party  for  campaign  contributions? 

Mr.  Eeed.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Individually  or  otherwise! 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  never  heard  it  referred  to  by  anybody. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  being  there  when  champagne  was 
being  drunk  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room! 

Mr.  Eeed.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Or  Scotch  whisky  and  Apollinaris  water? 

Mr.  Eeed.  Oh;  I  would  not  say  there  was  not.  There  may  have 
been.  I  will  not  testify  there  was  not;  but  as  I  do  not  drink  I  could 
not  swear  there  was. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Gaston  speaks  of  a  certain  evening  when  he 
overheard  persons  whom  he  supposed,  from  what  they  said,  were  inter- 
ested in  the  refining  business,  explaining  the  nature  of  their  demands 
for  tariff  legislation;  and  he  also  says  on  that  evening  he  heard  what 
he  supposed  were  champagne  corks.  I  think  someone  else  suggested 
that  Apollinaris  and  Scotch  whisky  may  have  accounted  for  the  noise. 
Do  you  remember  an  occasion  when  either  of  them  were  there? 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  should  not  like  to  swear  what  beverages  were  in  any- 
body's room  as  far  back  as  the  7th  of  March,  because  I  do  not  tax  my 
memory  with  those  things. 

The  Chairman.  I  only  ask  that  as  one  method  of  ascertaining  if 
what  Mr.  Gaston  speaks  of  could  be  identified  in  that  way.  Do  you 
recollect  any  occasion  when  you  were  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room  when  Mr. 
Havemeyer  was  present  with  tin  boxes  of  sugar  explaining  to  Senator 
Brice,  or  to  anyone  else,  the  commercial  status  of  the  different  grades 
or  its  process  of  manufacture,  and  when  Mr.  Smith  came  in  afterwards 
looking  for  Senator  Brice f 

Mr.  Eeed.  Ko,  sir;  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  remember  being  present  on  such  an 
occasion  as  that? 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  do  not  remember  any  incident  of  that  nature;  that  is, 
I  do  not  remember  of  listening  to  Mr.  Havemeyer  explaining  the  char- 
acter of  the  different  grades  of  sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  Your  memot^  \^uq\,  x^&««XiftAhy  this  detail  of 
boxea  of  sugar  1 
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Mr.  Rbbd.  'Noj  sir;  I  do  not  know  that  the  samples  were  not  there 
on  the  table.  They  may  have  been  there,  bnt  they  were  not  specially 
discnssed  in  my  presence  or  at  any  time  when  I  was  in  there. 

The  Chairman.  My  recollection  of  Mr.  Terrell's  testimony  on  that 
point  is  that  he  tiiinks  Senator  Smith  eame  in  after  Mr.  Havemeyer 
had  gotten  through  and  had  put  the  boxes  away.  Do  you  recollect 
who  were  there  when  Senator  Smith  came  in,  or  anything  about  it,  or 
the  circumstances;  what  was  said  by  him  or  anybody  elsef 

Mr.  Eeed.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Smith  in  evening  dress  f 

Mr.  Eeeb.  I  can  not  tell  you.  I  do  not  remember  any  incident  of 
that  nature.  As  I  say,  I  never  heard  Senator  Smith  discuss  the  sugar 
question. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  told  us  of  your  business  there,  and,  of 
course,  that  ought  to  be  an  answer  to  the  question  I  put  to  you.  Are 
you  in  any  way  a  stock  broker  or  banker  f 

Mr.  Reed.  No,  sir;  in  no  way. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  Senator  of  the  United  States 
engaged  in  sx)eeulation  in  sugar  certificates  or  stock,  or  whatever  they 
can  Uiemf 

Mr.  Bebd.  I  have  no  knowledge  whatever  on  that  point.  I  have 
never  had  reason  to  suppose  that  anyone  did. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  in  the  Capitol,  or  any  room  of  the 
Senate  wing  of  the  Capitol,  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill,  just  before 
or  just  after  or  about  the  time  that  the  bill  was  reported  from  the 
Finance  Committee,  with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Terrell,  Mr.  Ben  LeFevre, 
and  others  f 

Mr.  Beed.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  here  about  the  time  I  have  stated, 
with  anybody  in  the  Capitol,  or  any  committee  room  of  the  Senate, 
waiting  for  the  schedule  to  be  made  upf 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  do  not  know  that  I  was  ever  inside  of  this  building  on 
Sunday.  I  certainly  have  not  been  inside  of  it  on  Sunday  since  this 
cession  began. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  in  any  committee  room  with 
the  gentlemen  named,  or  with  others  interested  in  the  sugar  schedule, 
awaiting  the  action  of  the  Finance  Committee  or  of  the  subcommittee 
of  that  committee  ? 

Mr.  Beed.  Awaiting  their  action? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Beed.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  before  the  Finance  Committee 
or  any  subcommittee  in  this  Capitol? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  not — not  at  this  session. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  been  before  at  other  sessions? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  think  I  have.  I  have  been  before  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  of  the  House  during  previous  sessions. 

The  Chairman.  About  your  own  interests? 

Mr.  Beed.  About  my  own  interests,  and  no  other.  I  have  nevei 
i^eared  for  any  other.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  ever  appeared 
before  the  Finance  Committee.    I  certainly  have  not  at  this  session. 

The  Chairman.  Were  yon  at  Senator  Brice's  house  on  any  occasion 
when  Senator  CaflTery  and  Senator  White  were  there,  and  Mr.  Have^ 
meyer.  Senator  Gorman,  and  Senator  Hill? 

Mr.  Bebd.  I  never  met  Senator  White;  I  do  not  know  Senator  White. 
I  never  met  Mr.  Havemeyer  in  Senator  Brice^a  lioxifie*    l\^^^\i^«^^ 
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very  frequent  visitor  at  Senator  Brice's  hoase.    I  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  going  there  very  frequently. 

Senator  Davis.  Were  you  there  on  any  evening  when  Senator  Hill 
and  Senator  Gorman  were  present  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  called  in  there  one  evening,  I  think  as  Senator  Hill 
was  going  out  the  door. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  ago  was  that! 

Mr.  Beeb.  a  long  while  ago. 

The  Chairman.  This  springf 

Mr.  Beed.  Very  early. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  very  early  in  the  eveningt 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  early  in  the  consideration  of  the  sugar  schedole 
by  the  Senate,  or  the  tariff  bill  by  the  Senate  at  least.  I  could  not  say 
what  month.  I  can  not  fix  the  date,  as  I  am  in  the  habit  of  going 
there  very  often.  1  went  into  Senator  Brice's  library.  I  found  Senator 
Caffery  there  and  no  one  else,  as  I  remember. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Mr.  Havemeyer  there  on  that  occasion  f 

Mr.  Bebd.  No,  sir;  I  never  saw  him  inside  Senator  Brice's  door. 

Senator  Davis.  While  you  were  here  in  the  interest  of  yotir  busi- 
ness were  you  advocating  the  specific  or  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  uniformly  advocated  an  ad  valorem  duty,  always 
since  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  the  present  sugar  schedule  now  in  the  Senate  bill, 
as  proposed  by  tiie  subcommittee,  in  accordance  with  the  view«  you 
advocated,  the  general  lines? 

Mr.  Bebd.  The  question  of  how  much  duty 

Senator  Davis.  I  am  not  talking  about  amounts,  but  the  general 
line  of  the  present  measure  that  is  before  the  Senate,  so  far  as  it  has 
gone  and  been  adopted,  has  it  been  in  accordance  with  the  views  yon  _ 
have  been  advocating? 

Mr.  Beed.  Except  that  I  have  advocated  a  larger  differential  duty 
on  sugar  above  16. 

Senator  Davis.  With  that  exception,  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
views  you  have  been  advocating  here? 

Mr.  Beed.  The  ad  valorem,  without  any  regard  to  what  it  should  be. 
If  there  is  to  be  a  duty,  1  have  been  advocating  it. 

Senator  Davis.  And  in  accordance  with  the  views  of  the  other  gen- 
tlemen whose  views  are  similar  to  those  advocated  by  you  in  regard  to 
your  own  interest? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  should  think  so.  There  have  been  differences  of  opinion 
between  the  managers  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  and 
myself  on  those  points. 

Senator  Davis.  Those  x>oints  you  have  detailed? 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir;  the  amount. 

The  Chairman.  Is  the  present  schedule,  which  I  understand  to  be 
40  per  cent  and  a  differential  of  an  eighth  of  a  cent  per  pound,  is  that 
the  duty  advocated  by  you  in  the  sugar  interest? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  can  hardly  say  it  is  advocated,  because  we  have  hoped 
for  better  treatment. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  amount  demanded  as  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  your  interest? 

Mr.  Bebd.  I  have  said  that  that  at  least  was  absolutely  necessary. 

Senator  Davis.  That  you  wanted  more  on  those  lines? 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir.  This  is,  of  course,  giving  in  my  judgment 
poorer  treatment  to  this  industry  than  almost  any  other  received  in  the 
bill.  Of  course  that  is  a  mat^t  oi  o^iuvou^  because  I  am  not  familiar 
with  the  others  as  I  am  w\\i\  my  <>^Tv^^\i^  ^js^Wn^^  \si^  ^^'^k^  mtereBts— ^ 
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Senator  Davis.  Did  you  advocatetherepealof  the  bounty  upon  sugarf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  never  had  anything  to  say  upon  that  question. 

Senator  Davis.  Had  you  any  conference  with  the  Louisiana  Sena- 
tors in  regard  to  this  question  f 

Mr.  Eeed.  The  only  time  I  have  ever  met  one  of  the  Louisiana 
Senators  was  the  evening  I  referred  to  when  I  happened  to  call  on 
Senator  Brice. 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  Senator  OafFery! 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  saw  Senator  Caflfery  there  without  any  previous 
arrangement.    I  had  no  knowledge  of  his  being  there. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  confer  with  him  about  this  sugar  question 
on  that  occasion  f 

Mr.  Eeed.  Very  little  was  said.    He  left  very  soon  after  I  came  in. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  may  possibly  repeat  some  questions  that  have 
already  been  asked,  as  I  have  not  been  present  during  the  whole  of 
your  examination.  You  are  a  member  of  the  firm  of  ^ash|  Spalding 
&Oo. 

Mr.  Bebd.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  they  are  sugar  refiners  f 

Mr.  Eeed.  They  are  sugar  refiners. 

Senator  Lodge.  They  are  not  members  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
iug  Company! 

Mr.  Eeed.  No,  sir;  they  are  not  members  of  the  American  Sugar 
Eelining  Company. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  run  in  competition  with  them  or  in  harmony 
with  themf 

Mr.  Eeed.  We  are  competitors.  There  is  no  harmony  in  the  sense 
of  being  any  agreements  of  any  kind  between  them  and  ourselves.  It 
may  be  proper  for  me  to  say  that  the  firm  of  Nash,  Spalding  &  Co.  is 
and  has  been  for  a  very  long  time  very  considerable  owners  of  the 
stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company.  I  say  that  because  I 
do  not  want  there  to  be  any  misapprehension  about  my  position.  But 
it  is  not  that  ownership  in  any  sense  that  prompts  me  to  be  here.  I 
can  sell  that  ownership  between  now  and  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock,  if  I 
iK'ish  to,  and  get  out  of  it;  but  I  can  not  sell  my  refinery  nor  my  busi- 
ness; nor  can  I  transfer  it  to  Cuba  or  Canada,  as  I  should  have  to  do. 
If  you  have  free  raw  and  free  refined  I  can  not  pursue  my  business  in 
this  country.  You  can  not  take  a  refinery  up  and  transplant  it  some- 
where else. 

Senator  Lodge.  But  the  interests  you  have  advocated  here  are  ruin 
to  the  sugar-refining  industry  f 

Mr.  Eeed.  Yes,  sir;  what  would  be  ruin  to  me  would  be  ruin  to  them, 
naturally. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understood  you  to  say  when  I  first  came  in  that 
you  had  not  seen  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  in  regard  to  it? 

Mr.  Eeed.  Not  collectively.  I  said  before  you  came  in  that  I  had 
called  on  two  or  three  of  them.  Separately  I  have,  but  I  have  not 
9'Ppeared  before  the  committee  nor  a  subcommittee  as  such. 

Senator  Axlen.  You  say  the  name  of  your  firm  is  Nash,  Spaulding 
&  Co. 

Mr.  Eeed.  Tes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  is  your  refinery! 

Mr.  Eeed.  In  East  Cambridge.    Our  place  of  business  is  in  Boston. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  more  than  one  refinery  f 

Mr.  Eeed.  Only  one. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  refineries  are  there  in  t\i^T3Ti\\i^dL^\a^j^%\ 
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Mr.  Beed.  I  could  not  answer  that  question  offhand;  I  do  not 
know.  Outside  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  the  so- 
called  trust,  there  are  four  that  1  tliink  of,  what  ^re  called  independent 
refineries;  that  is,  that  are  in  no  way  connected  with  the  trust,  ao  fBi 
as  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  are  they  located  and  what  are  their  names! 

Mr.  Heed.  There  is  one  in  Brooklyn,  Mollenhauer  is  the  name.  I  do 
not  know  the  style  of  the  house.  There  is  one  in  Yonkers.  There  is 
the  McCann  in  Philadelphia,  and  our  own  house. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  these  others  that  you 
have  named  hold  any  stock  in  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Gompanyf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  firm,  however,  holds  considerable  stock  f 

Mr.  Beed.  We  have  quite  an  amount  of  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Ckim- 
pany  to  be  capitalized  at  how  many  millions  1 

Mr.  Beed.  About  $75,000,000,  or  $37,000,000  of  each  class  of  stock 
at  present.  The  authorized  amount  is  $76,000,000  of  the  two  classes 
of  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  What  are  those  two  classes  of  stock? 

Mr.  Beed.  Preferred  and  common. 

Senator  Allen.  Please  explain  as  briefly  as  you  can  the  difference 
between  preferred  and  common  stock. 

Mr.  Beed.  The  preferred  stock  can  receive  no  more  than  7  j^er 
cent  per  annum.  The  dividends  that  may  be  declared  on  the  common 
are  uncertain — according  to  what  the  profits  of  the  business  may  be. 

Senator  Allen.  The  preferred  stock  is  guaranteed  stock f 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  it  is  not  guaranteed;  it  is  preferred.  It  is  cnmu- 
lative  preferred  stock  and  the  dividend  is  accumulative. 

Senator  Allen.  And  whenever  you  go  beyond  7  per  cent  the  com- 
mon stock  takes  that,  if  there  is  any  lefb? 

Mr.  Beed.  That  is  the  idea. 

Senator  LrNDSAY.  And  as  much  as  there  is  leftf 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  This  stock  is  subject  to.be  suddenly  retiied  or 
increased? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  so  understand;  I  think  not.  . 

Senator  Allen.  It  can  be  retired  or  increased  by  the  mere  caprice 
of  some  officer  of  the  company,  can  itf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  can  not  give  a  legal  opinion  on  that  subject,  but  my 
impression  is  that  it  can  not  be  increased  or  dinunished  except  by  a 
vote  of  the  shareholders. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  speaking  now  about  whether  or  not,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  it  is. 

Mr.  Beed.  It  has  never  been  done,  and  I  assume  it  can  not  be  with- 
out a  vote  of  the  shareholders. 

Senator  Allen.  What  do  you  understand  to  be  the  meaning  of 
*^ bubble  stock!" 

Mr.  BsBD.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  heard  the  expression,  have  you  notf 

Mr.  Beed.  Of  ''bubble  stock!" 

Senator  Allen.  Of  "bubble  stock.^ 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have.  It  does  not  convey  any 
meaning  to  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  it  convey  the  idea  that  certain  stock  is  used 
upon  the  markets,  the  tL\ictu«Ai\i^  mwckets^  to  creatie  a  conditioii  of 
flactuationl 
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Mr.  Eeeb.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  yon  a  dealer  in  stock  of  any  Mndf 

Mr.  Bbed.  Koy  sir;  except  as  a  buyer  of  them  sometiniea. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  it  all  paid-np  stock* 

Mr.BsED*  Thisf 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes. 

Mr.  Eeed.  What  do  yon  meanf 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  this  all  paid-np  stock, 

Mr.  Reed.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Part  of  it  is  bonus  f 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir;  when  it  was  originally  created. 

Senator  Allen.  What  portion  of  the  $75,000,000  of  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company's  stock  is  paid  up? 

Mr.  Beed.  Those  qnestions  I  could  not  undertake  to  answer.  The 
officers  can  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  What  portion  of  this  stock  does  your  firm  holdf 

Mr.  Beed.  Quite  a  considerable  amount  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  mean  the  exact  number  of  dollars,  but  rela- 
tively what  proportion  of  it! 

Mr.  Bebd.  It  is  a  small  proportion,  naturally,  of  the  aggregate 
amount. 

Senator  Allen.  Probably  two  or  three  millions,  or  moref 

Mr.  Beed.  I  should  not  care  to  say  how  much  of  it  we  own.  I  say 
^e  own  a  considerable  amount. 

Senator  Lodge.  Not  a  controlling  interest! 

Mr.  Beed.  By  no  means.  I  am  informed,  but  I  will  not  vouch  for  it, 
that  there  are  in  New  England  about  4,500  shareholders,  owning  about 
(30,000,000  of  stock. 

Senator  Lodge.    How  long  has  your  firm  owned  this  stock! 

Mr.  Beed.  We  have  owned  it  since  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  was  incorporated. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  your  firm  one  of  the  incorporators! 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  it  has  never  had  anything  to  do  with  its  man- 
agement. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  the  idea  of  your  firm  purchasing  and 
holding  stocks  of  the  American  Sogar  Befining  Company! 

Mr.  Beed.  We  thought  we  would  rather  own  that  than  Atchison  or 
Union  Pacific,  or  railroad  stocks  in  general. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  had  a  surplus  revenue  invested  in  railroad 
stocks  and  transferred  that  to  sugar-refining  stocks! 

Mr.  Beed.  We  had  some  money  or  capital  to  invest,  and  we  bought 
that. 

Senator  Lodge.  When  was  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company 
established  or  incorporated,  as  nearly  as  you  can  tell! 

Mr.  Bebd.  I  do  not  know  the  date. 

Senator  Lodge.  About  what  year! 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know  what  year;  I  can  not  answer  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  Probably  three  or  four  years  ago! 

Mr.  Beed.  I  should  say  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  you  members  of  the  old  trust  which  was  dis- 
solved! 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  never.    We  have  always  been  independent. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  you  if  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  was  not  created  and  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  New 
Jersey  after  the  passage  of  the  so-called  McKinley  act  of  1890! 

Mr.  Beed.  That  I  could  not  say. 
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Senator  Allen.  What  is  yonr  best  recollection  as  to  thatf 

Mr.  Beed.  My  impression  is  that  the  company  was  incorporated 
after  the  passage  of  that  bill,  or  that  kind  of  law,  but  I  am  not  so  cer- 
tain about  it.    I  do  not  carry  those  dates. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  old  trust  was  dissolved  after  the  decision  of  the 
court  of  api)eals  of  New  York  against  the  legality  of  the  old  trust 
which  was  formed  in  1887,  and  that  trust  was  dissolved  and  Uiis  new 
company  was  formed,  is  not  that  itf 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  state  if  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  has  recapitalized  since  its  formation — ^the  present  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company  1 

Mr.  Bekd.  They  have  added  to  their  capital. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  did  that  occur,  and  what  was  the  addi- 
tion f 

Mr.  Beed.  The  addition  voted  by  the  shareholders  was,  I  think, 
$25,000,000.  It  was  $50,000,000  when  originally  incorporated,  half  of 
each  class  of  stock,  but  the  date  of  that  addition  I  can  not  give  you. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  paid  into  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  $25,000,000  of  additional  money  as  an  addition  to  its  stock, 
or  was  this  $25,000,000  of  additional  stock  what  is  commonly  known 
as  watered  stock  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  think  there  was  money  paid  in  for  the  $25,000,000, 

Senator  Allen.  Would  that  stock  be  classified  as  what  is  commonly 
known  as  watered  stock  f 

Mr.  Beed.  If  that  is  what  you  mean  by  watered  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  a  corporation  is  capitalized,  for  instance,  at 
$50,000,000,  and  its  plant  has  grown  so  valuable  that  its  stockholders 
believe  it  will  float  a  stock  of  $25,000,000  more,  and  $25,000,000  more 
are  issued  without  the  payment  of  any  additional  money,  that  I  under- 
stand to  be  watered  stock,  as  is  commonly  known.  Now,  was  this  stock 
of  this  character  1 

Mr.  Beed.  This  addition  may  have  been  an  addition  warranted  by  a 
surplus,  by  an  increase  of  value  of  their  plant,  and  by  reason  of  the 
large  amount  of  money  that  had  been  spent  on  them  and  by  moneys 
that  had  been  earned  and  not  divided. 

Senator  Allen.  But  whatever  they  call  it,  there  was  no  additional 
money  put  into  the  corporation  when  this  stock  was  issued  f 

Mr.  Beed.  The  shareholders  were  not  asked  to  pay  for  the  $25,000,000 
of  stock. 

Senator  Allbn.  And  they  were  not  paidf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  think  that  is  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  any  limitation  as  to  the  recapitalisatioii 
of  this  corporation  f 

Mr.  Beed.  The  shareholders,  I  think,  would  regulate  that. 

Senator  Allen.  I  mean  outside  of  the  mere  caprice  of  the  share- 
holders f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  been  acting  in  perfect  harmony  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company  in  relation  to  this  legislation,  have 
you  not! 

Mr.  Beed.  There  has  been  no  special  want  or  harmony. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  ever,  before  coming  here  this  winter  to 
look  after  your  legisl;ative  interests,  conversed  with  the  members  of  the 
American  Sugar  KefiniTig  Company  as  to  what  plan  was  to  be  punned 
with  reference  to  this  bi^> 
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Mr.  Beed.  I  have  not  discassed  the  plan  with  anybody. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  been  in  New  York  recently! 

Mr.  Bbeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  have  seen  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  the  ofBcers  ci 
that  trust  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  I  have  not  seen 
Mm  since  he  was  in  Washington  here. 

Senator  Alien.  Who  are  the  officers  of  the  American  Sngar  Befln- 
ing  Company  f 

Mr.  Beed.  H.  O.  Havemeyer  is  president,  and  John  E.SearleSi 
treasurer.    They  are  the  most  active  officers. 

Senator  Allen.  Give  me  the  names  of  the  others,  please. 

Mr.  Beed.  Theodore  A.  Havemeyer  is  vice-president.  The  directors' 
names  in  full  I  can  not  give  you. 

Senator  Allen.  What  relation  does  Mr.  Cord  Meyer  bear  to  the 
American  Sugar  Beflning  Company  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  not  the  slightest  knowledge;  I  do  not  know 
him. 

Senator  Allen.  What  relation  does  Mr.  H.  L.  Terrell  hold  with  that 
company? 

Mr.  Beed.  None  that  I  know  o£  I  have  no  knowledge  on  that  sub- 
ject. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  had  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill 
before  the  Senate,  this  tariff  bill  which  came  to  the  Senate  on  the  2d 
of  February  last,  any  consultation  with  any  of  the  officers  of  this  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Befining  Company  with  reference  to  what  should  be  done 
here  in  Washington  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  talked  with  them  often  about  the  bill;  about  the 
sugar  schedule  often. 

Senator  Allen.  Whatwasthe  substanceof  the  conversation  between 
you  and  these  officers  upon  that  matter  1 

Mr.  Beed.  The  chief  substance  of  my  conversation  was  to  say  that 
if  this  could  not  be  improved  we  would  have  to  find  some  other  busi- 
ness to  engage  in. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  come  here  to  act  in  harmony  with  the 
representatives  of  that  corporation  in  shaping  or  forming  the  sugar 
achedule  of  this  billf 

Mr.  Beed.  Have  I  come  for  that  purpose? 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Beed.  I  came  here,  as  I  said  before,  to  act  for  myself  and  in  my 
own  ways. 

Senator  Allen.  The  sugar  refiners  of  this  country  are  all  acting  in 
harmony  with  reference  to  the  sugar  schedule,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know  that.    There  is  no  conflict  between  them. 

Senator  Allen.  If  there  is  no  conflict  between  them,  then  there  must 
be  harmony;  is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  Beed.  Perhaps  by  inference. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  you  understand  what  I  mean,  ^ow^  you 
have  had  consultations  with  different  representatives  of  the  different 
Bugar-refining  interests.  You  have  had  consultations  with  reference 
to  the  presentation  of  their  case  before  the  Finance  Committee  and 
Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  Congress,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  talked  with  them.  I  have  had  no  special  confer- 
ence.   I  never  met  them  together  in  my  life. 

Attoator  Allen.  Is  it  not  true  that  each  sugar-rofining  oomyaoj  of 
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the  United  States  has  or  has  had  a  representative  in  Congress  here  in 
Washington  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill  before  Congress t 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  can  not  say  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  met  some  of  them,  have  you  notf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  met  Mr.  Searles  here. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Searles  has  been  here  all  winter,  has  he  nott 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  can  not  say  that. 

Senator  Allen.  A  bigger  portion  of  the  time,  at  least  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  can  not  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  understand  from  Mr.  Terrell,  or  from  any 
other  source,  what  Mi*.  Terrell's  business  was  heret 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  what  his  business  was. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  means  of  knowing,  have  youf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  not  inquired  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing f 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  it  did  not  interest  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  in  a  general  way  what  his  business  isf 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  that  he  has  any  special  business. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  him  to  be  a  broker  in  Wall  street,  doyoa 
notf 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  I  do  not.  I  know  he  sometimes  buys  stocks.  At 
least,  he  says  he  does,  and  I  think  he  does. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  him  to  be  interested  in  the  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company,  do  you  notf 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  What  other  person  or  persons  besides  Mr.  TerreU 
or  Mr.  Searles  and  yourself  have  represented  any  interest  in  the  sugar 
refining  business  in  this  city  this  winter  f 

Mr.  Beed.  I  saw  here  some  time  ago  Mr.  Howell  and  another  part — 
ner,  whose  name  I  do  not  remember,  of  the  firm  of  B.  H.  Howell,  Son. 
&  Company,  who  represent  as  agents  the  MoUenhauer  Befinery  and.  111 
think,  the  honkers  Befinery. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  consult  or  talk  with  them  in  regard  to  this^^ 
schedule  f 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir;  in  a  general  way  only. 

Senator  Allen.  And  there  has  been  harmonious  action  on  your  part^ 
and  upon  the  part  of  Mr.  Searles  and  these  other  gentlemen  f 

Mr.  Beed.  They  have  pursued  their  own  line  of  conduct  or  argument> 
and  I  have  my  own  independent  of  theirs. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  made  any  agreement  to  present  a  certaii^ 
class  of  arguments  in  the  interest  of  all  of  you,  just  as  the  Wool^ — 
growers'  Association,  as  I  understand,  of  which  Mr.  Lawrence  is  presi^ — 
dent,  represents  the  interests  of  the  woolgrowers  of  the  United  States^ 

Mr.  Beed.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  agreed  to  present  anything. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  what  Senator  Allen  means. 

Senator  Allen.  No;  that  is  not  what  I  mean.  I  mean  this:  Whil^ 
you  may  have  had  no  express  agreement,  you  all  tacitly  acted  upoO^ 
the  same  general  line  of  representing  the  refining  interest  before  th^ 
different  committees  of  Congress  f 

Mr.  Beed.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  have  acted  on  only  one  linoh* 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  have  consulted  from  time  to  time  with  re£^ 
erence  to  this  sugar  schedule,  have  you  notf 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  so.    It  is  a  very  natural  thing  to  do. 

Senator  Allen.  What  line  of  argument  did  you  gentlemen  agree^ 
either  expressly  or  by  common  consent^  to  pursue  with  the  diffioron^ 
committeest 
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Mr.  Eeed.  I  never  agreed  to  any  line  of  argament  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  go,  in  company  with  either  of  these 
other  gentlemen,  to  any  meiober  of  Congress  or  any  Senator  upon  the 
Bubject  of  sagarf 

Mr.  Beed.  I  should  say  not.  I  think  in  every  instance  where  I  have 
visited  any  membei  of  the  Senate  I  have  gone  alone. 

Senator  Allen.  This  committee  is  charged  with  the  duty 

The  Chairman.  Letme  ask  him  this  question.  Were  you  notpresent, 
or  were  you  present,  at  Senator  Camden's  room  on  one  occasion  with 
Mr.  Havemeywf 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  have  never  been  in  Senator  Camden's  room»and  I  have 
not  the  honor  of  his  acquaintance. 

Senator  Allen.  This  committee  is  charged,  as  you  know,  by  a  res- 
olution of  the  Senate  with  inquiring  into  the  connection  that  Senators 
may  have  had,  or  the  sugar  trust  may  have  had,  in  influencing  legisla- 
tion and  making  contributions  to  the  funds  of  the  Eepublican  and 
Democratic  campaign,  and  also  into  the  subject  of  Senators  specula- 
ting in  this  sugar  stock.  You  are  familiar  with  those  resolutions,  are 
you  not? 

Mr.  Reed.  I  saw  them  some  time  ago.  1  do  not  remember  them 
exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  our  purpose  to  get  at  the  truth,  if  we  can. 

Mr.  Eeed.  Certainly. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  whether  any 
Senator  has  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  last  two  or  three 
months! 

Mr.  Eeed.  Certainly  not. 

Senator  Allen.  None,  whatever? 

Mr.  Eeed.  None,  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  informed  by  anybody  that  Senators 
have  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  t 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  have  not  been  informed  by  anybody  that  I  thought 
would  be  able  to  give  me  any  information.  I  have  read  newspaper 
reports. 

Senator  Allen.  Outside  of  what  you  read  in  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  Eeed.  No,  sir;  not  outside  of  that. 

S^iator  Allen.  Do  you  associate  with  persons  who  would  be  likely 
to  know  of  these  things! 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  do  or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  consulted  by  any  United  States 
Senator  during  the  last  three  or  lour  months,  or  since  the  last  of  Feb- 
ruary, whether  in  your  judgment  stocks  would  rise  or  fall! 

Mr.  Eeed.  No,  sir;  I  never  advised  any  member  of  Congress  at  any 
time  to  buy  or  sell  this  stock  or  any  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  United  States  Senator  approached  you 
expressing  a  purpose  to  assist  him  to  buy  or  sell  these  stocks  in  any 
form! 

Mr.  Eeed.  No,  sir;  not  one. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  contributions  that  were  made 
by  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  or  any  of  these  refining 
interests  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Eepublican  or  Democratic  party 
in  1892! 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  by  any  member  or  officer  of  any  of  these  com* 
paoiesi  directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  interest  of  the  refining  business! 
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Mr.  Eeed.  I  do  not.  I  have  said  bere  already  that  I  have  been  per- 
sonally a  contributor  to  the  Democratic  party  for  a  great  many  years 
in  a  modest  way,  and  I  expect  to  do  so  as  long  as  I  remain  a  member 
of  it  and  can  afford  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  heard  that  part  of  your  answer. 

Mr.  Eeed.  That  is  the  only  contribution  which  I  have  made  to  the 
Democratic  party. 

Senator  Allen.  What  part  of  the  argument  did  you  use  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  in  the  interest  of  refined  sugar  f 

Mr.  Reed.  No  argument.  I  never  used  any  argument.  I  presented 
facts  and  figures. 

Senator  Allbn.  What  did  you  say  to  them  or  any  of  them  with 
reference  to  your  idea  or  the  idea  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  as  to  what  the  sugar  schedule  of  this  bill  should  bet 

Mr.  Reed.  I  have  simply  given  facts  and  figures  in  regard  to  the 
business  and  made  statements,  but  I  have  not. presented  a  schedule  to 
anybody. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  ever  presented  in  writing  a  schedule  to 
any  of  them  f 

Mr.  Eeed.  Never. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  ever  outlined  verbally  a  schedulef 

Mr.  Reed.  Never. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  the  general  features  of  what  you  think  the  bill 
should  be? 

Mr.  Reed.  I  have  always  advocated  an  ad  valorem  <lu1y,  because 
from  my  knowledge  of  the  sugar  business  I  know  it  to  be  the  only 
honest  way  of  collecting  the  revenue. 

Senator  Allen.  State  why  you  know  it  to  be  the  only  honest  way. 

Mr.  Reed.  Because  there  is  no  chance  for  a  fraud  with  an  ad 
valorem  duty  on  a  great  staple  like  sugar,  the  market  value  of  which 
is  known  in  every  producing  country,  and  is  known  by  not  less  than 
25  people  in  the  city  of  New  York  daily,  and  you  can  as  easily  under- 
value it  as  you  can  wheat  and  no  easier. 

Senator  Allen.  If  its  valuation  is  placed  upon  the  shipping  bill  it 
is  very  capable  of  detection,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  Reed.  I  think  not;  but  if  there  is  any  fradulent  valuation  by 
the  shipper  the  evidence  remains  always  and  can  be  obtained  in  the 
files  of  the  custom-house. 

Senator  Allen.  Suppose  you  go  to  Germany  to  buy  four  or  five  or 
more  cargoes  of  sugar  there  and  ship  it  to  this  country  to  the  vendors 
of  this  sugar,  and  they  should  give  you  a  shipping  bill  at  hsJf  its  actual 
value.  Could  you  not,  if  the  ad  valorem  duty  was  imposed  upon  that 
bill,  get  your  sugar  in  here  for  half  of  what  it  wast 

Mr.  Reed.  No  sane  man  in  the  business  would  attempt  tlMt. 

Senator  Allen.  It  could  be  done,  could  it  noti 

Mr.  Reed.  Yes,  sir;  and  as  readily  found  out  as  it  wa»  done.  It 
could  easily  be  done  in  fabrics,  where  the  factory  ships  all  of  its  own 
fabrics  to  this  country,  and  on  which  there  is  no  generoJlly  known 
market  value. 

Senator  Allen.  What  argument  did  you  make  to  the  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  about  the  subject  of  this  difierential  tar  in  the 
present  bill  t 

Mr.  Reed.  The  representations  I  made  when  asked  about  that  were 
that  that  was  an  indispensable  requisite  for  the  life  of  the  busioafi^  in 
this  country. 
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Senator  Allen.  You  are  an  experienced  man  and  an  exi)ert  in  this 
business.  What  difference  is  there  beti¥een  the  differential  tax  of  the 
McKinley  act  and  that  of  the  Wilson  bill,  as  it  now  stands  amended  in 
the  Senate  f 

Mr.  Eebd.  The  McEanley  bill  on  the  refining  industry  gives  a  very 
much  larger  amonnt. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  difference  f 

Mr.  Beed.  That  is  something  I  shall  have  to  make  a  calculation  on. 
We  have  not  worked  under  an  ad  valorem  tariff*,  and  I  could  not  give 
that 

Senator  Allen.  Gould  you  take  a  piece  of  paper  and  figure  itf 

Mr.  Seed.  No,  because  I  would  have  to  go  to  the  refinery  to  do  that. 

Senator  Alubn.  Will  you  give  us  that  before  this  examination 
closes,  and  we  get 

Mr.  Beed.  I  could  only  give  my  opinion  about  it. 

Senator  Alubn.  Some  calculation,  then,  would  have  to  be  madef 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  that  the  sugar-refining  companies  can  not 
live  without  a  tax  of  this  kindt 

Mr.  Beed.  I  say  that  the  sugar-refining  companies  can  not  live  with 
firee  raw  and  refined  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  Why! 

Mr.  Beed.  Because  it  costs  no  more  to  bring  into  this  country, 
whether  there  is  a  duty  or  it  is  free,  1  ton  of  granulated  sugar  than 
1  ton  of  unpurified  sugar.  Pure  sugar  costs  no  more  to  bring  here 
for  freight  and  very  little  more  for  insurance  than  it  does  to  bring 
raw  sugar,  containing  anywhere  from  75  to  95  per  cent  of  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  Ninety-five  per  cent  is  pretty  nearly  pure  sugar. 

Mr.  Beed.  It  is  not  pure  sugar.  In  my  judgment,  the  refiners 
abroad  can  do  their  work  a  great  deal  cheaper  than  we  can — ^for  a  great 
deal  less. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  not  true  that  sugar  is  refined  on  a  greater 
scale,  with  finer  grades  of  machinery,  and  with  greater  facOity,  m  this 
country  than  in  any  other  country  in  the  world  t 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  not  lefined  on  a  greater  scale, 
because  our  country  consumes  a  very  large  amount  of  sugar,  but  I 
know  of  no  machinery,  no  patented  appliances  or  anything  of  that 
nature,  that  is  not  available  to  the  refiner  in  any  country. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  true,  do  you  think,  that  the  cost  of  refining  raw 
sugar  per  pound  is  less  in  this  country  than  in  any  other  country  in 
the  world  t 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  believe  it  is  greater.  As  I  said  before, 
the  cost  of  refilling  one  hundred  pounds  of  sugar  has  always  been  one  of 
tbe  secrets  of  the  business.  It  has  been  secret  between  one  refiner  and 
another.  And  I  do  not  know  exactly  what  it  costs  any  refiner  to  refine 
one  hundred  pounds  of  sugar,  either  here  or  an3rwhere  else. 

The  Chaibman.  You  could  not  give  the  labor  cost  per  pound,  either 
here  or  there  f 

Mr.  Beed.  The  only  way  would  be  to  measure  it  by  the  price  paid  in  the 
different  countries  for  the  same  class  of  labor;  but  the  actual  labor  cost 
of  turning  out  the  same  general  thing,  I  believe,  is  less  abroad  than  here, 
and  I  also  supposed  it  to  be  true,  and  believe  it  to  be  so,  that  the  grade 
of  labor  there  is  generally  lower  than  here. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  can  only  give  us  the  labor  cost  of  your  own 
refinery,  and  are  not  able  to  give  the  labor  cost  of  any  other,  because 
that  is  one  of  the  secrets  of  the  business! 

Mr.  Beed.  In  other  wordSj  the  American  Sugar  'B>e&xmi^  Qorn^^s^ 
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would  not  tell  me  if  I  asked  them  what  it  cost  thera  per  hundred 
pounds  to  refine. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  going  to  put  you  this  question,  Mr.  Beed: 
How  long  have  you  been  in  this  business? 

Mr.  Keed.  I  have  been  in  the  sugar  business  all  my  lifetime. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  regard  yourself  as  an  expert  in  refining^ 

Mr.  Keed.  No,  sir;  because  I  only  alluded  to  that  part  of  the  refining 
business  known  as  the  commercial  side  of  it.  I  am  not  a  practical 
refiner. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  had  refiners  under  jeou,  and  have  had  all 
your  life,  and  are  familiar  with  the  details  of  the  business;  you  do 
not  refine  with  your  own  hands,  but  with  the  hands  of  other  men? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  go  into  the  refinery,  and  do  not  know  anything 
about  running  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Out  of  every  hundred  dollars  of  benefit  arising  to 
the  refining  interests  through  this  system  of  taxation  to-day  I  will  a^ 
you  what  portion  goes  to  the  man  who  performs  the  work — ^the  lalxurt 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure. 

Senator  Allen.  In  your  best  judgment  what  portion! 

Mr.  Beed.  I  could  not  tell  you.  Having  no  data  upon  the  subject 
I  should  not  want  to  assert  anything. 

Senator  Allen.  Gan  you  inform  yourself  upon  that  subject  to-day 
and  get  back  here? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  would  not  undertake  to  say  I  could  do  itt 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  averse  to  doing  itt 

Mr.  Beed.  Kot  in  the  least. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  do  not,  then,  have  means  in  your  power,  fhroagh 
some  person  in  your  employment,  to  arrive  at  the  resultt 

Mr.  Beed.  It  is  hardly  a  computable  thing. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  4,590  shares  of 
the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company's  stock  are  held  in  New  Eng- 
land? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  been  informed,  and  I  believe,  that  there  were— 
that  is  to  say,  two  or  three  months  ago— over  4,500  flAoreholders  in 
New  England. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Shareholders? 

Mr.  Beed.  Shareholders  owning  over  thirty  millions  of  the  stock. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  entire  stock  is  less  than  seventy-five  millions? 

Mr.  Beed.  A  little  less,  but  for  your  purposes  it  is  just  as  well  to 
put  it  at  that.  I  do  not  know  exactly.  I  know  that  not  quite  all  of  it 
has  been  issued. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know,  or  have  you  any  means  of  know- 
ing, where  the  remainder  of  that  stock  is  held? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  presume  it  is  held  all  over  the  country.  I  do  not  know. 
I  have  no  means  of  knowing. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  have  heard  it  said,  or  some  reference  in  a  gen- 
eral way,  that  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  represents  about 
80  per  cent  of  all  capital  invested  in  refineries  in  tiiie  United  States. 
Do  you  know  anything  about  that? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  not  know  what  the  exact  percentage  in  the  American 
is,  because  the  outside,  so  called,  or  independent  refineries'  production 
has  been  increased  in  the  last  year  or  two.  That  would  naturally 
reduce  the  percentage  of  the  other. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Were  you  here  in  1890  when  the  McKinley  bill  was 
pending! 
Mr.  Beed.  I  was  here  aom^  ol  \)[i<b^\si^   lli&ye  always  come  here 
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myself^  preferring  to  come  and  represent  my  own  interest  and  present 
my  own  ease  rather  than  employ  anybody  else  to  do  it  for  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Were  the  representatives  of  the  other  refining 
interests  here  at  the  same  timet 

Mr.  Beed.  I  think  they  were — several  of  them.  I  think  the  records 
of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  at  that  time  will  show  that  quite  a 
number  of  them  were  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  They  had  a  hearing  before  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  t 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  it  yonr  recollection  that  the  bill  as  it  passed 
tbe  House  put  raw  sugars  on  the  free  list  and  gave  40  cents  on  the  10^ 
pounds  to  the  refiners! 

Mr.  Beed.  At  that  time? 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  the  time  it  passed  the  House  of  Bepresenta 
tives. 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  not  remember  that  it  was  increased  in  the 
Senate  from  40  to  60? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  remember  what  the  changes  were  in  the  Senate. 
I  could  not  tell  you  now.    Really  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  the  sugar  refin- 
ers had  hearings  before  the  Senate  Gommittee  on  Finance? 

Mr.  Keed.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Tou  do  not? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  remember  whether  they  did  or  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Were  you  before  that  committee  in  1890? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  remember  whether  I  was  before  the  Finance 
Committee.  The  record  will  show  if  it  had  hearings.  I  do  remember 
going  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  but  I  do  not  remember 
now  whether  I  appeared  before  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate 
or  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  speak  to  any  Bepresentatives  or  Senators 
individuaUy  when  you  happened  to  meet  them  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Beed.  Undoubtedly,  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  remember  which  Senators  you  did  confer 
with  in  the  interest  of  the  sugar-refining  people  in  ISpO? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  talked  several  times,  I  think,  with  Senator  Aldrich 
about  it,  as  he  was  prominent  at  that  time  in  tariff  matters^  and  I 
should  say  with  others;  1  do  not  remember,  now,  whom. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  remember  Senator  Aldrich? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  remember  him,  because  we  have  been  friends  for  many 
years. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  he  then  conversant  with  the  supposed  needs 
and  demands,  or  claims,  or  requests  of  the  sugar-refining  people? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  think  he  had  a  good  knowledge  of  their  needs, 
because  he  was^  in  early  life,  brought  up  in  a  business  which  gave  him 
a  knowledge  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  And  sugar  refining? 

Mr.  Beed.  Not  sugar  refining,  es]3ecially  but  the  sugar  business 
generally. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  the  character  of  the  arguments  addressed  to 
Senators  in  1800  different  from  the  character  of  those  which  have  been 
addressed  to  them  during  this  Congress? 

Mr.  Beed.  No.    I  never  used  but  one  kind — the  pr^ft^wl^AAGTi  fA 
Ikcts,  and  there  never  was  any  Senator  who  de^Qdaiiyt]l;im^\svvXi\i&^^' 
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Seuator  Lindsay.  Were  the  sugar-refiners  satisfied  with  the  duties 
laid  by  the  McEinley  bill  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Eeed.  The  sugar-refiners  at  that  time  were  in  a  very  peculiar 
condition.  It  was  a  very  radical  change,  and  I  remember  very  well 
saying  to  those  with  whom  I  talked  that  I  could  not  tell  for  my  part 
whether  it  was  reasonable  or  not.  It  was  an  entire  inovation  in  the 
business.  It  was  a  new  basis  to  work  upon  from  any  that  we  had  been 
on  before,  and  nobody  could  tell. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  soon  was  it  discovered  that  it  did  aflford 
adequate  protection  to  the  refiners? 

Mr.  Heed.  Within  a  year. 

Senator  LoDas.  The  sugar  schedule  went  into  effect  on  the  Ifit  ot 
April,  1891. 

Senator  Lindsay.  After  the  1st  of  April,  1892,  it  had  been  demon- 
strated that  the  protection  was  adequate? 

Mr.  Eeed.  I  should  say  so. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  are  a  sugar  importer  as  well  as  refiner  t 

Mr.  Ebed.  I  never  was  an  importer  of  refined  sugar  at  any  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  whether  any  re&ed  sugar  has  been 
imported  since  the  McKinley  bill  went  into  effect? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  would  have  to  refer  to  the  statistics  to  answer  that 
question.  I  think  there  has  been  some,  but  I  do  not  imagine  any  large 
quantity. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  was  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Gom 
pany's  stock  increased  $26,000,000? 

Mr.  Reed.  I  can  not  give  you  the  day. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Wasn't  it  more  than  a  year  agol 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Some  time  early  in  1892? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  think  that  was  about  the  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  attracted  a  good  deal  of  newspaper  notioe, 
didn't  it? 

Mr.  Besd.  I  do  not  remember  about  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  wide  discussion? 

Mr.  Beed.  Newpaper  notices  with  regard  to  the  sugar-refining  busi- 
ness have  been  very  generous  for  a  long  time.  There  has  been  more 
misinformation  and  misrepresentation  in  regard  to  it  than  anything  I 
ever  knew. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Tour  impression  is  that  the  pending  bill  gives  a 
great  deal  less  protection  to  sugar  refining  than  the  McEinley  bill? 

Mr.  Beed.  There  is  absolutely  no  question  on  that  point,  in  my  judg- 
ment. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Will  you  furnish  the  data,  so  far  as  you  can? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  will. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  is  ad  valorem  on  raw,  witliout  reference  to 

Mr.  Beed.  It  does  not  give  any  material  differential,  but  it  does  give 
a  little,  very  small  differential,  and  in  order  to  ascertain  how  much  it 
would  be,  I  would  have  to  know  what  the  cost  of  manofactore  was  on 
the  other  side. 

Seuator  Allen.  Mr.  Beed,  do  not  the  different  sugar-refining  com- 
panies of  the  United  States  agree  with  one  another  as  to  the  territory 
in  which  they  sell  their  producM 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  I  will  say  to  you,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  that  our  product  is  principally  sold  in'  Kew  England,  bat  by  no 
agreement  or  understanding.  The  American  Sugar  Refining  Compaoy 
has  a  very  large  refinery  in  Boston,  and  of  coarse  they  are  oompetiiig 
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in  that  territclry,  bat  we  have  tot  years  sold  onr  product  principally  in 
New  England.  Oar  inethods  of  sales  are  different  from  theirs.  We  sell 
oar  product  chiefly  to  the  retail  groeers  in  small  lots  of  20  barrels, 
which  they  are  not  so  eager  to  do,  perhaps.  Our  object  in  doing  that 
lias  been  to  take  care  of  andcont»*ol,  as  far  as  we  are  able  to,  the  home 
trade. 

Senator  Allejx.  The  price  of  the  same  grade  of  sagar  manufactured 
by  you  or  any  other  of  these  other  refining  companies  is  the  same? 

Mr.  Ebed.  Very  little  difference  for  the  same  grade.  The  New 
York  market  makes  the  price,  as  it  always  has,  for  the  refined. 

Senator  Allbk.  The  price  is  really  made  by  the  American  Befining 
OompanyT 

Mr.  Beeb.  It  has  always  been  made  by  the  market  wliich  had  the 
largest  producing  power,  whether  in  their  hands  or  in  the  hands  of  a 
dozen* 

Senator  Ali^bic.  That  is,  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company? 

Mr.  Bbed.  Yes;  it  has  always  been  New  York,  because  that  is  the 
largest  market. 

The  Chaibmak.  The  largest  market,  as  distinguished  from  the 
largest  producers? 

Mr.  Beed.  The  largest  market,  without  any  regard  to  whether  the 
producing  power  in  that  market  is  represented  by  one  corporation  or 
a  dozen.  Just  as  you  say  the  Chicago  wheat  market  coutrols  the 
wheat  market  in  this  country.  London  makes  the  price  of  sugar  for 
the  world.  New  York  makes  the  price  of  refined  sugar  in  the  United 
States. 

Senator  Allen.  The  question  was  this,  whether  the  territory  of  the 
United  States  is  not  divided  to  some  extent  among  the  sugar  refining 
companies  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Bbed.  No;  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  not  true  that  no  one  undertakes  to  sell  iu  the 
Pacific  States  except  Mr.  Claus  Spreckels  ? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not  see  how  anybody  can* 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  sell  there. 

Mr.  Bbed.  We  never  did. 

Senator  Allen.  How  far  West  do  you  sell? 

Mr.  Beed.  We  sell  very  little  West,  because  our  aim  is  to  sell  prin- 
cipally in  New  England. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  sell  in  Cliicngo? 

Mr.  Bbed.  Principally  in  our  home  market  in  New  England. 

Senator  Axlbn.  What  percentage  of  your  product  is  sold  in  New 
England  and  on  the  Atlantic  coast? 

Mr.  Bbed.  Our  product  for  years,  probably  90  per  ceut  of  it,  has 
been  sold  in  New  England. 

Senator  Allen.  Juid  the  othier  small  portion  of  it  so  far  West  as 
Chicago? 

Mr.  Beed.  Yes;  we  endeavor  to  sell  all  in  New  Mugland. 

Senator  Allen.  How  far  South  do  you  sell  your  product? 

Mr.  Beed,  We  sell  as  far  South  as  Atlanta,  a  very  small  proportion. 
Our  aim  is  to  sell  in  New  England. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  not  true,  either  by  express  agreement  or  by 
common  consent,  that  all  the  Pacific  States  are  turned  over  to  Mr. 
Spreckels'  product  of  sugar,  and  neither  the  American  Befining  Com- 
pany nor  you,  nor  any  other  refining  company  on  the  Eastern  seaboard, 
competes  in  that  market  with  their  sugars? 
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Mr.  Beed.  I  shonld  say  the  only  way  it  was  tamed  over  to  the 
refineries  of  the  Pacific  coast  was  by  the  physical  situation.  The 
Eocky  Mountains,  I  should  say,  attended  to  that  part  of  the  distribu- 
tion. 

Senator  AIjLEN.  Mr.  Beed,  it  is  no  farther,  nor  is  it  as  far,  for  you  to 
put  your  sugar  in  the  market  of  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
along  the  Missouri  Biver,  than  for  Mr.  Spreckels  to  put  his  sugars 
there.    It  is  not  as  far. 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  no  knowledge  as  to  the  distribution;  I  haven't 
the  slightest  idea  who  supplies  those  markets. 

Senator  Allen.  Those  points  are  not  halfway  across  this  continent. 
Why  are  not  the  sugars  of  the  American  Befining  Company  and  your 
sugars  put  into  that  territory  to  a  very  considerable  extent! 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  told  you  why  ours  are  not  put  there,  and  I  did 
not  know  until  you  made  the  statement,  that  the  sugars  of  the  Ameri- 
can Befining  Company  do  not  go  there.  I  have  no  knowledge  upon  that 
subject. 

Senator  Allen.  Speaking  of  the  Pacific  States;  those  along  the 
Bocky  Mountains  and  west  of  the  Bocky  Mountains  I  understand  are 
practically  devoid  of  competition. 

Mr.  Beed.  That  fact  I  did  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  you  know  of  no  arrangement,  direct  or 
indirect,  about  division  of  the  territory  t 

Mr.  Beed.  Absolutely  none.  I  have  never  been  a  member  of  one, 
or  invited  to  be  one,  and  I  would  not  consent  if  I  were. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  may  state  if  you  know  of  any  arrangement  by 
which  any  sugar-refining  company  in  the  United  States  obtains  sys- 
tematic drawbacks  on  freights  from  railroad  or  other  transportation 
companies. 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not.  I  know  that  we  have  not  been  able  to  get  any, 
although  we  have  tried  to;  I  mean  for  several  years  past.  I  have 
endeavored  to  the  best  of  my  ability  to  fijid  out  if  there  have  been  any, 
and  have  never  had  any  trace  of  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  United  States  Senator  or  Bep- 
resentative  in  Congress,  or  any  ofiicer  of  this  Oovernment,  who  owns 
any  sugar  properties,  stocks,  or  bonds,  or  is  a  stockholder  in  any  of 
these  companies? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  no  knowledge  upon  the  subject. 

Senator  Allen.  And  have  no  means  of  ascertaining! 

Mr.  Beed.  None  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  Senator  or  Bepresenta- 
tive  who  is  or  has  been  the  counsel  of  these  companies,  or  any  of  them, 
under  pay  from  the  companies  for  their  services! 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  mean^  of  knowing? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  have  not.  I  can  only  say  that  I  have  never  employed 
any,  and  never  desired  to. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  concerted  effort  of  any  sort  on 
the  part  of  any  of  these  refining  companies  to  purchase  the  sugar  crop 
of  this  season  in  the  South  or  elsewhere  to  hold  in  anticipation  of  the 
taking  effect  of  this  sugar  schedule  in  January  next? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  anything  that  has  occurred  of  that 
kind? 

Mr.  Beed.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  youlsTLO^  ^\i^ther  any  effort  is  being 
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Mr.  Bbeb.  Kone,  whatever,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  company  is  not  contemplating  iti 

Mr.  Beed.  Certainly  not. 

Senator  Allsn.  Is  not  engaged  in  itt 

Mr.  Beed.  Certainly  not.  In  my  judgment,  it  is  physically  imx>os- 
sible  to  lock  up  six  months'  supply  of  sugar  in  this  country  and  keep  it 
without  advancing  the  price  far  beyond  what  the  price  would  be  taking 
the  present  price  of  these  raw  sugars  plus  the  duty.  In  my  opinion,  it 
would  creat  a  famine. 

Senator  Allen.  If  an  advance  in  sugar  be  the  consequence  of  the 
bill  taking  effect  in  January  next,  would  a  purchaser  of  sugar  be  liable 
to  hold  his  sugar  t 

Mr.  Beeb.  He  might  do  that,  but  it  does  not  seem  probable.  If  the 
price  goes  up  as  I  have  indicated|  he  will  sell  his  sugar  before  that  day 
arrives. 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  O.,  Jume  ISy  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjourment. 

Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

8W0BV  TB8TIM0HT  07  HBHBT  0.  HAVEKETEBb 

The  Ohaibman.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  what  is  your  full  namet 

Mr.  Havemsyeb.  Henry  O.  Havemeyer. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  business! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  am  president  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company,  misnamed  ^^  trust." 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  your  residence? 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  reside  at  Greenwich,  Conn. 

The  Chairman.  And  your  aget 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  am  46. 

The  Chaibman.  I  will  ask  you.  first,  Mr.  Havemeyer^  in  regard  to 
some  statements  in  a  letter  pubUsned  in  the  Philadelphia  Press  in  the 
issue  of  May  14, 1894^  signed  ^^  Holland."  In  that  article  I  find  the 
following,  which  I  will  read: 

The  public  did  not  know  nntU  after  the  election  of  1892  that  the  corporation 
which  18  commonly  known  as  the  sugar  tmst  had  ever  taken  any  active  intereBt  in 
politics.  Like  every  great  corporation  which  has  reason  to  apprehend  or  desire  leg- 
islation, it  had  been  so  made  up  that  men  claiming  to  be  Democrats  and  others 
claiming  to  be  Republicans  were  prominent  in  its  management.  It  was  precisely  in 
that  condition  wnich  Ji^  Gtoula  once  confessed  himself  always  to  be  in.  It  had 
Republican  influence  for  Republican  service,  and  it  iiad  Democratic  anchors  cast  out 
to  nold  the  Democratic  party.  On  the  whole,  however,  the  sugar  trust  was  a  Demo- 
cratic association.  The  two  Havemeyers  were  always  Democrats.  Cord  Meyer,  Jr., 
was  not  only  a  Democrat  by  inclination,  but  had  been  a  practical  politician.  He 
was  long  associated  with  the  Cleveland  faction,  but  when  Mr.  Cleveland  betrayed 
that  faction  into  the  hands  of  Tammany  HaU,  Mr.  Me^er,  instead  of  resenting, 
accepted  a  Tammanv  nomination  for  secretary  of  state  of  New  York. 

John  £.  Searles,  the  craftiest,  smoothest,  most  diplomatic,  and  men  have  said  the 
oiliest  member  of  this  association,  an  energetic  and  enthusiastic  Sonday-sohool  super- 
intendent, a  man  with  a  wondernil  capacity  for  concealing  purpose,  not  by  silence, 
but  by  speech,  had  been  of  vague  Republican  association.  It  was  through  Mr. 
Searles  that  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  campaign  were  able  to  obtain  some  finan- 
cial aid  from  the  sagar  tmst.  Mr.  £.  C.  Benedict  was  not  actively  engaged  in  the 
management  of  the  trust,  although  his  interests  were  with  it  to  a  consv^«nSA«  «^kXasbX»^ 
ind  it  has  been  the  belief  that  "he  has  been  one  of  those  who  ^ofite^  fp«ad^  Vl 
its  qppoTtuniti0&  for  MpeonlAtUuu 
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In  the  flummer  of  1892,  after  Mr.  Clevelend's  nomination,  Mr.  Benedict,  Ifr.  Hm*- 
meyer,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and  one  or  two  others,  had  a  conversation,  either  in  Green- 
wich or  upon  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  in  which  the  sugar  interests  were  earnestly  dis- 
cussed, and  those  interested  as  affected  by  the  situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
particularly  analyzed.  There  is  no  doubt  now  that  at  this  meeting  there  were 
planted  the  seeds  of  the  policy  developed  by  Mr.  Cleveland  after  he  ^came  Presi- 
dent toward  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  At  that  time  and  subsequently  there  oame  about 
understandings  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  friends  of  nis  which,  if  they  could 
ever  be  fully  exposed,  would  explain  completely  that  miserable  and  strangely 
nnreasonable  Hawaiian  incident. 

In  those  paragraphs  which  I  have  read  it  is  charged^  among  other 
things,  that  you  were  present  in  the  summer  of  1892,  arter  Mr.  Gleve- 
land's  nomination,  with  Mr.  Benedict,  either  on  his  yacht  or  in  conver- 
sation at  Greenwich,  consulting  about  the  sugar  interests  as  they  were 
affected  by  the  situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  What  have  you  to 
say  about  thati 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  any  such  meeting  between  you  and  Mr.  Cleve- 
land and  Mr.  Benedict^  or  any  other  persons,  take  place,  in  which  the 
situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands,  as  affecting  sugar  interests,  was  dis- 
cussed? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No. 

The  GHAiBHAif.  When  Mr.  Edwards,  the  author  of  this  article,  was 
examined  about  this  article,  he  says  he  made  a  mistake  in  saying,  in 
the  summer  of  1892,  after  Mr.  Gleveland's  nomination,  and  that  he 
meant  in  the  summer  of  1893.  Did  any  such  meeting  occur  between 
the  parties  named^  Mr.  Gleveland,  Benedict,  and  yourself,  or  Mr.  Cleve- 
land and  others,  in  which  the  Hawaiian  Islands  and  their  influence 
upon  sugar 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir;  no  such  meeting  ever  took  place. 

The  Ghaibman.  The  other  charges  or  statements  which  I  have  read 
are  very  vague,  but  I  will  ask  you  about  them.  They  are  more  by  way 
of  innuendo  than  direct  statements;  that  the  sugar  trust,  socalled,  of 
which  you  are  an  o'fficer,  is  organized  with  reference  to  its  influence  on 
the  two  great  parties  of  the  day,  the  Democratic  and  Bepublican. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  is  not  so. 

The  Ghatbman.  You  may  make  any  statement  in  regard  to  fhat^ 
although  he  says  it  is  on  the  whole  a  Democratic  association. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  My  statement  is  that  it  is  not  so. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  have  already  asked  you  about  the  conversation 
Mr.  Edwards  alleged  you  had  with  Mr.  Gleveland,  either  in  Greennnch 
or  on  the  yacht,  in  the  summer  of  1892  or  the  summer  of  1893.  Did 
you  ever  have  such  conversation  anywhere! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb,  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  Mr.  Gleveland  or 
in  his  company  in  my  life,  and  I  have  never  seen  the  man. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  have  never  seen  himt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  have  never  seen  Mr.  Gleveland,  either  in  'Sew 
York  or  elsewhere. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  that  you  have 
never  seen  Mr.  Gleveland  1 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  have  never  seen  Mr.  Gleveland. 

Senator  Davis.  You  do  not  know  what  he  looks  like,  except  from 
his  pictures! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Except  fipom  his  picture.  I  suppose  I  would  know 
him  if  I  saw  him.  Nor  have  I  ever  exchanged  a  word  with  Mr.  Bene- 
dict on  the  subject  of  sugar  or  any  other  business  matter  whatever. 

The  Ghaibman.  Tliete  U  ^^otlier  Mr  Havemeyer  oonnected  witt 
migar  reflningi 
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Mt.  Havemeyer.  My  brother,  Mr.  Theodore  A.  Havemeyer. 

The  Chairman.  Any  other! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  lie  in  the  country  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  He  is  in  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  Will  he  be  over  heret 

Mr.  HAVB3IEYER.  If  he  has  been  subpoenaed,  he  wilL 

The  Chairman.  Further  on  in  the  same  article: 

When  the  bill  was  before  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Sen- 
ate some  of  the  officers  and  managers  of  the  sn^ar  trnst  established  theraselves  in 
Washington,  being  in  New  York  a  part  of  the  time' and  in  Washington  at  frequent 
intervals.  Upon  one  occasion  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  hotel 
Mr.  Hayemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  *'Brice*s  Terrell,"  and 
one  othnr  man  whose  name  it  may  be  wortli  while  to  withhold  for  the  ]>re8ent.  At 
that  interview  Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  great  deal  of  indignation.  He  rebuked 
Senator  Brice  for  failing  to  secure  such  influence  in  the  Senate  as  the  sugar  people 
expected  him  to  secure.  *  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  bluntly,  almost 
brusquely,  what  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  to 
the  sugar  men  and  to  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule.  Senator  Smith  replied  that  he 
did  not  see  what  he  could  then  do,  but  he  said  there  was  always  this  consolation, 
that  if  they  could  not  secure  the  schedule  they  wanted  they  could  surely  defeat  the 
bill,  lenving  the  present  law  operative. 

What  have  you  to  say,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  so  far  as  you  are  concerned, 
in  regard  to  that  statement  of  Mr.  Edwards  T 

Mr.  HAVE3IEYER.  Some  time  in  March — I  have  no  clear  recollection 
about  the  time — I  was  in  Mr.  TerrelPs  room  at  the  Arlington  hotel 
when  Mr.  Brice,  Mr.  Smith,  and  Mr.  Eeed  were  present.  There  was 
nothing  at  that  interview  said  about  the  obligations  of  the  Democratic 
party  to  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company — ^you  may  call  it  sugar 
trnst,  I  presume,  for  short — :there  exist  no  obligation  between  them, 
and  there  was  no  mention  of  any.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  refer- 
ence to  any  obligation  on  the  part  of  Smith,  Brice,  or  any  one  i)resent. 

The  Chairman.  State  all  you  remember  as  having  occurred  at  that 
meeting,  how  it  came  about,  and  all  you  recollect  about  it. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  had  rooms  in  the  Arlington  Hotel,  and  was  in  my 
parlor  when  I  was  requested  to  come  to  Mr.  Terrell's  room.  I  proceeded 
thither,  and  found  him  and  Mr.  Brice  in  the  room,  and  Mr.  Terrell  said, 
"Here  is  an  opportunity  to  tell  one  of  the  Senators  what  you  know 
about  sugar."  And  I  sent  for  my  sample  sugars,  showing  the  different 
grades  of  raw  sugar  and  the  different  grades  of  refined  sugar,  exposed 
them  on  a  table,  and  delivered  a  lecture  to  Senator  Brice  on  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  What#ort  of  a  lecture,  generally! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  showed  Senator  Brice,  who  appeared  perfectly 
unfamiliar  with  the  sugar  question,  the  range  of  values  of  raw  sugar, 
commencing  at  2  cents  a  pound  and  running  up  to  3,  and  how 
indisi>ensable  all  those  grades  were  for  the  economic  manufacture  of 
refined  sugar,  and  spoke  of  the  different  grades  of  refined,  the  higher 
grades  of  refined  being  made  from  the  higher  grades  of  raw,  and  the 
lower  grades  of  refined,  the  poor  man's  sugar,  being  made  of  the 
lower,  and  it  not  being  i)ossible  to  make  them  out  of  the  higher  grades  of 
the  raw;  and  how  it  was  necessary  to  economy  in  the  manufacture  of 
sugar  that  the  dift'erent  grades  should  follow  each  other;  and  then 
how  specific  duties,  as  well  as  a  uniform  rate  of  duty,  would  affect  the 
sngar-refining  industry,  when  imposed  on  all  these  grades  of  raw 
sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  Specific! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  There  are  three  forms  of  duty.  If  theid\3Lt^\%\ 
cent  a  pound  on  all  sugar^  the  2-eeut  sugar  would  \>e  tax^e^Oi  5^  ^^x  ^^\i\k 
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and  the  3-cent  sugar  would  be  taxed  33^  per  cent,  so  that  it  is  easy  to 
see  that  this  would  be  a  discrimination  against  the  poor  man's  sugar, 
I  showed  him  how  any  attempt  to  adjust  specific  rates  on  the  ad  valo- 
rem principle  to  these  different  grades  of  sugar  would  discriminate 
between  the  grades,  particularly  &  the  specific  rates  were  all  between 
1  cent  per  pound  on  the  lowest  and  1.40  on  the  highest.  That  I  showed 
him  would  result  in  a  60  per  cent  duty  on  low-grade  sugar,  running 
down  to  40  per  cent  on  a  high-grade  sugar.  In  other  words,  the  dis- 
crimination was  against  the  article  which  supplied  the  poor  man  with 
sugar  and  against  the  article  on  which  the  greatest  amount  of  capital 
and  labor  is  employed  in  its  manufacture  and  the  cost  of  manufacture 
generally  is  exx>ended. 

The  Chairman.  Who  were  present  when  you  were  delivering  this 
exposition  of  the  matter! 

Mr.  Havemeter.  Brice,  Terrell,  and  myself  were  the  only  ones  pres- 
ent then. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  see  Senator  Smith! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  He  came  in  later,  after  the  whole  thing  was  over. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  said  after  he  came  in  in  regard  to  the 
sugar  matter! 

Mr.  Havemeter.  I  believe  some  illusion  was  made  to  the  wrangling 
Brice  and  Havemeyer  had  had  over  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Who  characterized  it  as  wrangling! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  you  had  been  having  a  wrangle  with  Mr. 
Brice  over  sugar! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Brice  and  I  got  hot  over  the  matter  before  we 
finished  it. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  way  and  on  what  account! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  said  something  about  the  Democratic  party  that 
he  took  umbrage  at,  I  thought. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  said! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  said  that  the  Democratic  party  were  put  into 
power  not  to  destroy  any  industry,  but  to  take  suitable  and  proper  care 
of  every  industry,  and  that  this  selection  of  the  sugar-refining  industry 
of  the  United  States  for  attack  was  infamous  as  a  party  proceeding. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  the  matter  about  which  you  had  what  you 
call  the  wrangling! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  the  matter  over  which  we  got  rather  hot. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  Mr.  Brice  have  to  say! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Brice  said  he  thought  the  Democratic  party  felt 
disposed  to  be  fair  about  the  matter,  but  did  not  appear  to  have  any- 
body who  would  shoulder  the  incubus  of  the  sugar  trust;  that  he  was 
not  particularly  interested  in  it,  as  it  was  not  an  industry  of  his  State, 
but  as  a  Senator  he  would  want  to  do  what  was  fair  and  right  in  the  mat- 
ter, and  would  like  to  hear  further  exposition  of  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  all  that  was  said! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  anything  said  at  that  timid  about  the  indebted- 
ness of  the  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  trust,  so-called! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  Mr.  Smith  came  in  you  referred  to  the 
wrangling  you  had  been  having  with  Senator  Brice  over  the  subject. 
What  else  was  said  in  Senator  Smith's  presence  about  sugar! 

Mr.  Havsmeyer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any. 
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The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  go  over  with  him  the  exposition  you  had 
made  with  Senator  Bricet 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  yon  speak  to  him  of  the  necessity  of  protection, 
as  you  thought  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Senator  Smith 
on  that  occasion  about  sugar! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir.  The  sugar  conversation  had  ceased  when 
he  entered. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  at  what  time  in  the  evening  it  wast 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  should  say  about  10  o'clock. 

The  Ghaibman.  Was  he  in  evening  dress t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  That  I  can  not  recall. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  else  were  present  during  that  evenlngt 

Mr.  Havemeteb,  Later  Mr.  Beed,  of  Boston,  came  in. 

The  Ghaibman.  Was  the  conversation  about  sugar  continued  after 
he  came  inl 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir.  There  was  no  talk  about  sugar  while 
Beed  was  there. 

The  Ghaibman.  What,  may  I  ask,  was  the  subject  of  the  conyersa- 
tion,  without  wishing  to  go  into  any  private  conversation  that  does 
not  relate  to  the  matter,  but  anything  that  is  germane  to  this  matter! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Nothing  that  I  have  any  recollection  of. 

The  Ghaibman.  Nothing  was  said  in  the  conversation  other  than 
what  would  occur  when  gentlemen  meet  that  way? 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir.    It  was  a  general  desultory  talk. 

The  Ghaibman.  Was  there  any  statement  made  by  you,  or  anybody 
else  there,  or  Mr.  Smith,  or  Mr.  Brice^  that  the  bill  would  be  beaten  it 
sugar  did  not  get  &ir  treatment! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  There  was  nott 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  on  that  occasion  turn  to  Senator  Smith, 
and  ask  him  bluntly,  brusquely,  or  otherwise,  what  he  was  going  to  do 
to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  to  the  sugar  men,  and  to 
secure  a  satisfactory  schedule  t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  On  any  other  occasion  did  you  ever  use  that  lan- 
guage to  himi 

lidS*.  Havemeteb.  I  never  did. 

The  Ghaibman.  Or  language  that  meant  thatt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir;  nor  had  any  relation  to  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  Senator  Smith  then,  or  any  other  time,  reply 
to  you  or  say  to  you  that  he  did  not  see  what  he  could  then  do,  but 
there  was  always  this  consolation,  that  if  they  could  not  secure  the 
schedule  they  wanted  they  could  surely  defeat  the  bill,  leaving  the  pres- 
ent law  operative! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  Further  on  in  the  same  letter  to  the  Philadelphia 
Press  there  is  the  following  statement: 

We  had,  upon  the  Sunday  before  the  biU  as  first  reported  was  sent  to  the  Senate, 
a  striking  illnstration  of  the  absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Dem- 
ocratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee.  That  was  an  all-day  and  half  the  night 
session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day.  In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  also,  im  the  wing  of  tha  Capitol,  wec6  \»ki<b  t«yx«B«ii\av- 


316  INVESTiaATION  OF  ATTEMPTO  AT  BBIBERT,  BTO. 

tiTes  of  the  sagar  traft.  There  were  Hayemeyer  and  Terrill  and  Meyer,  Ben  Le 
Fevre,  and  others.  These  men  sat  as  the  rulers  of  a  political  convention  sit,  in  a 
place  apart  and  yet  within  instant  oommunioation  of  tnose  who  are  to  act.  There 
were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  Finance  rooms  and  the  qnarters  oeonpied 
by  the  trust  all  day.  Everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the  point  of  satisf^g 
the  Louisiana  Senators.  Even  the  trust  had  realized  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
Democratic  party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely  be  two 
votes  against  the  bill.  It  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a  little 
and  taking  a  little. 

At  one  time  it  seemed  as  though  the  whole  negotiation  must  go  to  pieces.  Never 
was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  oonnicting  interesto  in  the  committee 
rooms  of  the  Capitol.  At  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caffery  drafted  a  sched- 
ule, Mr.  Havemever  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other  members  of  the  sugar 
trust  watching  tne  Senator  with  eyes  that  fairly  glittered,  so  one  Senator  who  saw 
that  spectacle  afterwards  reported.  It  was  the  crucial  moment.  When  Senator 
Caffery  had  finished,  the  su^ar  trust  read  his  draft,  reluctantly  accepted  it,  it  was 
taken  to  the  room  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  there  accepted,  the  victory  won 
and  the  original  draft  is  still  in  the  possession  of  the  committee  in  Caffery's  hand- 
writing and  with  the  approving  marks  of  the  sugar  trust  upon  it. 

Mr.  Havemeyer,  what  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  the  statements 
of  those  paragraphs) 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  There  is  not  a  word  of  truth  in  it. 

Tlie  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  in  the  Capitol  on  Sunday,  during 
the  day,  the  evening,  or  tiie  nighty  when  anything  like  what  is  there 
described  occurred  1 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir;  I  was  never  at  the  Capitol  on  Sunday. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  there  on  any  other  day,  when  anything 
like  what  is  here  described  occurred) 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  ever  here  sitting  in  a  room  in  the  Capitol 
with  Terrell  and  Meyer  Ben  Le  Fevre,  and  others^,  and  with  messen- 
gers running  back  and  forth  to  the  Finance  Committee  room? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  ever  present  in  the  Capitol,  in  the  Finance 
committee  room  or  any  other  room  of  the  Capitol,  when  Mr.  Caffery, 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  was  drawing  a  schedule,  and  you  were  looking 
over  his  shoulder? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  him  draw  a  schedule? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Or  anything  like  that  incident  stated  by  this  letter 
writer,  to  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Ben  Le  Fevre? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  ever  up  in  the  Capitol  with  him,  that  you 
know  of? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  you  ever  here  in  the  Capitol  with  Mr.  Terrell? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Where? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Idling  around. 

The  Chaibman.  Around  where? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Around  the  corridors,  the  gallery  of  ike  House 
of  Bepresentatives,  and  the  gallery  of  the  Senat^ 

The  Chaibman.  What  were  you  therefor? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Idling — sort  of  spectator. 

The  Celaibman.  You  were  here  as  a  spectatorl 

Mr.  Hatsmbysb.  Yea,  «k. 
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The  Ohaibman,  Were  you  here  in  the  Oapitol  building  with  Mr, 
Terrell  to  see  any  of  the  Senators  or  Eepresentatives  about  sugar. 

Mr.  Havemetbr.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghairhan.  Now,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  when,  during  the  present 
session,  did  you  first  eome  to  Washington? 

Mr.  Hayemetsb.  I  believe  it  was  early  in  March. 

The  Chairman.  Upon  what  business  did  you  comet 

Mr.  Hayemeter.  Matters  pertaining  to  the  interests  of  the  Ameri- 
ean  Sugar  Befining  Company. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  its  president! 

Mr.  Havemeter.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  came  here,  you  say,  on  matters  pertaining 
to  its  interests? 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  do  in  regard  to  its  interests,  and 
what  was  it  your  business  to  do,  if  you  had  business  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  HAYiiMEYER.  I  Selected  the  time  to  come,  to  go  before  the 
Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  on  my  arrival  in  WasMngton,  much 
to  my  astonishment,  I  found  that  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  had 
decided  not  to  hear  any  of  us. 

The  Chairman.  You  selected  a  time  to  eome  when  you  could  go 
before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee.  Upon  what  information  did 
you  make  that  selection? 

Mr.  Havemeter.  Upon  information  in  the  pajiers  that  the  bill  had 
passed  in  the  House,  had  gone  over  to  the  Senate,  and  been  referred  to 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  any  information  from  any  Senator  here  ? 

Mr.  Havemeter.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  From  any  one  here  who  informed  you  that  that  was 
the  proper  time  to  eome? 

Mr.  Havemeter.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  came  here,  <you  found  to  your  surprise 
that  they  were  having  no  hearings? 

Mr.  Havemeter.  They  had  decided  that  day  not  to  have  any  hear- 
ings. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  do  then? 

Mr.  Havemeter.  I  went  to  Senator  Vest  and  asked  him  if  a  hear- 
ing to  the  sugar  industry  could  not  be  granted. 

The  Chairman.  Was  Senator  Test  a  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee? 

Mr.  Havemeter.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  a  member  of  the  sub-Finance 
Gonunittee  likewise.  He  told  me,  ^^  No,  that  it  could  not  be  done,  that 
they  had  decided  that  day  to  have  no  public  hearings.'' 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  do  then  ? 

Mr.  Havemeter.  I  then  asked  if  he  would  be  kind  enough  to  hear 
me  in  reference  to  the  proper  form  of  duty  on  raw  sugar,  and  he  said 
he  would.  I  had  my  sugar  samples,  to  which  I  have  already  referred, 
with  mCj  and  opened  them  before  him,  in  his  house,  and  showed  him 
how  indispensable  it  was  to  the  sugar  refining  industry  of  this  country 
that  if  any  duty  was  to  be  assessed  on  sugar  it  should  be  under  the 
ad  valorem  system,  and  not  any  uniform  or  specific  rate. 

The  Chairman.  What  rate  did  you  propose  to  him  as  fair,  in  your 
opinion,  to  your  interest? 

Mr.  HAVEMETER.  On  raw  sugar? 

The  Chairiun.  On  the  whole  thing. 

Mr.  Havemeter.  I  opposed  any  duty  on  raw  sugar  ^\i^\fiSH^* 
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The  Ghaibman.  What  was  the  schedule  as  yon  proposed  U  to  him 
for  sugart 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  never  made  any  proposition  to  him  except  fliat 
if  a  specific  rate  of  1  cent  per  pound  or  a  uniform  rate  of  1  cent  per 
X>ound  was  to  be  the  duty  fixed  by  the  subcommittee  as  a  proper  one 
for  revenue,  that  he  would  fix  a  corresx>onding  rate  ad  vidorem;  the 
foreign  value  of  refined  sugar  being  3  cents,  of  course  this  ad  valorem 
rate  would  be  33^  per  cent. 

The  Ohaibman.  How  often  after  that  did  you  see  Senator  Vest  in 
regard  to  the  sugar  matter? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  saw  him  once  after  the  subcommittee  had 
reported  its  bill,  or  rather  after  the  full  committee  had  reported  its 
bill  to  the  Senate. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  that  the  only  time,  other  than  the  one  you  have 
spoken  of,  that  you  saw  Senator  Vest  in  regard  to  your  matters  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  was  the  subject  of  conversation  m  the  second 
interview! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  showed  him  how  the  specific  rate  reported  in 
the  Senate  Finance  Gommittee  bill  discriminated  against  tiie  lower 
grades  of  sugar,  and  made  an  appeal  to  him  to  have  the  corr6si)onding 
ad  valorem  rates  substituted  for  the  specific  ones. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  endeavor  to  show  him  that  any  diflGarential 
in  favor  of  refined  sugar  should  be  imposed) 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir;  at  the  &rst  interview. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  did  you  state  in  that  regard  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  told  him  that  it  was  indispensable  to  tite  sugar 
refining  industry,  if  it  were  to  exist  in  this  country,  tlmt  nAned  sugar 
should  receive  one-quarter  of  a  cent  differential. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  urge  that  in  the  second  interview  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I^o,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  mean  a  quarter  of  a  cent  per  x>oiiiid,  at 
specific,  or  the  equivalent  of  one-quarter  of  1  per  cent  ad  valorem  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Either.  I  stated  one-quarter,  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  stated  so  in  the  Wilson  bill^  and  l^at  any  change  from  that 
would  lead  to  a  certain  amount  of  criticism  that  it  had  been  increased. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  say  anything  to  Senator  Vest  on  either 
of  these  occasions  in  regard  to  ^e  Democratic  party  being  indebted 
to  the  sugar  interest) 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  never  did;  no,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  use  any  other  arguments,  or  make  any 
other  arguments  in  substance  than  tjiose  yon  have  already  indicated^  to 
himt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  amplified. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  substance,  I  mean. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Kot  in  substance;  no,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ever  make  any  contribution  to  13ie 
paign  fund  of  the  Democratic  party  in  consideration  of  any 
action? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  !No,  sir.  The  American  Sugar  BeflningOompany, 
or  the  sugar  trust,  never  made  any  conlribution  of  any  kind  to  the 
Democratic  National  Gommittee. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ever  make  a  contribution  founded  on  that 
consideration? 

Mr.  Haybmbysb,    liToi  sir;  nor  on  any  other  AA^g'i^iyatlmi. 
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The  Chairman.  What  other  member  of  the  Finance  Gommittee  did 
you  see  upon  the  occasion  of  this  first  visit  to  Washington! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  I  saw  Senator  Jones,  the  chairman. 

The  Chairman.  On  your  first  visit  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  see  himl 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  saw  him  at  the  house  of  Senator  Camden. 

The  Chairman.  How  came  you  to  see  him  there?  Just  state  to  the 
committee  all  about  the  meeting,  how  it  came  about,  at  whose  sugges- 
tion, and  what  occurred  at  it. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  is  my  impression  that  Terrell  told  me  that 
Senator  Jones  would  be  at  Senator  Camden's  house  in  a  short  time 
(this  was  at  breakfast;  we  breakfasted  together),  and  that  I  was  invited 
there  to  see  him.  I  am  not  sure,  but  that  is  my  impression.  I  went 
there  and  did  see  him. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  TerreU  said  you  asked  him  to  go. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  may  be.  But  whatever  transpired  that  led  to 
the  interview,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  transpired  that  morning  at  the 
breakfast  table  with  Terrell  being  present  with  me.  I  called  on  Sena- 
tor Jones  before  that. 

The  Chairman.  Where  1 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  At  his  house. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  himf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  did  not.    He  had  gone  to  the  Capitol. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  known  Senator  Camden  before  thisi 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Before  that  meeting  I  had  known  him. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  had  you  known  him? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  should  not  say  I  had  known  him  a  great  while. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  suggest  to  you  that  you  should  meet  Senator 
Jones  at  his  (Camden's)  rooms? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  Senator  Camden's  room,  with  reference  to 
the  Arlington? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Opposite  the  Arlington. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  went  over  there,  was  that  after  break- 

iSt.  in  the  forenoon? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  did  you  see  there? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  saw  Senator  Jones  and  Senator  Camden.  Mr. 
Terrell  accompanied  me. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  again,  can  you  recollect  now  who 
airranged  that  interview? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  what  occurred  at  the  interview,  as  nearly  as 
you  can  recollect,  the  substance  of  what  occurred  so  far  as  sugar  is 
concerned?    Was  that  the  business  about  which  you  went  over  t^ere? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  presume  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  i^Tow,  what  occurred? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  had  my  samples  of  sugar,  raw  and  refined,  with 
me,  and  showed  them  to  Senator  Jones,  showing  him  the  range  of  each, 
the  range  of  price,  range  of  quality. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  the  same  sort  of  statement  that  yon  had 
made  to  Senator  Brice  and  Senator  Vest,  and  have  spoken  to  us  about? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Precisely.  He  asked  me  some  questions  as  to 
what  percentage  of  labor  was  employed  or  shared  in  the  cost  of  t^^\>lycl*^ 
augar.    I  told  him  it  was  nearly  all  labor.    He  then.  ^^  \kdi\i  ^^d«^  ^^^ 
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the  labor  he  was  looking  for,  that  he  wanted  to  know  the  difference  io 
cost  between  the  actual  labor  employed  in  reHning  here  and  abroad. 
I  told  bim  I  should  estimate  that  at  an  eighth  of  a  cent.  He  then  asked 
me  what  percentage  of  first,  second,  and  third  grades  of  sugars  we 
could  get  Irom  common  raw  sugar.  I  told  him  it  was  imx)088ible  to 
answer  that,  because  sugar  was  bought  on  the  extractible  purity,  and 
that  the  refined  out-turn  was  calculated  upon  the  extractible  purity, 
and  there  was  no  way  of  determining  how  much  of  each  grade  of  the 
different  grades  of  refined  could  be  taken  out  of  any  grade  of  raw  sugar. 
He  appeared  to  be  rufflea  at  that,  and  packed  up  his  papers  and  said 
he  had  to  go  to  the  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  he  appeared  to  be  ruffled  at  your  statement 
that  there  was  no  way  of  ascertaining  accurately  what  was  the  extract- 
ible purity  of  sugar? 

Mr.  H AYEMEYEB.  He  appeared  to  be  ruffled  at  what  seemed  to  him, 
as  I  judged  it,  my  inability  to  specifically  answer  how  much  of  each 
grade  of  refined  sugar  could  be  obtained  out  of  any  common  raw  sugar, 
something  that  is  perfectly  impracticable  and  impossible  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  was  that  interview  f 

Mr.  Hatemeyer.  About  three-quarters  of  an  hour. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  that  Senator  Jones  seemed  to  think  that 
you  could  have  answered  it  if  you  had  desired? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  was  under  that  impression  from  his  manner.  I 
may  be  wrong. 

The  Chairman.  After  Senator  Jones  left  what  did  you  dot 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  left  also. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  continue  the  conversation  with  Senator 
Camden? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  N'o,  sir;  I  never  had  a  conversation  with  Camden 
on  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  use  with  Senator  Jones  any  other  argu- 
ment or  make  any  other  statements,  in  substance,  than  those  you  have 
related? 

Mr.  Havemeyer..  Not  in  substance. ' 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  to  Senator  Jones  about  the 
indebtedness  of  the  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  trust,  or  those  inter- 
ested in  sugar  refineries? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir.  No  such  indebtedness  exists,  and  I 
never  alluded  to  any  in  any  conversation  with  anybody  at  any  time. 

The  Chairman.  When  again  did  you  see  Senator  Jones,  if  you  did 
see  him? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  never  saw  him  again. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  the  only  occasion  you  met  Senator  Jones? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  meet  Senator  Mills,  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  tried  to  see  him,  but  did  not  succeed. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  member  of  the  committee  did  you  see 
during  your  visit  to  Washington  on  this  business? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No  other  members. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  Senators  did  you  see  on  this  basiness 
than  those  you  have  already  spoken  of? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  saw  Hill. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  see  him  and  how  often? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  At  his  rooms,  and  I  saw  him  twice.  I  saw  BxioeL 
Smith,  Jones,  Vest,  and  Caffery. 

The  Ohatkman,  Any  ol\i<es&^ 
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Mr.  Haysmbteb.  Ko;  I  tried  to  see  others,  but  did  not  saoceed. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  see  Senator  Whiter  of  Louisiana t 

lir.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Gorman  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  saw  Gorman  twice. 

The  Ch AiBMAN.  You  haYe  described  the  only  oocasion  when  you  saw 
Senator  Jones;  and  the  two  occasions  on  which  you  saw  Senator  Vest 
you  say  are  the  only  occasions! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  did  yon  see,  and  how  often  did  you  see,  Sen- 
ator BriceT  You  haYe  described  one  occasion  on  which  you  saw  him 
on  the  subject  of  sugar. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Ko  other  time. 

The  Chaibman.  Than  the  one  you  haYe  already  described  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  JSTo.   But  once— 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  recollect  an  occasion  when  you  were  sent 
for  to  come  to  his  house  in  the  CYeningt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Just  tell  all  you  recollect  about  thatt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  One  cYcning,  I  belicYe  it  was  about  7  o'clock,  I 
was  invited  to  come  to  Senator  Brice's  house. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  iuYited  youf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Senator  Brice  invited  me. 

The  Chaibman.  By  letter  or  note  to  you  directly,  or  in  some  other 
wayt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No.  The  invitation  came  direct,  and  Brice  asked 
me  to  call  around  and  have  a  talk  with  Senator  Caffery.  I  had  never 
met  Mr.  Caffery,  and  I  was  very  glad  to  go.  I  was  shown  into  Mr. 
Brice's  office,  and,  shortly  after,  Mr.  Oaffirey  came  in  and  talked  with 
me  about  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  and  I  told  him  what  I  had  to  say 
on  the  subject  of  sugar. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  recollect  very  distinctly  whether  Senator 
Caffery  came  in  after  you  or  was  there  before  you  camet 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  He  came  into  the  office  after  I  came. 

The  Chaibman.  What  other  Senators  were  there,  if  any  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Senator  Brice  escorted  me  to  the  office.  I  was 
announced  by  the  butler. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  any  other  Senators  in  the  office  I 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No  other  one  was  there. 

The  Chaibman.  Senator  Caffery  then  came  int 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Came  into  the  office. 

The  Chaibman.  He  came  in  firom  another  room  I 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Apparently. . 

The  Chaibman.  What  occurred  between  you  and  Senator  Oaffeiyt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  substance  of  what  I  have  already  testifled  to. 
as  what  took  place  on  the  subject  of  raw  and  refined,  between  myself 
Jones,  Vest,  and  Brice,  except  the  absence  of  the  samples.  I  endeav- 
ored to  show  him 

The  Chaibman.  That  is,  show  Senator  Caffery  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir:  that  it  was  to  the  advantage  of  Lou- 
isiana to  have  the  form  of  duty  ad  valorem,  irrespective  oi  what  the 
rato  was.  Mr.  Caffery  told  me  that  he  was  satisfied  his  people  wanted 
spedfle  rates.    That  is  about  the  substance  of  the  conversation. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  have  any  agreement  with  him,  so  far  as 
you  two  were  concerned,  as  to  any  rato  of  schedule,  ad  valorem  or 
specific  t 

21BBI 
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Mr.  Hayekeyer.  "No,  sir;  my  plea  was  that  no  matter  what  the 
late  was  agreed  upon,  it  ought  to  be  under  the  ad  valorem  system. 

The  Ohairman.  Hqw  long  did  this  interview  with  Senator  Oaffeiy 
last,  as  nearly  as  you  can  recollect  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Three-quarters  of  an  hour. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  leave  first,  or  did  het 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  left;  we  went  out  of  the  office  together,  but  he 
did  not  go  out  of  the  house  with  me. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  any  other  Senators  when  you  were 
there  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  !No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  the  only  occasion  you  met  any  Senator  at 
Senator  Brice'sT 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  never  met  any  Senator  at  Senator  Brice^s  on 
any  other  occasion  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  'So,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  Senator  Hill  therel 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Or  Senator  Gorman  there  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  this  after  the  meeting  which  you  first  described 
in  Mr.  Terrell's  room  that  you  had  this  meeting  with  Senator  Oaffeiy 
at  Senator  Brice's,  do  you  recollect! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  often  at  Senator  Brice's  house? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  was  never  there  but  that  once. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  have  said  you  met  fiim  on  another 
occasion  than  the  one  you  have  described  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  was  never  at  Brice's  on  the  subject  except  this 
once,  and  I  did  not  meet  him  then  on  the  subject,  but  at  his  request  to 
meet  somebody  else  on  the  subject  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  meet  Senator  Hill,  whom  you  say 
you  met  on  that  subject  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  called  on  Senator  Hill  at  his  room  at  the  ITor- 
mandie. 

The  Chairman.  At  whose  request! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  At  no  one's  request.  In  the  interest  of  my  com- 
pany. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  known  Senator  Hill  previously  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  often  did  you  call  there  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  called  there  twice. 

The  Chairman.  What  occurred  in  those  visits,  so  far  as  this  matter 
Is  concerned  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  went  over  the  same  subject  with  him^  in  sub- 
stance, without  my  samples,  and  wanted  him  to  take  some  active  inter- 
est in  securing  some  protection  for  the  American  sugar-refining  indus- 
try, and  likewise  in  the  event  of  it  being  determined  to  assess  a  duty 
on  raw  sugar,  that  it  should  be  assessed  under  the  ad  valorem  system. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  use  any  other  arguments  or  appeals  to  Sen- 
ator Hill  than  those  you  have  given  in  substance  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Except  that  the  industry  was  employing  a  large 
number  of  men  in  his  own  State,  and  that  he  ought  to  take  some  inter^ 
Inifc 
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The  Chairman.  Did  yon  remind  him  of  any  indebtedness  of  the 
Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  trust  or  industry,  or  to  the  individuals 
connected  with  it? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  you  have  stated,  did  you  mean  to  state  the 
subjects  of  conversation  at  both  interviews,  or  were  you  confining  your- 
self to  one,  the  first? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Only  the  first  interview. 

The  Chairman.  What  occurred  at  the  second,  when  was  it,  and  how 
long  after  the  first? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  After  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  had  reported 
the  bill  providing  for  specific  duties.  I  explained  to  him  the  discrim- 
ination in  it,  and  wanted  him  to  take  some  active  interest  to  have  it 
remedied. 

The  Chairman.  What  discrimination? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  discrimination  incident  to  assessing  duty 
under  specific  rates,  a  discrimination  of  from  25  to  30  per  cent  against 
low  grades  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  use  any  other  argument  than  statements 
and  explanations  of  that  kind  on  that  second  visit? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  agree  to  take  some  interest  in  it? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  decline  to  take  any  interest  in  it? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir.  I  can  tell  you  what  he  said,  if  it  would 
be  of  any  interest. 

The  Chairman.  That  would  be  a  good  way  to  get  at  it. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  He  said  he  was  dominated  by  other  interests  at 
the  moment.  I  think  at  the  first  interview  he  had  the  Peckham  mat- 
ter in  hand,  and  on  the  second  interview  he  had  the  income  tax  on  the 
l)rain.  I  felt  that  a  New  York  Senator  ought  to  be  big  enough,  besides 
these  side  interests,  to  have  the  interests  of  his  State  in  charge;  and 
my  visit  was  with  the  intention  to  have  him  take  an  active  interest  in 
an  industry  of  his  State  which  was  imperiled  by  Congressional  action. 

The  Chairman.  Both  of  these  visits  were  visits  that  you  voluntarily 
made  to  him  and  which  he  did  not  seek  from  you? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Precisely. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  a  Senator  firom  your  State? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  your  other  Senator? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Never  but  once,  and  then  not  on  the  subject  of 
sugar.  I  met  him  at  the  Pennsylvania  Eailroad  station  when  he  was 
checking  his  baggage.  I  was  introduced  to  him,  and  withdrew.  That 
is  all.  There  appears  to  be  such  significance  attached  to  interviews 
with  Senators  that  I  had  better  tell  what  occurred  on  such  occasions. 

The  Chairman.  Now  you  have  described  the  only  interviews  you 
lad  with  Senator  Hill,  and  you  say  that  you  have  given,  in  substance, 
4U1  that  you  recollect  of  the  conversation  at  those  interviews. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.    You  speak  of  meeting  Senator  Gormaiu 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  met  him  twice  at  his  house. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  those  meetings  come  abouti 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  went  there  of  my  own  volition. 

trhe  Chairman.  At  his  invitation  at  all? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  What  were  tbose  interviews  had  at  his  house  abontl 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  first  interview  was  in  substance  what  I  have 
said  transpired  with  other  Senators.  He  is  a  Senator  of  a  State  like- 
wise in  which  there  is  a  refinery,  and  I  thought  his  active  interest  should 
be  solicited  in  behalf  of  the  industry  that  was  imperiled.  The  second 
interview  was  after  the  Senate  had  reported  this  bill  providing  foi 
specific  rates. 

The  Chairman.  The  first  being  before t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  occurred  at  that  interview! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  told  him  exactly  how  it  operated;  how  it  dis- 
criminated against  certain  grades  of  sugar  and  in  favor  of  others. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  show  any  interest  in  what  you  said  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  thought  he  appeared  to  apprehend  the  whole 
subject,*  that  he  and  Senator  Brice  appeared  to  apprehend  the  subject 
better  than  anyone  else. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you,  in  either  of  those  interviews,  use  any  argu- 
ments, or  make  any  addition  to  your  arguments,  other  than  you  have 
described,  in  substance! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  ^o,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  to  Mr.  Gorman  about  the 
indebtedness  of  the  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  trust,  or  individuals 
connected  with  the  so-called  sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  did  Senator  Gorman  say  in  reference  to  your 
views  at  that  second  interview! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  You  mean  in  reference  to  the  report  by  the  Finance 
Committee! 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  He  was  surprised  at  the  discrimination  which  I 
pointed  out  to  him,  and  he  thought  that  any  classification  of  sugars 
should  be  free  from  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  seem  to  be  inclined  to  take  an  interest  in 
the  matter! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  considered  from  his  manner  that  he  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  he  was  opposed  to  that  schedule! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  he  was  opposed  to  any  schedule  that  dis- 
criminated in  any  way  for  or  against  a  particular  grade  of  raw  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  mentioned  the  name  of  Senator  Smith  as 
one  of  the  Senators  whom  you  saw  after  your  arrival  in  Washington 
and  while  you  have  been  here  in  regard  to  this  sugar  matter.  Where 
did  you  first  see  him! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  called  on  him  at  his  room  at  the  Normandie. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  him  before  the  time  at  which  you  saw 
him  at  Mr.  Terrell's  room  in  the  Arlington! 

Mr.  Havemeier.  I  believe  it  was;  I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  said  that  on  that  occasion  you  had  no 
conversation  with  him  about  sugar  interests! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  At  the  Arlington! 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No;  none  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  You  called  on  him  at  his  room  at  the  Normandie^ 
but  you  do  not  know  whether  it  was  before  or  after  that  occasion  ! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir.  I  went  over  the  same  ground  with  him 
that  I  have  already  testified.  He  is  a  Senator  of  a  State  in  which  there 
ia  a  large  refinery,  and  I  thought  he  ought  to  take  some  active  interest 
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towards  securing  a  nondiscrimmating  duty  on  raw,  and  suitable  pro- 
tection on  refined. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  use  the  same  arguments  to  him  that  you 
used  before  the  other  Senators! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Precisely. 

The  Ghairmak.  Did  you  make  any  other,  or  additional,  arguments 
to  himt 

Mr.  Hayemeyee.  l^one  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Except  the  matter  of  being  interested  as  a  Senator 
from  a  State  having  a  sugar  re  finery  T 

Mr  Havemeter.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  remind  him  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  Dem- 
ocratic party  to  the  sugar  trust  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  made  no  allusion  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  remind  any  Senator  of  indebtedness 
of  that  kind,  or  speak  of  indebtedness  of  that  kindt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  Or  authorize  anybody  else  to  speak  of  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  no  such  indebtedness  exists. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  that  was  the  first  occasion  that  you  saw  Sen- 
ator Smith.  How  often  did  you  see  himt  You  saw  him  at  Terrell's 
room  at  the  Arlington  on  the  occasion  you  first  spoke  oft 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Chairman.  How  often  did  you  see  him  there  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Once;  that  particular  occasion. 

The  Chairman.  The  occasion  which  you  have  already  particularly 
described  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Where  elsel 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  saw  him  again  at  his  room  after  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  had  reported  the  bilL 

The  Chairman.  What  out 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Sugar  in  particular.  I  made  the  same  statement 
as  to  the  discrimination  in  the  new  schedule,  and  how  it  would  operate 
on  the  sugar-refining  industry. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  he  respond  to  your  appeal  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  He  said  he  was  surprised  at  such  discrimination, 
and  he  would  look  into  the  matter  and  do  what  he  could  to  remedy  it. 

The  Chairman.  Anything  elseT 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Nothing  further,  in  substance. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  asked  you  in  regard  to  any  interview  you 
have  had  upon  this  business  of  sugar  refining  with  the  Senators  you 
have  named,  namely.  Vest,  Jones,  Hill,  Brice,  Smith,  Cafifery,  and  Gor- 
man. Are  there  any  other  Senators  with  whom  you  can  recollect  hav- 
ing had  any  interviews  in  regard  to  the  sugar-refining  industry  as 
affected  by  the  tariflF  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  do  you  know  Secretary  Carlisle! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  known  himt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Ob,  fifteen  years. 

The  Chairman.  You  knew  him  when  he  was  a  member  of  the  House? 

Mr.  Havemeyei^  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  he  was  on  the  Ways  and  Means  Committeet 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  he  was  a  member  of  the  Wa^^ 
■^nd  Means  Committee. 
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The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  see  liim  this  winter! 

Mr.  Havemeyee.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  About  the  matter  that  brought  you  to  Waahlngtont 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  often,  and  whent 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  My  first  visit  to  Secretary  Carlisle  was  at  his  hoase, 
about  the  time  I  saw  the  other  Senators,  on  my  first  visit  to  Washing- 
ton. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  came  about  the  first  of  March  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes.  I  came  for  a  day  or  two,  and  went  back,  and 
came  again. 

The  Chairman.  Your  first  visit  was  in  March  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  before  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  reported 
the  bill.  I  called  upon  him  to  ascertain  what  his  views  were  about  the 
administration  of  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar,  whether  he  thought  it 
could  be  efficiently  and  honestly  administer^.  His  reply  was  tlmt  he 
thought  it  could. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  in  favor  of  an  ad  valorem  duty  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  likewise  asked  him  if  he  did  not  agree  with  me 
that  the  ad  valorem  was  the  proper  one  upon  which  to  assess  the  duty 
on  raw  sugar,  if  there  was  to  be  a  duty.  He  said  he  did,  provided  the 
duty  was  to  be  a  moderate  one. 

The  Chairman.  What  else  occurred  at  this  first  meeting  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Well,  we  enlarged  upon  it,  but  nothing  in  sub- 
stance. 

The  Chairman.  The  interview  then  was  an  amplification  of  that 
topic  you  have  just  alluded  tot 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  any  other  topic  introduced,  or  anything  else 
said  in  regard  to  this  matter,  that  you  can  now  recollect  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  About  how  long  did  that  interview  lastt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Fifteen  minutes.    It  was  a  short  interview. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  at  his  office  in  the  Treasury  Department! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No;  it  was  at  his  house,  just  after  breakfast. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  see  him  again  T 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  called  around  at  the  Treasury  Department  one 
afternoon,  and  asked  him  the  same  questions.  I  was  very  much  con- 
cerned as  to  what  the  Treasury  Department  would  say  as  to  the 
administration  of  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  What  occurred  at  that  interview  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  He  said  he  had  not  changed  his  opinion,  that  the 
duty  could  be  properly  administered.  I  told  him  that  I  wanted  to  see 
Senator  Mills,  and  asked  if  he  would  kindly  give  me  a  letter  of  intro- 
duction. I  likewise  said,  if  I  may  say,  that  I  heard  Mr.  Mills  was  a 
rather  peculiar  man,  and  I  would  prefer  to  be  introduced  by  someone 
who  knew  him  well  than  to  venture  a  visit  without  introduction.  He 
said  he  would  send  Mr.  Mills  a  few  introductory  lines. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  give  them  to  you  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  he  sent  them.  He  was  busy  about  some- 
thing, and  I  withdrew. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  about  all  that  occurred  at  that  interview  t   ^^   * 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  all  that  occurred. 

The  Chairman.  When  did  you  see  him  again,  if  at  all  t 

Mr.  HAVEidEYER.  I  saw  him  at  his  house  after  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  had  reports  tti^  ^u^«ix  ^^li^dwile. 
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The  Ohaibman.  Yon  speak  of  seeing  him  again  at  his  house  after  the 
interview  at  his  office  when  he  wrote  ^e  lines  to  Senator  Mills, 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  time  in  the  day  was  that! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  was  in  the  morning. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  another  visit  in  the  momingt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir;  before  he  went  to  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  occurred  at  that  interview  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  showed  him  the  discrimination  against  the  dif- 
ferent grades  of  raw  sugar  in  that  specific  schedule. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  made  him  the  same  exposition  of  that  matter 
that  you  had  made  to  the  Senators  you  have  spoken  oft 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Precisely. 

The  Ohaibman.  Was  anything  else  said,  or  any  other  matter,  or  any 
other  phase  of  the  subject  talked  about T 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Nothing. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  say  anything  to  him,  or  he  to  you,  about 
the  indebtedness  of  the  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  interest  or  those 
connected  with  ItT 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  have  you  known  Senator  Briee 
before  this  winter! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  For  some  timet 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Well,  I  have  known  him  for  some  time.  I  could 
not  tell  exactly  the  length  of  time. 

Senator  Lodge.  For  some  years  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Not  for  some  years.    I  should  say  for  a  year  or  sa 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  he  an  officer  of  your  company? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Senator  Bricef  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  he  interested  in  your  company  in  any  way  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  is  not  a  stockholder? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  Would  you  be  likely  to  know  if  he  were  a  stodc- 
bolder  in  the  company  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  would  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  After  the  specific  schedule  was  reported  to  the 
Senate,  did  Senator  Brice,  when  you  presented  the  arguments  to  him 
Which  you  presented  to  all  these  Senators,  take  an  interest  in  it  and 
agree  with  you  that  it  ought  to  be  changed? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  have  no  recollection  of  seeing  Senator  Brice  on 
the  subject  after  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  made  its  report. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  he  favored  that  schedule  or 
opposed  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  his  action. 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Hill,  I  understood  you  to  say,  did  not  take 
«ny  interest  in  it. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  He  appeared  indifferent  about  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  I  understand  you  correctly,  that  Senator 
Smith  would  do  what  he  could  to  get  it  changed? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  He  said  he  would  see  what  he  could  do  to  hava 
those  inequalities  remedied. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  that  Senator  Gorman's  attitude  alsot 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  was,  as  I  understood  it. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Then  your  effort  with  all  these  Senators,  after  the 
first  bill  was  reported,  was  to  have  ad  valorem  rates  substitated  for 
specific  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  that  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Brioe  at 
Mr.  Terrell's  room,  in  which  yon  said  to  him  that  it  was  not  right  for 
the  Demooratic  party  to  destroy  the  sugar  indnstry,  that  was  after  the 
House  bill  had  passed,  putting  aU  sugars  on  the  free  listt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  before  the  Senate  committee  had  taken  any 
action  on  the  matter  at  all  T 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  As  I  understand  your  testimony,  the  cheaper 
grades  of  refined  sugars,  which  go  into  general  use,  are  manufiEictured 
from  the  cheaper  graides  of  the  raw  sugar  T 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  the  higher  priced  grades  of  refined  from  the 
higher  priced  grades  of  raw  sugar  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Precisely. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  insisted  in  those  arguments  that  a 
sjpecific  duty  would  relatively  tax  the  cheaper  grades  of  refined  sugar 
higher  than  it  taxed  the  high-priced  grades  of  refined  sugar  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  an  ad  valorem  tax  would  operate  pro- 
portionately equally  upon  all  grades  of  sugar? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Precisely. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  that  was  why  you  insisted  that  a  specific 
duty  was  unequal  iu  its  operation  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Precisely. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  whether  the  duty 
proposed  by  the  pending  bill  in  the  Senate,  of  40  per  cent  ad  valorem 
and  one-eighth  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  refined  sugars,  is  greater  or  less 
in  the  way  of  protection  to  refined  sugars  than  the  duty  imposed  by 
the  present  law,  passed  in  1890 1 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  About  75  per  cent  less. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Can  you  furnish  the  committee  the  data  upon 
which  you  reach  that  conclusion  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  can. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Will  you  do  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  relation  of  one-eighth  to  one-half. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  specific  duty  imposed  by  the  McEinley  bill 
is  fifty  one-hundredth  s  of  a  cent  a  pound  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  this  compensatory  one-tenth  of  a  cent  in 
case 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  is  the  same  in  either  case  to  a  great  extent; 
not  exactly.    It  is  worse  under  the  proposed  bill. 

The  Chaieman.  Worse  for  whom  T 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Worse  for  the  sugar-refining  interests. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  do  you  explain  this  inconsistency  with  your  *5 
theory  that  refined  sugars  imx)orted  from  abroad  are  highcr'priced  than  ^M^ 
the  raw  sugars  import^  from  abroad  T  Does  not  the  40  per  cent  ad  valo— -^ 
rem  on  high-priced  sugar  compensate  you  in  some  degree  for  the  differ-^— ' 
ence  between  one-eighth  and  one-half  specific  duty  per  pound  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  ]ffot  at  all. 

Senator  Lindsay.  If  not,  nvYi^  tisAt 
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Mr.  Hatehbteb.  Because  yon  can  obtain  pnrity  in  a  refined  state 
Just  as  cheap  as  you  can  obtain  it  in  a  raw  state.  In  the  first  place, 
sugar  refining  abroad,  about  which  the  industry  of  the  United  States 
is  concerned,  is  what  may  be  termed  the  plantation  interest,  in  which 
the  refined  sugar  is  made  direct  fh>m  the  juice.  That  is  the  practice 
in  Germany,  France,  and  Austria.  They  produce  twice  as  much  sugar 
as  they  consume,  and  the  excess  goes  to  England,  in  the  refined  sugar 
state,  the  only  country  in  the  world  that  does  not  impose  a  discrimi* 
natlng  duty  on  refined  sugars.  To  obtain  raw  sngar  from  any  of  these 
beet  producing  countries  on  the  continent^  you  have  to  pay  them  the 
same  value  for  the  purity  in  the  raw  which  they  do  obtain  from  the 
English  market  in  the  refined;  and  any  sugars  in  which  the  value  of 
purity  is  identical,  no  rate  ad  ralo^em  assessed  on  both  can  discrimi- 
nate in  favor  of  either. 

Senator  Loboe.  I  asked  Mr.  Beed  yesterday  whether  the  ad  valorem 
rate,  without  reference  to  the  eighth  or  tenth,  I  mean  the  ad  valorem 
on  raws,  did  not  in  itself  give  a  differential  in  &vor  of  refined,  and  he 
said  it  did,  a  small  one. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  It  does  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Now,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  you  say  in  Europe,  that  is, 
in  Germany  and  Austria,  they  make  refined  sugar  directly  from  the 
juice. 

Mr.  Hayehbteb.  Tes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  They  never  convert  the  beet  juice  into  what  we 
eall  raw  sugar  at  allT 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Well,  to  a  very  moderate  extent. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Why  is  it*  that  in  America  the  cane  sugar  and 
beet  sugar  have  never  been  refined  through  the  original  process  of  man- 
afacture  of  the  rawT 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Seventy  per  cent  of  the  Louisiana  crop  goes  into 
direct  consumption,  suitable  for  consumption  as  refined.  The  other  30 
per  cent  would  go  if  the  planters  had  suitable  machinery. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  there  not  some  obstacle  under  the  present  law 
against  having  the  refinery  machinery  under  the  same  roof  with  the 
machinery  usc^  to  convert  the  cane  into  raw  sugar  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  There  is  some  difierence,  but  I  do  not  consider  it 
very  important.  I  think  the  Treasury  Department  fixed  25  feet  as  the 
^stance  the  refinery  should  be  from  the  building  in  which  the  agricul- 
teral  product  was  made. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  rendered  necessary  the  erection  of  two  struo- 
or  buildings. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Ana  in  that  way  increased  the  costt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  dare  say  it  did  somewhat. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  European  refineries  have  no  such  obstacle  or 
additional  cost  to  overcome  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  they  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  was  what  was  known  as  the  sugar  trast, 
cts  distinguished,  from  the  present  corporation  under  which  you  are 
operating,  organized T 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  in  1887. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  compact  between  the  sugar  refiners  was  in 
tibe  nature  of  an  agreement  between  separate  and  distinct  refiners  to 
c»rry  on  the  sugar- refining  business  in  a  given  way  and  after  an  agreed 
plan  of  operations,  wasn't  itt 
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Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  They  pooled  their  stock  and  issaed  certificate! 
against  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Then  it  was  what  was  known  as  the  tmstt 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  Trust. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  trust  was  in  existence  in  1890  when  the 
McKinley  bill  was  passed,  was  it  nott 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  I  amjiot  sure  about  that;  I  would  have  to  look 
that  up.  It  is  my  impression  that  we  were  under  reorganization  then, 
and  that  it  was  in  existence. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  you  were  under  reorganization  t 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  Which  would  bring  it  within  the  existence  of  the 
trust. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  did  not  reorganize  under 
the  Kew  Jersey  charter  until  1891 1 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  Very  likely.  I  do  not  know  the  dates.  They  are 
matters  of  public  recor<l . 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  were  the  certificates  of  the  sugar  trust  first 
listed  for  sale  on  the  stock  market  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  I  think  it  was  after  the  first  decision  in  the 
court.    The  date  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Before  or  after  18901 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  Oh,  before. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  was  the  capital  of  the  trust  or  the  poolt 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  Fifty  million  dollars. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Now,  at  the  time  that  pool  was  operating,  is  it 
not  a  fact  that  on  the  Pacific  coast  Spreckles 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  What  do  you  mean  by  pool — sugar  trust T 

Senator  Lindsay.  Yes.  That  there  was  in  operation  on  tiie  Pacific 
coast  the  Spreckles,  Harrison  &  Knight  refinery  f 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  Only  Spreckles'  and  our  refinery. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Harrison  and  Knight  were  operating  where! 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  In  Philadelphia. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Those  two  companies,  corporations,  firms,  or 
whatever  they  may  have  been,  were  not  in  the  trust  poolT 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Subsequently  to  1890,  when  you  organized  under 
the  New  Jersey  charter,  those  interests  did  come  into  the  pool,  did  they 
not! 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  They  were  bought  out  by  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company,  the  successor  to  the  trust. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  when  they  were  brought  out  the  capital  stock 
was  increased  to  $  75,000,000  T 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  The  capital  stock  was  increased  to  (75,000,000, 
and  then  they  were  bought  out. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  your  attention  directed  to  the  prices  at  which 
sugar  stock  or  trust  stock  sold  in  the  market  in  the  years  1889,  1890, 
1891,  and  1892 1  You  have  a  general  knowledge  of  the  prices  at  which  it 
soldT 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  I  did  then;  I  have  not  now. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  or  did  not  that  stock  vary  greatly  in  its  mar* 
ket  value  on  the  stock  market  during  those  years! 

Mr.  Haybmeyeb.  O,  yes;  always. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  whether  or  not  in  January,  1890, 
that  stock  was  selling  on  the  stock  market  for  about  60  cents  to  the 
doUaXt 
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Mr.  Bayemeyeb.  Jast  prior  to  the  reorganization  it  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Kow  I  will  ask  you  if  it  did  not,  in  the  month  of 
January,  while  the  McEanley  bill  was  pending  before  the  House,  vary 
in  its  sales  on  the  stock  market  as  much  as  £rom  50  to  65  cents  on  the 
dollar  ^hat  is,  a  variation  from  50  to  65,  a  variation  of  15  cents! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  believe  it  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  During  the  month  of  February,  were  not  the  varia- 
tions about  the  samet 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir;  very  violent. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  March,  while  the  bill  was  still  pending  in  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives,  did  not  the  stock  of  the  sugar  trust  go  up  as 
high  as  70  cents  to  the  dollar! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  believe  so. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Kow,  in  April,  when  the  House  bill  was  sent  to  the 
Senate,  did  the  stock  not  go  up  to  75  cents  to  the  dollar  on  the  New 
York  market! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  am  not  clear  about  those  things.  Those  things 
are  matter  of  record  which  can  be  substantiated  by  the  reports. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  am  only  getting  at  your  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  charge  my  mind  with  the  quotations  of 
sugar  stock. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  May,  1890,  after  the  bill  had  left  the  House  and 
was  pending  in  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  did  or  did  not  the  stock 
sell  on  the  market  in  Kew  York  as  high  as  95  cents  to  the  dollar! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Very  likely.    I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  was  not  it  about  par  at  the  time  the  McKinley 
bill  passed  the  two  Houses  of  Congress! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Kot  unlikely. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  for  your  best  recollection  whether 
or  not  between  the  introduction  of  the  McKinley  bill  in  the  House  of 
[Representatives  and  its  final  adoption  by  the  two  Houses,  the  stock  of 
this  sugar  trust  did  or  did  not  advance  as  much  as  40  cents  in  the 
dollar! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  know  there  was  a  great  advance,  but  I  prefer 
not  to  state  the  exact  advance  until  I  confirm  my  judgment  by  reference 
to  the  records. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  any  way  to  do  it  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Not  unless  I  apply  to  some  sugar  broker's  office 
^here  they  keep  records  of  those  matters. 

The  Chairman.  Stock  broker  or  sugar  broker. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Stock  broker. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  this:  During  the  spring  of  the 
year  1892,  after  the  country  had  recovered  from  the  collapse  caused  by 
the  Baring  failure,  which  1  take  it  affected  sugar  stock  as  it  did  all 
stocks 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Very  seriously. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  after  these  stocks  had  been  increased  to  76 
millionK  by  the  consolidation,  by  the  purchase  out  of  Spreckels  and 
these  other  people,  this  stock  did  not  go  up  as  high  as  135  in  the  mar- 
ket of  the  city  of  Few  York  ! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  134, 1  believe,  to  be  exact. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  late  in  the  month  of  April,  1892,  was  it  quoted 
Wkt  134  on  the  stock  market! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  could  not  fix  the  data 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Was  it  as  late  as  the  Ist  of  Janet 

Mr.  Hatemeysb.  I  have  no  definite  recollection  of  the  date. 

Senator  Lindsay.  To  yonr  best  recollection^  did  it  not  ran  that  way 
nearly  all  during  the  year  1892, 130  to  134  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  J  should  not  want  to  state  anjrthing  on  that  sub- 
ject.   I  have  no  definite  recollection,  and  the  fact  is  so  easily  obtained. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  not  know  that  it  was  more  than  125  dar- 
ing all  that  timet 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  would  not  say  how  long,  but  know  that  for  a 
long  time  it  was  higher  than  125. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  do  you  remember  when  it  got  to  the  limit! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  know  the  date  exactly. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So,  then,  to  be  correct,  in  January,  1890,  when 
Congress  first  commenced  the  consideration  of  the  McKinley  bill,  your 
stock  of  50,000,000  was  selling  at  50  cents  to  the  dollar  in  New  York, 
and  in  the  spring  and  summer  of  1892,  after  it  had  been  increased  to 
75,000,000,  it  was  selling  from  125  up.  The  sugar-refining  interests 
suffered  no  detriment  at  the  hand  of  the  McKinley  billT 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  They  certainly  suffered  no  detriment  at  the  hands 
of  the  McKinley  bill. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Without  going  into  any  private  matters,  that 
haA  e  Dot  been  made  public,  I  will  ask  you,  during  the  years  1891  and 
1892,  what  dividends  were  declared  on  this  consolidated  stock  of  75,- 
000,000! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  there  was  a  dividend 
declared  of  7  per  cent  on  the  preferred  and  12  per  cent  on  the  common, 
and  I  believe  an  additional  dividend  from  the  accumulated  earning:^  of 
10  per  cent  on  the  common. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  were  these  dividends  declared  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  assume  that  they  were  declared  in  the  years  you 
name,  but  do  not  say  so  positively. 

Senator  Lindsay.  From  1891  to  the  early  part  of  the  year  1892! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  That  is  my  impression,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  it 
can  be  easily  ascertained  as  a  fact.  The  declaring  of  these  dividends 
was  made  matter  of  public  notice. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  newspapers  contained  itt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Those  dividends  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
afiecting  the  price  of  the  stocks  in  the  stock  market. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  announcement  that  such  dividends  would  be 
declared  had  the  effect  of  advancing  the  stock,  but  the  declaration  and 
payment  of  the  dividends  had  the  eflFect  of  depreciating  the  stock. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  payment  of  the  dividends,  of  course,  depreci- 
ated the  stock  for  the  time  being T 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  there  was  a  feeling  that  the  insiders  were 
dividing  the  profits  to  get  out.    That  is  the  newspaper  phase  of  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Those  dividends  were  legitimate,  were  they  not! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Perfectly. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  earnings  of  the  company  justified  the  direo- 
tory  in  declaring  and  paying  themT 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  past  earnings. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Were  you  in  Washington  during  the  winter  of 
1889  and  1890  and  up  through  the  summer  of  1890  while  the  McKiiiley 
bill  was  pending  in  the  House  and  Senate  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  I  was.  I  think  the  trust  was  rep- 
resented by  others. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Can  yon  tell  who  those  people  weret 

Mr.  Hayemkyer.  I  thir.k  John  £•  8earles,  and  I  think  my  brother 
Theodore  was  here. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  1890  yon  were  not  heref 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  have  no  recollection  of  being  here. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  technical  name  of  the  so-called  sngar 
trust! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  The  American  Sngar  Befining  Company  of  New 
Jersey. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  was  organized  under  the  laws  of  New  Jersey 
in  what  yearf 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  believe,  in  1891. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  that  after  the  sugar  pool  that  was  the  result 
of  the  Parsons  contract  was  declared  illegal  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  After  the  sugar  trust  was  declared  illegal. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  a  trust  organized  under  what  was  known 
as  the  Parsons  contract,  was  there  notT 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  declared  illegal  by  the  court  of 
appeals  of  New  York,  at  what  timet 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  It  was  either  late  in  1890,  or  early  in  1891. 

Senator  Allen.  What  sugar  refineries  did  that  trust  which  was 
declared  illegal  by  the  court  of  appeals  embrace  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Well,  I  may  say  it  embraced  all  the  refineries  but 
the  Spreckles,  Franklin,  the  Eevere,  Henderson  of  Louisiana,  and  a 
small  one  in  Texas. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  after  that  decision,  the  present  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company  was  organized  in  New  Jersey  in  1891 1 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  believe  that  is  the  date. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  is  a  corporation  under  the  laws  of  New 
Jersey! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  sugar  refineries  are  embraced  in  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Befining  Company;  what  factories T 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  All  those  that  were  in  the  trust,  with  the  addition 
of  others  acquii-ed  since. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  companies,  and  what  are  the  names  of 
them,  that  are  now  embraced  in  the  .Ajnerican  Sugar  Befining  Com* 
pany  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  do  not  think  that  I  can  give  the  names.  I  can 
give  the  number. 

Senator  Allen.  I  would  like  to  have  the  names,  and  would  like  to 
have  you  give  them  as  nearly  as  you  can. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  There  are  three  in  Boston. 

Senator  Allen.  What  are  their  names  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  believe  they  were  the  South  Boston,  the  Stand- 
ard, and  the  Continental  companies.  There  is  one  in  Portland,  Me., 
whose  name  has  escaped  me,  but  it  was  the  only  one  there.  And  there 
were  the  Havemeyer  &  Company,  the  Havemeyers  &  Elder,  the  Brook- 
lyn, the  Madison  &  Wiechers,  and  the  Oxnard,  of  New  York,  Brooklyn 
and  Jersey  City.  Then  there  was  later  the  Louisiana  and  Planters,  in 
Louisiana,  and  one  in  San  Francisco ;  I  forgot  its  name. 

Senator  Allen.  And  have  any  been  added  since  thent 

Mr.  Hayehsyer.  The  Spreckels  refinery  and  the  Franklin  refinery^ 
the  Knight  refinery  and  the  Delaware  refinery,  in  Philadelphia, 

Senator  Allen.  All  of  Philadelphia! 
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Mr.  Havembyeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  liave  you  named  all  the  refinery  companiee 
that  are  embraced  in  what  is  known  as  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  The  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  likewise 
owns  half  the  stock  in  the  Western  Befinery  Company  of  San  Fran- 
cisco. 

Senator  Allen.  And  who  owns  the  other  half? 

Mr.  Havemsyeb.  Spreckels.  The  interests  were  united  in  one  com- 
pany. 

Senator  Allen.  What  refineries  are  there  in  the  United  States  now 
that  are  not  embraced  in  what  is  commonly  called  the  sugar  trust,  or 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Molleuhauer  of  New  York,  the  National  of  Yon- 
kers,  the  Revere  of  Massachusetts,  the  Baltimore  — 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  Baltimore  known  ast 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  Baltimore  refinery,  I  believe.  The  Hender- 
son refinery  of  Louisiana,  and  the  Sugar  Lands  refinery  of  Houston, 
Tex. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  name  of  this  firm  of  which  Mr.  Reed, 
who  was  a  witness  here  yesterday,  is  a  member! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  firm  name  is  Nash,  Spaulding  &  Co.,  but  the 
commercial  name  of  the  house  is  the  Revere  Sugar  Refining  Company. 

Senator  Allen.  They,  you  say,  are  not  in  the  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir;  in  no  way  connected  with  the  trust. 

Senator  Allen.  But  they  hold  large  quantities  of  the  American 
Sugar  Refining  Company's  stock? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  how  mucht 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Amounting  to  several  millionst 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  doubt  it. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  is  able  to 
control  the  prices  of  the  sugar  sold  in  the  United  States,  is  it  notT 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Up  to  the  importing  point,  it  is. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  you  sell  in  this  country  you  control  the 
price  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  was  organized,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  with  the  view  of  controlling  the  price  and  output  to  the  people 
of  this  country. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  was  one  of  the  objects  of  the  consolidation. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  have  succeeded  in  doing  it! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  the  principal  object  in  organizing  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  may  be  said  that  that  was  the  principal  object. 

Senator  Allen.  And  making  money,  incident  to  that  control  T 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  time  of  your  organization,  in  1891, 1  under- 
stand you  were  capitalized  for  $50,000,000 1 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  At  the  time  of  the  reorganization  the  capital  was 
$50,000,000. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  at  the  time  you  organized  as  the  American 
Sugar  Refining  Company? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yea^  %k. 
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Senator  Allen.  Since  that  time  you  have  recapitalized  to  some 
extentt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Increased  the  capital. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  increased  it  how  mncht 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Twenty-five  millions. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  increase  the  capital  upon  the  basis  of  the 
advanced  value  of  the  stock,  without  putting  any  more  money  into  the 
transaction? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  put  in  any  more  money! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  put  in  the  representative  of  money,  but  not 
cash. 

Senator  Allen.  You  put  in  no  more  cash,  but  increased  it  upon 
what  was  then  supposed  to  be  the  value  of  the  stock,  making  the  stock 
and  the  actual  value  of  the  stock,  as  it  then  existed,  equal! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Ko. 

Senator  Allen.  How  did  you  increase  it! 

Mr.  Havemeyer,  We  increased  it  because  the  mtg'ority  of  the  share- 
holders believed  it  should  be  increased,  and  distributed  it  against  the 
purchases  of  outside  refineries. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  put  in  any  more  cash  or  any  more  tan- 
gible property! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Oh,  yes;  we  did. 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  you  put  int 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  put  in  an  amount  corresponding  to  the  capi- 
tal issued. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  form  did  you  put  it  in! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  In  the  purchase  of  outside  refineries.  We  issued 
this  stock  against  the  purchase  of  the  other  refineries. 

Senator  Allen.  You  issued  increased. stock,  and  used  it  in  buying 
in  other  refineries! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  issue  stock  in  excess  of  the  market  value 
of  the  other  refineries! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Loboe.  This  additional  $25,000,000  represented  other  refin- 
eries! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  By  which  means,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  you  are  able  to 
Control  the  price  and  output  of  these  other  refineries  that  were  brought 
into  the  trust! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Before  that,  you  had  not  been  able  to  control  the 
price  of  sugar  absolutely!  There  was  competition  between  the  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Befining  Company  and  these  outside  factories! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  That  competition  you  succeeded  in  destroying  by 
bringing  them  into  the  trust,  did  you! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  made  the  price  of  sugar  to  the  American 
^ngar  Refining  Company  much  more  favorable  than  it  had  been  before 
t^liat  time! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Precisely. 

Senator  Allen.  Now  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  as  I 
'txuderstand  it,  owns  a  half  interest  in  the  stock  of  the  sugar  refining 
^^mpany  in  California! 
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Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  where  did  you  say  that  company  was  situated, 
and  what  is  its  name! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  It  is  known  as  the  Western  Sugar  Kefining  Com- 
pany, and  is  located  at  San  Francisco. 

Senator  Allen.  And  Glaus  Spreckels  owns  the  other  half  t 

Mr.  Havmbybb.  Yes  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  there  an  agreement  between  the  Americao 
Sugar  Kefining  Company  and  Claus  Spreckels  at  this  time  by  which 
the  price  of  sugar  is  controlled  in  this  country! 

Mr.  Havbmeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  no  competition  between  the  two  fa^ctories, 
is  there! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  if  you  call  it  competition. 

Senator  Allen.  But  there  is  no  active  cutting  of  prices  between 
the  two! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  prices  are  made  in  New  York,  and 

Senator  Allbn.  Made  satisfactory  to  him  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No;  we  do  not  regard  him  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Spreckels  could  be  and  has  been  a  formidable 
competitor  of  the  American  Befining  Company,  has  he  nott 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  When  be  was  in  Philadelphia  he  was. 

Senator  Allen.  He  built  a  refining  factory  in  Philadelphia  in  what 
year! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  believe  it  was  1890  or  1891. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company  bought  him 
out  there,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  paid  him  in  stocks  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Also,  at  the  time,  entered  into  an  agreement  with 
him  as  to  dividing  up  the  territory  of  the  United  States,  lor  the  sale  of 
sugar,  did  they? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  How  faat  west  do  you  ship  your  sugars  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  To  the  Missouri,  about. 

Senator  Allen.  And  who  supplies  the  territory  west  of  the  Misaoori 
River! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Spreckels. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  matter  of  fact  you  do  not  ship  into  Spreckels^ 
territory  at  all? 

Mr.  Hayembyeb.  We  can  not,  in  competition  with  him. 

Senator  Allen.  And  he  can  not  ship  into  your  territory  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  He  ships  his  surplus  sugar  to  the  Missouri  Biver. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  a  line  beyond  which  you  do  not  ship  your 
sugars,  which  is  the  Missouri  Eiver  t 

Sir.  Hayemeyeb.  There  is  a  physical  line;  a  practical  line. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  you  get  to  the  mouth  of  the  Missouri 
Biver,  as  to  the  fields  south  of  Alton,  111.,  does  the  Mississippi  Biver 
form  a  line  between  you  and  Spreckels^  or  between  you  and  the  Louisi- 
ana planters? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  there  is  no  boundary  between  ourselves  and 
Louisiana.  We  have  a  refinery  operating  in  Louisiana  at  the  same 
time  the  crop  is  harvested. 
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.  Senator  Allen.  Do  you  ship  your  sngars  to  St.  Louis  and  southwest 
of  that? 

Mr.  Hatemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How,  far. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  do  not  know  exactly.    I  am  not  familiar. 

Senator  Allen.  Into  Arkansas,  Texas,  Indian  Territory,  or  Okla 
homa? 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  We  ship  wherever  we  can  reach  in  competition. 

Senator  Allen.  W^hen  you  break  over,  and  ship  to  the  southwestern 
portion  of  the  country,  you  do  not  observe  the  Missouri  line  or  Missis- 
sippi line,  as  I  understand,  but  go  below  the  mouth  of  the  Missouri 
River. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  We  ship  to  wherever  we  can  ship  to,  according  to 
the  rate  of  freight  that  we  can  obtain,  in  competition  with  the  refin- 
eries of  the  different  localities. 

Senator  Allen.  How  far  south  do  you  ship? 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  If  we  oversell  in  the  New  Orleans  refinery,  we 
would  ship  to  New  Orleans,  and  when  the  New  Orleans  product  was 
under  us  in  price  they  naturally  would  drive  us  out  of  the  territory 
reached  by  them  through  the  receipt  of  freight  rates  cheaper  than  we 
could  reach  it. 

SSenator  Allen.  Tou  have  a  refinei^y  company  in  New  Orleans t 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes. 

Mr.  Allen.  And  you  sell  there  in  conjunction  with  other  refineries 
%t  that  point  throughout  Louisianat 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  What  do  you  mean  by  in  conjunction  t  That  im- 
plies agreement. 

Senator  Allen.  There  are  other  refineries  there,  are  there  nott 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  there  any  competition  between  them  as  to  the 
price  of  sugar  there  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  We  fix  the— 

Senator  Allen.  I  mean,  is  there  any  cut  in  prices.  Do  you  cut  the 
price  of  any  Louisiana  concern,  or  do  they  cut  your  price  T 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  They  cut  ours.    We  have  a  fixed  price. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  they  cut  your  price,  what  do  you  dot 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  We  maintain  prices. 

Senator  Allen.  You  take  your  sugars  out  of  the  market  until  they 
eell  out,  or  they  come  back  to  yours. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  We  maintain  our  price.  They  sell  at  whatever 
Price  they  can  get,  whether  it  is  higher  or  under  us. 

Senator  Allen.  You  suffer  them  to  sell  their  crop  short  at  a  lower 
Prtce  than  you  sell. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  They  can  sell  as  they  please.  They  have  to  sell 
**«^ir  ptoduct  under  ours  to  dispose  of  it. 

^nator  Allen.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  is  it  not  true  that  you  control,  that 
^9  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  controls,  the  prices  of  sugar 
^  all  the  Louisiana  refineries? 

]Vfr.  Hayemeyer.  Directly  we  do  not;  indirectly  we  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Through  your  organization  you  do.    If  you  fix  the 
^^ice  at  4  cents  for  granulated  throughout  the  United  States  the  others 
Obtain  it,  don't  they?    And  in  that  way  the  price  is  controlled. 
«    liir.  Hayemeyer.  We  undertake  to  control  the  price  of  refined  sugar 
^^  the  United  States.    That  must  be  distinctly  understood. 
«    Senator  Allen.  And  the  price  of  refined  sugar  in  the  United  States 
^  higher  to  the  American  people  in  consequence  of  the  exi&teii^^  ot  \X^<^ 
lerican  Sugar  Bering  Company  than  it  would  be  if  ^e  ^SSLet^oXk 
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companies  in  your  organization  were  distinct  and  indei>endent  com-' 
panics  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  For  a  short  time  it  is. 

Senator  Allen.  And  what  difference  does  it  make  for  the  consumers 
in  this  country  in  a  year,  in  your  judgmentt 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  it  has  been  in  three  years  past  three-eighths  of  a 
cent  more  on  every  pound  they  ate,  as  against  doing  business  at  a  loss. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  would  be  about  how  much  in  round  num- 
bers? 

Mr.  Hatemeyeb.  It  is  a  large  sum  in  the  aggregate. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  millions f 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  I  should  say  it  was  close  to  $25,000,000  in  three 
years. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  intend  to  keep  your  hold  ux)on  the  Ameri- 
can people  as  long  as  you  cant 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  As  long  as  the  McKinley  bill  is  there  we  will 
exact  that  profit. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  the  result  of  the  McKinley  billf 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  We  should  not  haYC  achicYcd  it  without  the 
McKinley  bill;  but  a  great  deal  of  the  profit  is  due  to  these  men  in 
consequence  of  combining  the  different  interests  and  the  skill  and  labor 
attending  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  by  reason  of  the  consoli- 
dation and  the  economies  incident  to  it  you  haYe  been  able  to  cheapen 
the  product  of  sugar  to  the  consumer  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Yes,  sir.  We  haYe  reduced  the  margin  between 
raw  and  refined  to  the  consumer. 

Senator  Allen.  What  number  of  men,  actual  laborers,  paid  by  the 
day,  week,  or  month,  or  year,  engaged  in  manual  labor,  haYe  you  in 
the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Oh,  it  is  between  20,000  and  25,000.  That  would 
include  collateral  branches. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  speaking  of  those  directly  engaged  in  the 
work  of  refining. 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Allow  me  to  ask  you  a  question.  Suppose  I  own 
a  barrel  factory,  and  own  all  the  stock  of  it;  that  is  the  American 
Sugar  Refining  Company,  and  we  make  all  our  barrels  and  employ 
2,000  coopers;  is  that  to  be  included t 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Then  I  repeat  my  statement,  between  20,000  and 
25,000  men. 

Senator  Allen.  That  does  not  include  officers  and  all  drawing  large 
salaries? 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Yes;  includes  all  of  us. 

Senator  Allen.  What  proportion  of  that  number  are  engaged  in 
actual  manual  labor? 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  I  recognize  that  all  of  them  are. 

Senator  Allen.  lam  not  speaking  of  the  officers,  but  of  the  men 
who  depend  upon  their  daily  labor  for  their  liYing.  What  x>ortioD  of 
that  number  are  men  who  depend  upon  their  daily  wages  for  their 
liYclihood? 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  When  an  engineer  gets  $3,000  a  year,  is  he  t 
laborer? 

Senator  Allen.  I  suppose  he  would  be  a  laborer. 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Or  a  superintendent  who  gets  $15,00$  a  year,  would 
he  be  a  laborerl 
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Senator  Allen.  No,  sir;  I  should  say  not. 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Then  I  should  say  that  85  pei  cent  is  the  propor- 
tion you  are  seeking. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  what  I  mean  I  think  you  can 
apprehend  very  easily;  it  is  this:  The  men  we  call  laborers  in  this 
country,  as  distinguished  from  those  who  are  officers,  men  who  do  not 
dei>end  upon  their  daily  labor  for  their  livelihood,  but  men  who  depend 
uix>u  ther  daily  work,  and  without  it  would  in  a  short  time  be  the  sub- 
ject of  public  charity. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  have  engineers  we  pay  $10  a  day,  and  others 
910  a  week,  and  superintendents  we  pay  910,000  a  year,  and  superin- 
tendents whom  we  pay  $10  a  day. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  great  mass  of  these  men  you  have  mentioned, 
25,000  men,  employed  by  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  are 
what  are  called  laborers,  aren't  theyt  I  mean  men  engaged  in  the 
practical  manufacture  of  sugar.  I  include  as  laborers,  men  hired  by 
the  month,  you  might  say,  instead  of  by  the  year,  and  some  percentage 
as  skilled. 

Mr.  Havembyeb.  I  should  say  85  per  cent,  15  per  cent  skilled. 

Senater  Allen.  What  efforts  are  being  made,  if  any,  to  bring  the 
other  refining  companies,  American  refineries  of  sugar,  into  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Eefining  Company  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  None. 

Senator  Allbn.  None  whatever.  You  continued  those  efforts  until 
you  were  able  to  control  the  price  of  American  sugar  and  output  as 
well,  and  then  ceased,  did  you?  When  you  got  to  the  point  where 
you  could  control  the  American  market  and  the  American  output,  you 
ceased  getting  in  the  other  refining  companies? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  should  be  glad  to  take  them  all  in  at  a  fair 
price. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  made  any  effort  to  take  them  inf 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  pay  Mr.  Clans  Spreckels  for  his  Philadel- 
phia factory  much  more  than  it  cost  him? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  know  what  it  cost  him. 

Senator  Allen.  You  paid  something  like  $5,000,000  for  it? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  paid  him  fully  that. 

Senator  Allbn.  Does  Mr.  Spreckels  own  any  of  the  stock  of  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Companyf 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  or  best  knowledge 
upon  that  subject? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  He  did  own  it  when  we  paid  it  to  him  for  his  re- 
Anny.    I  do  not  know  what  he  has  done  with  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  his  selling  itt 

Ifr.  Havemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  What  amount  of  stock  did  he  own  then,  speaking 
of  the  time  when  you  purchased  his  interest  in  Philadelphia? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  What  amount  of  stock  did  the  American  Sugar 
^fining  Comi>any  pay  Mr.  Claus  Spreckels  for  his  factory  in  Philadel- 
phia? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  would  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  In  round  numbers,  relatively  how  much?    I  do  not 
anything  about  accuracy. 
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Mr.  Havembyeb.  I  think  it  was  about  $10,000,000. 
Senator  Allen.  And  you  do  not  know  of  Mr.  Spreckels- 


Mr.  JdAYEMEYEB.  That  is,  for  that  Spreckels  refinery.  I  do  not 
know  how  much  of  that  he  owned. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  do  not  know  of  Mr.  Spreckels  having  parted 
with  that  stock? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  Mr.  Spreckels'  affairs. 

Senator  Allen.  For  what  you  know,  Mr.  Spreckels  continued  to 
hold  the  stock,  and  continues  to  hold  it  at  the  present  timet 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen*  You  say,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  there  is  no  real 
competition  between  Mr.  Spreckels  and  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  same  question  comes,  what  constitutes  com- 
X)etition?  I  told  you  that  we  fixed  the  price  of  sugar,  and  Mr.  Spreckels 
undersells  us  solely  to  get  rid  of  his  sugar,  and  to  that  extent  only  is 
there  competition. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Spreckels's  control  of  the  States  west  of  the  Mis- 
souri River  is  due  to  natural  causes.  You  can  not  ship  there  to  compete 
with  him  ? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  therefore  do  not  attempt  tof 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Spreckels  receives  from  the  Sand- 
wich Islands  120,000  tons.  Eighty  thousand  is  consumed  on  the  Pacific 
coast  and  the  other  40,000  he  has  to  dispose  of  in  the  Missouri  River 
territory,  and  when  in  the  market  he  undersells  us,  and  the  Missouri 
River  does  take  that  excess.  Occasionally  he  sells  as  far  east  as  St. 
Paul  and  Minneapolis. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ever  undertake  to  sell  in  that  country  in 
competition  with  Mr.  Spreckels? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  always  did. 

Senator  Allen.  When  did  you  cease  to  sell  there? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  never  did. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  ship  your  sugars  into  Nebraska? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  ship  our  sugars  anywhere  and  sell  them  a'^^^ 
our  New  York  price  with  the  Ireight  added.  We  sell  in  the  Missour""^ 
River,  and  as  an  instance  of  it,  one  of  those  large  wholesale  grocer^^ 
firms  failed  the  other  day  and  owes  us  $12,000.  That  is  conclusive  tluu-^ 
we  do  seU  there.  The  Missouri  River  is  the  territory  east  of  the  Roc 
Mountains  in  which  Mr.  Spreckels  has  to  dispose  of  35  per  cent  of 
Rugar.    It  is  sold  at  no  profit  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  city  was  this  grocery  store  located? 

Mr.  Havemeybb.  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  _^ 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  advantages  in  the  territory  east  cr:^ 
the  Missouri  River  over  Mr.  Spreckels  in  the  nature  of  drawbacks  fro 
railroads,  or  otherwise? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  accorded  drawbacks  on  long  shipments 
your  product? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.    No,  sir.  _^ 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  railroad  advantages  over  other  refiner^^^ 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  you  speak  of  76,000,000       J^ 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company's  stock  being  divided  into  prefi 
and  common. 

Mb.  Havemeyeb,.  Yea,  ^. 
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Senator  Allen.    What  do  yon  call  the  preferred  stock  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  call  it  preferred. 

Senator  Allen.  What  makes  it  preferred;  what  gives  it  that  nam&t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  It  has  a  preferential  advantage  in  the  profit  of  7 
per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  guaranteed  stock! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  is  what  is  called  cumnlative  preferred  stock.  It 
is  called  preferred  stock  because  whatever  profit  is  made  by  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Befining  Company  it  has  a  preferential  interest  to  7  per  cent, 
and  the  accumulated  feature  means  that  before  any  dividend  can  be 
paid  on  the  common  stock  that  7  per  cent  has  to  be  paid  on  the  pre- 
ferred. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  this  preferred  stock  stock  that  is  subject  to  flue- 
taationst 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  does  get  to  60  sometimes.  That  is  what  it 
does  do. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  no  guaranty  on  the  part  of  the  company, 
or  mortgage,  or  security  of  any  kindf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Only  the  general  corporate  responsibility  of  the 
company  1 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  true  with  reference  to  the  common  stock  t 

M.T.  Havemeyer.  That  is  entitled  to  what  the  directors  may  con- 
sider proper. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  the  same  corporate  responsibility  behind  the 
common  stock  that  is  behind  the  preferred  stock! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  same  responsibility;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  there  no  distinction  in  the  security  of  the  two 
stocks! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Then  the  common  stock  takes  all  profits  of  the 
company  over  and  above  7  per  cent,  after  the  preferred  stock;  is  that 
correct! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  practically  correct. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  the  interest  of  the  common  stock  in  the 
profits  may  be  14  per  cent  or  it  may  be  nothing! 

Mr;  Havemeyer.  But  the  laws  of  New  Jersey  require  the  directors 
to  keep  enough  of  the  surplus  profit  to  keep  the  business  going. 

Senator  Allen.  While  the  profit  on  the  preferred  stock  can  never  be 
beyond  7  per  cent! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Precisely. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  you  are  acquainted  with  a  number  of  the 
United  States  Senators  living  in  the  northeastern  portion  of  this 
country,  are  you! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  think  I  go  farther  north  than  New  York. 

Senator  Allen.  But  in  the  section  of  the  country  in  which  you  live, 
you  know  a  number  either  by  sight  or  name,  and  possibly  both! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  know  many.    I  think  I  named  all  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  practical  dealer  on  the  stock  exchange 
in  New  York! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  am  not  familiar  enough  with  those  names.  Are 
you  a  man  who  appears  on  what  they  call  the  board! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Yoh  buy  and  sell  stocks! 
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Mr.  Havemeyeb.  When  I  buy  stock,  I  buy  it  there,  and  when  I  sell, 
I  sell  it  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  buy  through  the-  instrumentality  of  a 
broker  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  sometimes  engage  in  selling  stock  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reducing  the  price  of  stock  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  i^ever. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  buying  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  pricel 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Well,  hoping  that  the  price  will  increase. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  such  a  thing  in  the  sugar  market  as  what 
are  known  as  bubble  stocks  t  I  mean  in  your  sugar-refining  compa- 
nies are  there  any  stocks  that  are  used  as,  according  to  your  phrase- 
ology, bubble  stocks,  for  the  purpose  of  either  increasing  the  price  or 
depressing  the  price  of  the  regular  sugar  stock  by  the  use  of  these 
stocks! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir;  we  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  any  of  the  sugar  certificates  of  the  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company  used  in  that  way,  that  you  know  oft 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Sugar  has  varied  something  like  30  points  in  the 
last  ninety  days? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Tes,  sugar  stocks  have  varied  about  that,  I  believe. 

Senator  Allen.  To  what  do  you  attribute  that  factt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  think  it  is  nothing  more  than  the  healthy  reac- 
tion from  the  fright  incident  to  the  infamous  act  of  the  House  of 
Hepresenatives  in  putting  refined  sugar  on  the  free  list. 

Senator  Allen.  The  sugar  market,  or  the  value  of  these  stocks,  is 
controlled,  is  it  not,  by  Congressional  legislation. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  controlled.  The  stock 
exchange  runs  that  feature  of  the  affair. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  stock  exchange! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  American  Sugar 
Befiniug  Company  had  not  contributed  any  money  to  either  the  Demo- 
cratic or  Eepublican  party. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  is  it. 

Senator  Allen.    Is  that  truef 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief! 

Senator  Allen.  Did  any  members,  or  holders  of  stock,  or  officers  of 
that  company  contribute  anything  to  the  campaign  fund  of  either  the 
Sepublican  or  the  Democratic  party  in  the  year  18921 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  make  any  contribution  yourself! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  are  the  chief  officers  of  the  American  Snga^ 
Befining  Company? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  its  president,  myself;  Theodore 
A.  Havemeyer,  its  vice  president;  William  Dick,  its  second  vice-presi- 
dent. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  does  William  Dick  live?   Give  his  address. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  He  lives  at  Islip,  Long  Island. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  will  aak  you  what,  in  your  iudgment,  would  be 
the  effect  on  the  price  of  sugar  if  the  present  bill  becomes  a  law  as  i^ 
now  stands? 
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Mr.  Hayembyeb.  Be  very  materially  increaaed. 

Senator  Lodge.  About  bow  niucbt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Very  nearly  a  cent  a  x>onnd ;  tbat  is  33  per  cent 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  tbere  anyone  now  a  member  of  Congress,  or  a 
Senator,  wbo  is  now  or  has  been  at  any  time  employed  by  the  Ameri* 
can  Befining  Company  as  an  attorney  or  counselor  t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  If o,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  What  has  been  the  decrease  in  the  price  of  raw  and 
refined  sugars  since  the  passage  of  the  McKinley  billt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  should  say  about  2^  cents  a  x)ound. 

Senator  Davis.  As  to  eacht 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  they  were  correspondingly  reduced. 

Senator  Atj.tcn.  I  think  I  was  asking  you  at  the  time  we  took  a 
recess  about  whom  the  officers  of  the  .^nerican  Sugar  Befining  Com- 
pany weret 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  The  last  question  was  about  the  man  who  lived  at 
Islip. 

Senator  Axlen.  Wbo  is  the  second  vice-president  t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  The  second  vice-president  is  William  Dick,  who 
resides  at  Islip,  Long  Island.  The  treasurer  and  secretary  is  John  £« 
Bearles,  of  New  York.    That  constitutes  the  officers. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  constitute  the  directorst 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  Theodore  A.  Havemeyer,  Wil- 
liam Dick,  F.  O.  Matthiessen,  John  E.  Searles,  John  E.  Parsons,  and 
W.  B.  Thomas. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  there  two  John  E.  Scariest 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No;  his  father  is  since  dead. 

Senator  Allen.  What  relation  does  Cord  Meyer  sustain  to  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  He  is  not  a  member  of  itt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Holds  none  of  its  stock  t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  None  that  I  know  o£ 

Senator  Allen.  Not  an  officer  t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  an  attorney  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  came  here  last  March,  the  forepart  of 
l^Mst  March,  which  I  understand  to  be  the  first  time  you  came  to  Wash- 
ington in  connection  with  the  present  bill,  did  you  come  at  the  sugges- 
tdon  of  anybody  t 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  the  first  time  in  March  that  you  came  here 
in  connection  with  this  legislation,  was  itt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir.  I  read  Mr.  Terrell's  testimony  and  wish 
^  confirm  that  part  of  it  where  he  states  about  my  coming  here. 

Senator  Allen.  What  was  your  purpose  in  coming  to  WashiDgton 
^nd  in  remaining  heret 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  My  purpose  first  was  to  get  at  least  a  quarter  of 
^  cent  a  pound  differential  on  refined  sugar;  a  quarter  of  a  cent  pro- 
tsection  to  the  refining  industry  of  the  United  States. 

Senator  Allen.  In  addition  to  the  differential  taxt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  In  addition  to  any  tax  that  was  put  on  raw  sugar. 
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Likewise  in  the  event  it  was  decided  to  impose  a  duty  on  raw  8Qgar,it 
should  be  under  the  ad  valorem  system,  and  not  under  either  the  spe- 
cific rate  or  the  uniform  rate. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  now  explain  as  completely  as  you  can  the 
different  systems  of  taxing  sugar  of  which  you  speak — ^the  uniform 
rate,  the  specific  rate,  and  the  ad  valorem  rate,  and  why  you  prefer  the 
ad  valorem,  or  what  advantage,  rather,  the  ad  valorem  has  over  either 
of  the  others. 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  If  I  estimate  the  matter  correctly,  a  just  and 
equitable  classification  is  the  proper  one.    It  applies  proportiouately, 
as  has  been  said,  upon  all  grades.    Under  that  principle  only  the  acL 
valorem  system  meets  it,  besides  which,  to  the  American  sugar  refining 
industry  it  is  very  important  in  the  classification  of  i*aw  sugars.    N 
discrimination  should  prevail  against  any  particular  grade  on  acconn 
of  the  resulting  disadvantage  to  the  American  sugar  industry  with  th 
foreign  competitors.    For  instance,  England  can  go  in  any  market  an 
buy  where  she  pleases  because  she  has  no  duty. 

Now  if  you  propose  a  duty  on  raw  sugars  the  relative  values  of  thes 
sugars,  duty  paid,  should  be  undisturbed.    There  is  no  system  know 
that  will  meet  that  fully  but  the  ad  valorem,  the  only  objection  again 
which  is  its  administration,  on  the  ground  of  fraud,  and  I  can  demo: 
strate  very  clearly  that  that  does  not  prevail  against  sugar. 

Kow  the  other  two  systems,  one  of  which  is  called  the  uniform 
by  assessing  1  cent  a  pound,  for  example,  upon  all  grades  of  suga 
which  means  50  per  cent  on  2-cent  sugar  and  33^  on  3-cent  sugar. 

The  other  is  what  is  known  as  the  specific  rate,  which  is  an  attemp 
in  view  of  this  charge  of  fraud,  to  classify  sugars  under  specific 
adjusted  to  the  ad  valorem  principle.  For  instance,  if  there  are  on^i^y 
two  sugars  in  the  world,  one  is  worth  2  cents  a  pound,  and  one  is  worl — ^h 
3  cents  a  pound ;  and  when  you  propose  to  put  40  per  cent  on  suga.  ^r, 
you  assess  the  2-cent  sugar  at  80  cents  per  100,  and  you  assess  tl^^o 
3-cent  sugar  at  $1.20  per  100. 

Kow,  if  they  were  the  only  two  sugars,  of  course  the  inequalities  th^3it 
would  arise  would  be  very  much  diminished.    Is  that  clear  t 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Now,  John  Sherman,  when  he  was  Secretary  ^^^^ 
the  Treasury,  discovered  that  some  advantage  was  being  taken  of  ttr:*® 
law,  because  sugars  were  classified  under  groups — Dutch  standaicr^ 
groups,  Dutch  standard  being  a  type  of  color  arbitrarily  fixed  by  pe-^^' 
pie  connected  with  the  Dutch  Government,  and  which  is  always  us^^ 
to  classify  sugars  by  the  United  States.    They  were  classified  in  grouj^^ 

Senator  Davis.  According  to  colorst 

Mr.  Have?vieyeb.  According  to  the  Dutch  standard  colors ;  one  groc^P 
being  13,  one  being  16  to  20,  and  one  being  over  20.  The  foreig^^ 
planters  of  sugar  evaded  that  law  by  debasing  their  sugar  in  color  b«-^^ 
not  in  saccharine  strength,  which  is  the  value  to  there&er;  and  JoL^  ^ 
Sherman  determined  to  collect  the  revenue  on  the  basis  of 

Senator  Davis.  On  the  basis  of  saccharine  strength! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  On  the  basis  of  saccharine  strength* 

Senator  Davis.  As  measured  by  the  polariscope. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  As  measured  by  the  polariscope.    I  was  about 
lay  he  introduced  the  polariscope.    The  duty  on  sugar  then,  when 
saw  began  to  be  revised,  was  80  per  cent,  and  it  was  deemed  ve 
unwise  to  attemx)t  to  administer  the  law  on  an  ad  valorem  system,  a 
then  came  about  the  attempt  to  ai^  ust  the  duties  under  the  ad  valo: 
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system  by  specific  rates;  that  is,  it  took  one  class  of  sugar  testing 
80,  and  said  we  have  assessed  that  at  50  per  cent,  and,  for  example, 
we  will  say  that  is  a  cent  a  pound.  Then  they  added  3  or  4  cents  for 
each  degree  to  represent  a  corresponding  ad  valorem  difierence  on  that 
extra  price  for  the  grade. 

Senator  Davis.  According  to  saccharine  strength  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  According  to  saccharine  strength. 

Senator  Lodge.  That,  substatially,  is  the  first  schedule  reported  by 
the  Senate  committee! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  was  not  a  uniform  ratef 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  that  was  a  s]>ecific  rate. 

The  trouble  with  that  schedule  was  they  began  1  cent  a  pound,  as 
I  understand,  to  please  a  certain  faction  of  the  Louisiana  planters. 
They  would  not  have  anything  under  a  cent  a  pound.  I  understand, 
likewise,  it  is  in  the  papers,  in  the  air,  that  the  committee  would 
not  give  them  over  1.40  on  the  refined,  and  the  result  was  that  this 
mass  of  sugar  between  2  and  3  cents  a  pound  had  to  be  concentrated 
between  them  two  rates,  1  cent  on  the  lowest,  1.40  on  the  highest.  The 
lower  the  rate  the  less  the  rate  ad  valorem;  the  greater  the  rate,  the 
greater  the  rate  ad  valorem. 

What  I  was  here  lor — I  was  to  attempt,  no  matter  what  the  rate 
should  be  ad  valorem,  with  which  I  have  nothing  to  do  except  to  express 
myself,  that  it  is  against  the  interest  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  to  have  any  duty  at  all  on  raw  sugar — no  matter  what  the 
rate  decided  upon  should  be,  I  was  here  to  see  that  it  should  apply  justly 
and  equitiibly  to  all,  and  it  could  only  be  done  under  an  ad  valorem 
system.  To  give  them  the  substance  of  what  they  wanted  as  far  as  my 
position  was  concerned,  and  to  get  them  to  agree  with  my  views. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  whether  the  market  rates  of  the 
different  grades  of  sugar  were  so  well  fixed  and  so  generally  understood 
as  that  ill  the  administration  it  would  be  practicable  to  prevent  frauds 
in  values? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir.  The  market  rates  of  sugar  are  as  well 
known  to  the  sugar  interest  and  as  open  to  the  public  and  anybody — 
the  custom-house,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury— as  stock-exchange 
quotations. 

Senator  Davis.  If  that  is  so,  why  did  the  discoloration  of  sugar  induce 
the  aetion  of  Secretary  Sherman? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Then  fraud  was  possible.  If  you  impose  a  tax  of 
80  per.  cent  you  will  find  that  you  have  got  somebody  who  wants  to 
cheat  you.  Then,  telegraphy  and  market  quotations  in  Secretary  Sher- 
man's time  were  different  from  what  they  are  now.  Now,  with  the  tele- 
graph all  over  the  world,  and  these  exchanges  that  have  sprung  up 
dealing  in  sugar  as  a  commodity,  they  deal  in  sugar  all  over  the  world 
as  they  deal  in  stocks  in  New  York.  The  quotations  for  all  grades  of 
^ugar  are  in  all  exchanges  of  the  world,  New  York  included,  daily. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  nature  of  things,  is  not  the  polariscope  test 
less  open  to  fraud  than  the  Dutch  standard  test? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Oh,  yes;  the  Dutch  standard  is  no  criterion 
:xiowadays. 

Senator  Allen.  Then  why  do  you  insist  upon  the  Dutch  standard 
test! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  1  do  not;  I  insist  upon  the  ad  valorem. 

Senator  Allen.  In  your  conversation  or  consultation  with  Secre 
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tary  Carlisle  and  these  Senators  on  the  subject^  did  you  insist  upon 
the  adoption  of  the  Batch  standard  testt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  Dutch  standard  test  has  no  bearing  upon 
raw  sugar.    It  is  the  dividing  line  between  raw  and  refined. 

Senator  Allen.  Take  the  96  sugar  of  saccharine  strength  or  sab- 
stance,  and  by  discoloration  import  it  as  a  lower  grade  of  sugar  under 
the  Dutch  standard;  has  not  that  been  donet 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  was  under  the  old  law  when  Mr.  Sherman 
was  Secretary. 

Senator  Allen.  Gould  that  be  done  nowt 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Oh,  no.  There  is  only  one  dividing  line.  One 
comprehends  all  raw,  and  one  comprehends  all  refined,  and  that  is  16 
Dutch  standard. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  there  any  refineries  in  England  in  ox>eration? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir;  they  re&ie  about  800,000  tons  of  sugar 
a  year. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  thought  you  stated  that  England  imports  her  sugar 
chiefly  refined  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  She  imports  about  600,000  tons  and  refines  about 
800,000  tons.  Her  refining  capacity  has  been  very  sensibly  diminished 
yearly  for  the  last  ten  years  owing  to  the  production  and  exportation 
of  beet  sugar. 

Senator  Lodoe.  England  having  no  duty  in  favor  of  her  own  refined 
sugar  has  not  enabled  her  to  compete  with  these  other  countries. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No, 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  financial  interest  in  the  refineries  in 
Europe  or  in  England  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  If o,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Tour  financial  interests  in  sugar  are  all  confined  to 
the  United  Statest 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  have  a  raw-sugar  establishment  in  Cuba. 

Senator  Allen.  In  Cuba? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  had  thatt  Is  that  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Befining  Company's  or  H.  O.  Havemeyer'st 

Mr.  Havemeyeb,  It  is  a  personal  matter. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  had  thatf 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  was  in  operation  this  year  for  the  first  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  may  state  if  you  or  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  are  interested  in  any  manner  in  the  production  of  sugars, 
or  in  sugar  lands,  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir;  except  that  the  Western  Sugar  Befining 
Company  have  contracts  with  the  planters  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  has  a  half 
interest  in  the  Western  Sugar  Befining  Company  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allbn.  In  that  way  you  are  interested  in  the  production  of 
sugars  in  the  Sandwich  Islands t 

Mr.  HAVEidEYEB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  alike  interested  in  the  production  of  sugar 
in  any  other  island,  in  that  or  a  similar  way  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  I  asked  you  if  you  knew  of  any  contribu- 
tions to  political  parties  by  the  Sugar  Befining  Company  or  anymembers 
of  it,  or  stockholders,  and  you  said  you  did  not. 
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•  Haysheteb.  I  do  not. 

lator  Allen.  Do  yoa  know  of  any  Senator  of  the  United  States 

operates  upon  the  stock  exchange  in  baying  or  selling  sugar  cer- 

tesor  stock? 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

lator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  United  States  Senator  who  is, 

10  is  said  to  be,  in  financial  circles  or  stock  circles  in  the  city  of 

York,  engaged  in  operating  in  any  kinds  of  stocks  upon  the  stock 

inget 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

lator  Allen.  You  haYC  no  knowledge  upon  that  subject,  or  no 

r  founded  upon  any  circumstances  that  came  to  your  knowledge? 

.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  air. 

lator  Allen.  You  know  that  it  is  commonly  reported  that  certain 

tors  do  operate  ux)on  the  exchange,  do  you  not? 

.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

lator  Allen.  Buy  or  sell  or  speculate  in  stocks  t    I  am  not  using 

^hnical  language  as  you  talk  exchange. 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

lator  AiXEN.  You  know  of  nothing  of  the  kind  and  haYC  heard  oi 

ng  of  the  kind? 

.  Hayemeteb,  No,  sir;  I  haYe  not  read  these  articles  in  the  dif- 

t  papers. 

lator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  United  States  Senator  or  Bep- 

tative  in  Congress  who  is  acting,  or  who  has  been  acting,  as  the 

I  or  attorney  of  the  sugar  trust  or  the  American  Sugar  Befining 

>anyf 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

aator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  Senator  or  BepresentatiYC 

bas  furnished  the  trust  or  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company 

the  information  of  proposed  legislation  t 

,  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Qator  Allen.    Or  information  as  to  whether  a  giYcn  measure 

d  become  a  law  or  would  be  defeated? 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

lator  Allen.  Do  you  know  of  any  person  engaged'  in  the  sendee 

e  United  States  who  has  been  doing  itf 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

jator  Allen.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  haYe  known  Senator 

)  for  a  great  many  years? 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir;  I  said  I  had  known  him  for  some  time,  a 

or  so. 

aator  Allen.  He  spends  most  of  his  time  in  New  York  City  when 

Q  Washington,  does  he  not? 

•  Hayemeteb.  I  do  not  know. 

Qator  Allen.  Do  you  know  he  maintains  a  residence  in  the  city 

dw  York?, 

.  Hayemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

nator  Allen.  Do  you  kuow  whether  he  has  an  office  there? 

.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

aator  Allen.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  been  engaged  recently, 

iring  the  pendency  of  the  present  tariff  bill,  in  buying  or  selling 

r  certificates  or  sugar  stock? 

'.  Hayemeteb.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

iiator  Allen.  Or  whether  Senator  Smith,  whom  you  met  at  the 
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Arlington  Hotel,  has  been  baying  or  selling  sugar  certificates  or  sngar 
stock  during  the  pendency  of  the  present  tarift*  bill? 

Mr.  Havembyer.  No.  sir;  I  know  nothing  of  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  any  other  Senator? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Nor  any  other  Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  summoned  in  this  city,  were  you  nott  You 
were  here  when  the  subpoena  was  served  on  you? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  I  was  in  New  York. 

Senator  Allen.  You  had  been  here,  however,  up  to  within  a  few 
days  before  that,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  I  was  only  here  once,  you  might  say. 

Senator  Allen.  Senator  Aldrich  is  a  member  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  and  an  active  participant  in  tariff  discussion.  Did  you  talk 
with  him  about  the  sugar  interest? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  never  talked  with  any  Bepublican  Sena- 
tors of  the  Finance  Committee? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  have  only  talked  with  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  Finance  Committee,  those  whose  names  you  have  men- 
tioned? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Only  those  I  mentioned  of  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  ever,  at  any  of  these  meetings,  a 
consultation  with  these  gentlemen,  or  with  any  of  them,  any  sugges- 
tion on  your  part  that  the  Democratic  party  was  under  some  obligation 
to  you,  or  under  some  obligation  to  the  sugar  interest  in  this  campaign? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  An  obligation  common  to  all  interests? 

Senator  Allen.  Any  specific  obligation.  Any  obligation  different 
from  the  obligation  of  the  interest  of  the  country  at  large? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  never. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  endeavored  since  the  organization  of  the 
sugar  tmst  to  control  Congressional  legislation  upon  the  subject  of 
sugar,  have  you  not?  * 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Only  to  secure  fair  treatment  by  fair  means, 
which  I  have  a  right  to  do. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  either  coming  to  Washington  in  x>erson  or 
havingsome person  to  represent  youhere  during  the  session  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  have  never  had  anybody  to  represent  me.  I 
have  always  done  that  thing  in  x>6rson. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Searles,  who  has  been  here  during  the  winter, 
represents  your  interests,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  He  represents  the  interests  of  the  American 
Sugar  Refining  Comx>any. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  what  I  mean,  whether  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  since  its  organization,  and  the  American  Sug*<ir 
trust  or  pool  before  the  organization  of  the  present  com])any,  had  not 
endeavored  to  control  legislation  of  Congress  with  a  view  of  protecting 
its  interests,  and  with  a  view  of  making  money  out  of  such  legislation 
as  might  be  enacted  here? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  have  not  endeavored  to  do  that,  did  you  say? 

Senator  Allen.  I  ask  you  if  you  have  endeavored  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  To  protect  its  interests?  Yes;  that  is  what  I 
have  been  down  here  for. 

Senator  Allen.  In  round  numbers,  what  profit  has  the  holders  o 
the  Anjerican  Sugar  Beftnmg  Company  made  upon  its  first  capitaliza 
tion  in  1891,  $50,000,000  cap\ta\\2.^tko\i\ 
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Mr.  Havemeybb.  I  could  not  tell  you  that.  When  I  came  to  Wash- 
ington I  had  prepared  for  me  a  statement  showing  the  manufacture  and 
profit  from  the  time  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  went  into 
business  until  I  came  down  here,  and  that  showed  on  the  amount  of 
sugar  they  had  melted  they  had  averaged  a  profit  of  three-eighths  of  a 
cent  a  pound,  which  I  told  you  would  amount  to  between  $20,000,000 
and  $25,000,000  for  the  three  years. 

Senator  Allen.  That  would  amount  to  $30,000,000  or  $35,000,000 
yearly  f 

Mr.  Havembyer.  No,  sir;  for  the  three  years. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  stock  has  paid  more  than  that  since  the 
organization  of  1891,  has  it  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  In  dividends! 

Senator  Allen.  In  dividends  t 

Mr.  Havembyeb.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  What  profit  does  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  make  by  the  issuance  of  new  stock  and  the  buying  in  of  these 
other  refineries  which  you  have  spoken  of  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  They  made  none  in  that  transaction.  That  was  a 
mere  exchange. 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  an  exchange,  but  that  exchange  resulted  in 
consequence  of  your  ability  to  control  that,  and  control  the  output  in 
large  profit  to  you,  did  it  notf 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  profit  did  that  result  inf 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  can  not  give  you  the  exact  figures. 

Senator  Allen.  I  mean  in  round  numbers.  Of  course  I  do  not 
exx>ect  you  to  give  us  the  exact  figures.  It  is  too  large  a  transaction 
for  a  man  to  carry  accurately  in  his  mind. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  If  I  understand  your  question  it  is,  how  the 
pecuniary  result  of  that  transaction  to  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  compared  to  what  they  were  doing  and  what  that  enabled 
them  to  dof 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  should  say  that  it  was  $15,000,000. 

Senator  Allen.  That  should  be  added  to  the  $35,000,000 1 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sii*;  that  is  apart  of  the  $25,000,000. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  was  the  first  United  States  Senator  that  you 
met  after  coming  here  in  March  of  this  year,  and  with  whom  you  con- 
versed upon  the  subject  of  the  pending  tariff  billt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  did  you  meet  himt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  At  his  house. 

Senator  Allen.  You  met  him  on  two  different  occasions,  I  under- 
stand? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  on  each  of  those  occasions  yon  endeavored  to 
explain  to  him  in  a  x>erfectly  proper  way  why  you  should  have  certain 
concessions  in  the  sugar  schedule  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  rate  under  which  the  duty  was  to  be  imposed 
was  to  be  ad  valorem. 

Senator  Allen.  Nothing  occurred  between  you  and  Senator  Vest  at 
either  of  these  conversations  in  the  nature  of  a  statement  of  obliga 
tions  to  the  Democratic  party,  or  of  the  Democratic  party  to  you  or 
your  interests? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Ifothing  whatever. 
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Senator  Ali<en.  Who  was  the  next  Senator  you  met  and  where  did 
you  meet  himt 

Mr.  Hatemeteb.  I  tbink  the  next  man  was  Senator  Hill.    I  met 
him  at  the  Iformandie,  at  his  rooms. 

Senator  Allen.  About  when  was  thatf 

Mr.  Hayeubyeb.   Simultaneously — it  was  all  done  within  two  or 
three  days. 

Senator  Allen.  Sbortly  after  you  came  heret 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  talked  with  him  about  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  go  through  the  whole  process  of  explain- 
ing to  him  your  ideas  of  what  the  schedule  should  bet 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  As  ftiUy  as  I  could,  without  the  practical  demon- 
stration of  the  samples. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  Senator  Hill  agree  to  assist  you  in  your  pur- 
pose t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir ;  he  did  not  agree  to  anything. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  ask  him  to  assist  yout 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  asked  him  for  his  active,  hearty  cooperation  in 
the  matter. 

Senator  Allen.  Had  you  or  the  sugar-reHning  company  contributed 
any  to  the  campaign  fund  in  New  York  last  yeart 

Mr.  Havemey^eb.  The  Democratic  campaign  fundt 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Do  you  mean  the  national  campaign  fundt 

Senator  Allen.  The  Democratic  State  campaign  fund  of  last  yeart 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  will  have  to  answer  that  in  the  afi^mative. 

Senator  Allen.  Relatively,  to  what  amount  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  To  a  moderate  amount. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  objection  to  stating  what  it  wast 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  1  will  have  to  look  that  up.    I  have  not  charged 
my  mind  with  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  also  contribute  something  to  the  Bepub< 
lican  campaign  fundt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  recollection  as  to  the  fiictt 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  local  fundt 

Senator  Allen.  Yes;  the  State  fund.    That  is,  for  the  State  cam- 
paign. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  always  do  that.    I  have  not  the  amount  in 
my  mind. 

Senator  Allen.  So  you  contributed  as  a  matter  of  fact  to  both  par- 
ties t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  will  not  say  I  contributed  to  the  Republican 
party  without  refreshing  my  memory. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  to  your  best  recollection  that  you  did  contribute 
to  both  the  Republican  and  Democratic  campaign  funds  in  New  York  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  we  did  contribute  to  the  Republican. 

Senator  Allen.  In  1892  did  you  contribute  to  either  party  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  local  parties  t 

Senator  Allen.  The  national  parties  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir;  but  always  to  the  local  parties.    Let  that 
be  distinct. 

Senator  Allen.  You  contributed  to  the  local  party,  that  is,  the  State 
party,  in  1892 1 
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Mr.  Hayemsteb.  I  would  bare  to  refresh  my  memory  on  Qiat.  I 
do  not  tMnk  we  did. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  either  party  or  both  parties 
in  the  State  of  ]^ew  York  in  the  election  of  18021 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  1  do  not  think  we  did. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  think  yon  didf 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  a  distinct  recollection  that  yon  did  not. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  My  recollection  of  it  is  that  we  made  no  contribu- 
tions during  the  year  1892. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  any  member  of  the  American  Sugar  Beflning 
Company  contribute  to  the  campaign  in  New  York  in  18921 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  indiYidually  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  To  neither  party! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  know  of  no  one  who  did  contributet 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  No,  sir.  Contributions  to  local  political  organiza- 
tions have  always  been  made  by  corporations,  before  the  trust  and  by 
the  trust  and  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  and  no  doubt 
w^ill  continue  to  be.    It  is  a  Yery  suitable  and  proper  thing  to  do. 

Senator  Allen.  You  say  it  is  a  suitable  and  proper  thing  to  dot 

Mr.  IlAYEMEYEB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Why  should  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Com- 
panv  contribute  to  either  of  the  political  parties  in  the  State  of  New 
York! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  We  have  large  interests  in  this  State;  police  pre- 
election and  fire  protection.  They  need  CYcrything  that  the  city  fur- 
nishes and  giYCS,  and  they  haYC  to  support  these  things.  Every 
indiYidual  and  corporation  and  firm,  trust,  or  whatCYcr  you  call  it, 
<Lo  these  things,  and  we  do  them. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  contribute  to  both  parties  with  the  expec- 
tation of  whichcYcr  party  succeeds  your  interests  will  be  guarded! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  We  haYe  a  good  deal  of  local  protection  for  our 
<$ontribution. 

Senator  Axlen.  You  expect  protection  from  whichcYer  party  suc- 
-ceedsf 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Yes,  sir;  local  protection. 

Senator  Allen,  Do  you  expect  that  simply  from  the  Democratic 
T)arty? 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  We  expect  protection  from  the  police  and  fire 
department,  and  anything  that  the  State  and  local  organizations  can 
^ve. 

Senator  Allen.  Therefore  you  feel  at  liberty  to  contribute  to  both 
3)artiesf 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  It  depends.    In  the  State  of  New  York,  where  the 
Democratic  majority  is  between  40,000  and  50,000,  we  throw  it  their 
^ay.    In  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  where  the  Bepublican  party  is 
doubtful,  they  probably  haYe  the  call. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Massachusetts  do  you  contribute 
anything! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Very  likely. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  contributions 
■tKade  by  your  company  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts  f 

Air.  Havemeyer.  I  could  not  name  the  amovmt.    1  Olo  wciX*  ^wvws 
'i^at  we  do  contribute. 
^uator  Allen.  However j  in  the  State  of  15 ew  Yor^  ^o\l  c«ii\iTCw3LXfc 
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to  the  Democratic  party,  and  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
you  contribute  to  the  Eepublican  party? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  is  my  impression  that  wherever  there  is  a  dom- 
inant party,  wherever  the  majority  is  very  large,  that  is  the  party  that 
gets  the  contribution,  because  that  is  the  party  which  controls  the 
local  matters. 

Senator  Allen.  Then,  the  sugar  trust  is  a  Democrat  in  a  Democratic 
State,  and  a  Eepublican  in  a  Eepublican  State? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  As  far  as  local  matters  are  concerned,  I  think 
that  is  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Maine  you  control  the  refinery  at 
Portland,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  defunct.  We  do  not  give  anything  to  the 
State  of  Maine. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  where  do  your  contri- 
butions go? 

Mr.  Havemeyer,  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  Pennsylvania  is  a  Eepublican  State  and  your  con- 
tributions probably  go  to  the  Eepublican  party,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  would  be  a  local  matter.  If  Philadelphit 
was 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  your  nativity,  or  the  nativity  of  your 
corx)oration,  New  Jersey,  where  do  your  contributions  go? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  New  Jersey  is  invariably  a  Demo- 
cratic State.    It  would  naturally  go  to  th^  Democratic  party. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Under  the  theory  I  have  suggested  if  they  were 
it  would  naturally  go  to  them. 

Senator  Allen.  What,  in  round  numbers,  is  the  amount  annually 
contributed  by  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  to  the  different 
political  parties  for  campaign  purposes? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  There  is  no  fixed  amount.    I  could  not  guess  at  it 

Senator  Allen.  Does  it  amount  to  9100,0001 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Oh,  no;  not  $25,000. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  con- 
tribute anything  in  1892  towards  securing  the  nomination  of  any  par- 
ticular individual  to  the  of&ce  of  President  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Nothing  in  a  national  shape  in  any  manner,  shape, 
or  form. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  what  is  known  as  the  <^  Anti- 
Snapper  Fund?" 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  did  not  contribute  to  that  at  all t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  There  is  no  doubt  about  positiveness  on  that  point 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  California,  did  you  contribute  to  the 
campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  or  Eepublican  party  there? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  Western  Eefining  Company,  in  which 
you  have  a  half  interest.    Does  that  contribute  anything? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Louisiana  yon  contribute,  however, 
do  you  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  would  know  about  Louisiana  and  California? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  believe  Mr.  Spreckels  \8  the  president  of  th9 
Western  refinery. 
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Senator  Axlen.  And  this  money  that  yon  contribnte  to  these  differ 
ent  parties  for  campaiccu  purposes 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Local  campaign  purposes. 

Senator  Al.len.  Certainly;  local  campaign  purposes — that  money 
comes  out  of  the  corporation  of  the  sugar  refining  company  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  a  part  of  the  expenses  of  the  company  f 

Mr.  Havemetbr.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Charged  up  on  your  books  as  expenses! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  books  of  your  refining  company  would 
Bhow  the  amount  of  money  which  you  haye  annually  contributed  to  the 
respectiYC  political  parties  and  the  State  in  which  it  was  contributed, 
and  the  party  to  wMch  it  was  concributed,  would  they  not! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  don't  think  it  shows  in  that  form. 

Senator  Allen.  How  would  it  show — ^as  so  much  money! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  It  would  show  that  a  payment  was  made,  and 
that  payment  would  haYe  to  be  explained  by  the  party  who  made  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Made  to  some  particular  indiYidual! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  He  would  haYe  to  render  an  account,  which  would 
lot  go  upon  the  books,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  that  money  was 
expended! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  He  would  haYe  to  expend  it  in  conformity  with 
lie  instructions  of  the  board. 

Senator  Allen.  The  manner  in  which  he  did  expend  it  actually 
c^ould  not  appear  upon  your  books! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  HaYe  you  been  in  the  habit  of  expending  any  money 
Q  connection  with  State  legislatures! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  You  mean  in  the  campaign  of  the  State!  You  do 
lot  mean  in  the  legislature  itself! 

Senator  Allen.  I  mean  in  influencing  State  legislation. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Oh,  never.  We  have  contributed  to  local  cam- 
laign  parties,  but  never  in  the  way  of  influencing  legislation,  and  we 
lever  contribute  with  any  obligation. 

Senator  Lodqe.  I  will  ask  you  whether  any  money  has  been  con- 
tributed by  the  sugar  trust  or  any  member  of  the  sugar  trust  toward 
lecnring  or  aiding  the  election  of  any  U.  S.  Senator! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Can  you  ascertain  the  amount! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  can  if  I  apply  to  the  books. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  do  it! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  If  it  is  the  order  of  this  conmiittee  I  will  do  any- 
thing. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  as  to  each  of  the  different  States  in  which 
noney  has  been  contributed! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  If  that  is  the  order  of  the  committee,  I  will  get  it. 

Senator  Allen.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  request  of  the  witness, 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  to  produce  full  data  as  to  all  money  contributed  by 
:he  American  Sugar  Eefiuing  Company,  or  any  of  its  offlcers  on  its 
^^connt  or  in  its  interest,  in  the  different  States  of  the  Union,  in  1892 
^nd  1893,  for  political  purposes  of  any  political  party,  whether  national. 
State,  or  local. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  As  to  National^  I  will  answer  now^  no;  there  is 
Done.    As  to  others,  there  is. 

23BRI 


354  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

(The  request  of  Senator  Allen  was  granted  by  the  committee,  and 
Mr.  Havemeyer  asked  an  opportunity  to  consult  his  counsel  before 
furnishing  the  data  called  for.) 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  while  ago  in  substance 
that  the  McKinley  act  had  been  a  very  favorable  act  for  the  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  had  been  enabled  to  make  considerable  money 
out  of  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir;  under  it. 

Senator  Allen.  What  sum  of  money  have  you  been  enabled  to  make 
under  that  act  which  you  attribute  directly  to  the  act  or  its  operation! 

(Mr.  Havemeyer  was  given  the  opportunity  to  answer  this  last  ques- 
tion when  he  shall  again  appear  before  the  Committee.) 

8W0RV  TESTIMOKY  OP  ME.  COED  HEYEE. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  is  your  full  namet 

Mr.  Meyer.  Mr.  Cord  Meyer. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  aget 

Mr.  Meyek.  I  am  39. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  nccupationf 

Mr.  Meyer.  I  am  executor  of  my  father's  last  wOl,  and  president  of 
the  Acme  Fertilizing  Company,  and  managing  partner  of  Cord  Meyer 
&Co. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  business  of  Cord  Meyer  &  Co.! 

Mr.  Meyer.  Real  estate  and  investments.  I  am  a  director  in  the 
Steinway  Rail  Company,  the  Kings  County  Trust  Company,  and  several 
others. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  any  connection  with  the  American  Sugar 
Befin  in  g  Company  f 

Mr.  Meyer.  None  whatever,  except  as  a  stockholder.  The  estate  is 
a  stockholder. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  a  stockholder  in  the  American  Sugar  Be- 
fining  Company! 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir;  at  least,  my  father's  estate  is. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  an  of&eer  of  the  company? 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  ever  been  employed  by  the  company  Id 
any  way! 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  To  look  after  legislation! 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  here  in  Washington  during  the  pa«* 
winter  t 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  been  in  Washington. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  here  in  the  interests  of  the  sugar 
company! 

Mr.  Meyer.  Except  so  far  as  my  own  interest,  being  a  stockholder, 
not  in  the  interest  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company.  I  h*^ 
never  been  employed  by  them  or  asked  to  do  anything  for  them. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  talked  with  any  Senators  with  regard  to 
the  sugar  schedule  in  the  tarifif  biU! 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  Senators! 
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Mr.  Meter.  Senator  Smith,  who  represents  the  State  where  the  com- 
3any  was  incorporated^  and  my  own  Senators;  Senator  Murphy,  with 
whom  I  am  well  acquainted,  a  Senator  from  my  own  State. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Did  you  see  them  before  the  first  schedule  was 
rex)orted  by  the  Finance  Committee  f 

Mr.  Meter.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  Senator  Smith  before  the  first  schedule 
B^as  published. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  them  afterwards! 

Mr.  Meter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  did  you  say  to  them  in  regard  to  that  fivst 
M^hedulef 

Mr.  Meter.  I  do  not  think  I  talked  about  that  first  schedule.  I 
bhink  the  first  time  I  saw  Senator  Smith  I  talked  about  bone-black,  in 
srhich  I  am  very  largely  interested. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  you  talked  with  both  Senator  Smith  and 
Senator  Murphy  in  regard  to  the  sugar  schedule! 

Mr.  Meter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Will  you  please  state  the  substance  of  that  conver- 
sation Y 

Mr.  Meter.  1  tried  to  impress  upon  both  of  them  the  necessity  of 
)rotection  to  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Gompany,and  the  last  time 
[  saw  Senator  Smith  I  tried  to  show  that  the  present  schedule  was  riot 
>rotection  enough,  and  the  only  time  1  think  I  spoke  to  Senator  Mur- 
)hy  about  it  was  after  this  schedule  had  passed.  I  tried  to  show  him 
hat  I  did  not  think  there  was  protection  enough  to  the  American  Sugar 
tetining  Company. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  the  present  schedule! 

Mr.  Meter.  That  is  the  present  schedule. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  you  opposed  to  the  first  schedule,  the  one  pro- 
H>8ing  specific  rates! 

Mr.  Meter.  Personally! 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes. 

Mr.  Meter.  Very  much. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  urge  upon  them  arguments  against  that 
irst  schedule  which  proposed  specific  rates! 

Mr.  Meter.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  urge  them  to  interest  themselves  against  it! 

Mr.  Meter.  I  cannot  say  that  I  did.  I  think  I  only  saw  Senator 
^rnith  twice  or  three  times,  and  I  never  talked  the  sugar  schedule 
?ith  Senator  Murphy  before  this  present  schedule  had  passed. 

The  Chairman.  Had  passed  ! 

Mr.  Meter.  I  mean  had  been  submitted  from  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  urged  upon 
Senator  Smith  arguments  against  the  first  schedule. 

Mr.  Meter.  Ko,  sir;  I  know  I  did  against  the  last. 

Senator  Lodge.  Against  the  last! 

Mr.  Meter.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  not  against  the  Qrst,  as  reported! 

Mr.  Meter.  Ko,  sir;  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  did  or  not.  My  im- 
pression is  I  did  not  talk  the  sugar  schedule  over  with  Senator  Smith 
n  my  last  interview  with  him.  The  first  time  I  spoke  to  him  was  before 
iny  schedule  had  been  reported  from  the  committee,  and  in  a  general 
nray  I  urged  the  necessity  of  some  protection  to  the  sugar-refining  com- 
pany.   It  was  free  sugar  then  as  it  passed  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  While  you  were  here  in  Washington,  were  you  in 
Bonsultation  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  Mr.  Terrell! 
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Mr.  Meyer.  I  met  Mr.  Terrell  once,  and  isaw  Mr.  Havemeyer,  I 
think,  twice  on  the  day  be  was  here.  I  saw  him  in  the  afternoon  and 
I  accepted  an  invitation  to  dine  with  him.  I  dined  with  him.  Then  I 
called  again  to  bid  him  good-bye,  but  did  not  see  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  yon  talk  with  him  in  regard  to  the  sagar 
iniexestf 

Mr.  Meyer.  At  the  dinner  I  do  not  think  the  sugar  question  was 
brought  up  at  all.    I  am  positively  sure  it  was  not  brought  up. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  this  t 

Mr.  Meyer.  On  one  of  my  visits  to  Washington. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  here  several  tiniest 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  might  state  right  here  that  I  did  not 
eome  on  account  of  the  tariff  every  time  I  was  here.  I  had  a  great 
interest  in  it  and  tried  to  the  best  of  my  power  to  follow  up  the  conrse 
of  legislation.  I  came  here  on  political  questions;  a  matter  of  patron- 
age as  well  as  anything  else  brought  me  here.  I  am  a  member  of  my 
State  committee  from  my  Congressional  district,  and  two  of  my  visits 
were  with  the  chairman  of  my  county  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  ^^with  the  chairman^"  or  that  yon  were 
chairman  f 

Mr.  Meyibr.  With  the  chairman.  I  am  a  member  of  the  Democratic 
State  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  stated  in  the  Philadelphia  Press,  in  an  arti- 
cle published  on  the  14th  of  May  by  Mr.  Edwards 

Mr.  Meyer.  I  have  read  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  is  there  stated  that  you  were  present  at  a  meeting 
at  the  Capitol  one  Sunday  when  the  tariff  bill  was  under  discussion. 
What  have  you  to  say  about  that! 

Mr.  Meyer.  Do  you  mean  heret 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes. 

Mr.  Meyer.  !N^o,  sir;  I  never  was  in  the  Oapitol  during  any  con- 
sultation. 

The  Chairman.  '*In  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  and  also,  in  the  wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the 
representatives  of  the  sugar  trust.  There  were  Havemeyer,  and  Terrell, 
and  Meyer,  Ben  Le  Fevre,  and  others.'^ 

Mr.  Meyer.  I  will  swear  positively  I  was  not  here.  I  never  was 
here  at  any  consultation. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  talk  to  any  other  Senator  except  Senator 
Smith  and  Senator  Murphy  f 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  did  not  talk  with  any  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  Senate! 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  if  any  Senator  has  been  speculating 
in  sugar  certificates  since  the  1st  of  February  f 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  no  knowledge  whatever  on  that  subjectf 

Mr.  Mey:br.  N"o,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  any  Senator  or  Bepresentative  trho 
has  been  at  any  time  the  attorney  or  counsel  or  representative  of  ^® 
sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  in  any  way  connected  with  itt 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Doea  bone  black  pertain  to  the  refining  indwM' 
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Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir;  we  were  originally  in  the  refining  buHiuess^ 
^nd  if  I  remember  rightly  it  was  our  second  giade  of  expense,  and  I 
bhink  it  came  next  to  labor.  They  had  it  on  the  free  list  in  the  House 
bill.  I  believe  now  it  is  20  per  cent.  I  am  largely  interested  in  rice, 
that  is,  myself  and  friends  who  compose  the  Lake  Charles  Bice  Milling 
(Jompany.  I  came  here  purposely  to  meet  the  president  of  that  com- 
pany on  one  occasion. 

Senator  Lodge.  Boneblack  is  used  very  largely  in  the  refining  ni 
sugarf 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  you  are  a  manufacturer  of  boneblack f 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  sell  your  product  to  the  American  Sugai 
Refining  Company  f 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir;  in  part. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  partly  to  independent  companies! 

Mr.  Meyer.  And  to  the  other  consumers. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  made  any  contributions  to  the  campaign 
iind  of  either  political  party  prior  to  the  election  of  1892,  for  the  pur- 
K>Ke  of  securing  or  defeating  legislation  f 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir.  I  will  say  I  always  contribute.  Every  election 
osts  me  some  money. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  ran  at  the  head  of  the  Democratic  ticket  in  your 
^tate  last  yeart 

Mr.  Meyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  contributions  made  by  mem- 
bers of  the  sugar  trust,  or  anyone  connected  with  it,  to  the  campaign 
and  of  either  political  party  for  tl\at  purpose  f 

Mr.  Meyer.  No,  sir. 

The  oommittee  adjourned  until  to  morrow,  June  13, 1894,  at  11  o'clock 
u  m. 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  I3j  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  Senator  Gray  (the  chairman),  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWOEN  TESTIMOHY  OP  H.  0.  HAVEMETEE— Continued. 

The  Chairman.  Fow,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  you  have  stated  that  yon 
srish  to  mako  a  statement  of  some  kind. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  is  in  relation  to  the  answer  that  I  am  to  make 
to  that  last  interrogatory. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  copy  of  it  with  yout 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir  [handing  a  paper  to  the  chairman]. 

Tbe  Chairman.  The  interrogatory  is  as  Ibllows: 

Senator  Allbn.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  request  of  the  witness,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, to  produce  full  data  as  to  all  monej^  contributed  by  tbe  American  Sugar 
Reiiiiing  Company,  or  any  of  its  officers,  on  its  anonnt  or  in  its  interest,  in  the 
different  States  of  the  Un'ion  in  1892  or  1893,  for  political  purposes,  to  any  political 
party,  whether  national.  State,  or  local. 

Mr.  Have^ieyer.  While  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  answer  any  mate- 
rial matters,  nnder  advice  of  counsel  I  decline  to  answer  abow.1  o\x\,«A% 
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matters.  I  decline  to  answer  about  local  contributions.  I  know  of 
nothing  given  to  the  national  campaign.  There  exists  no  bargain  of 
any  nature,  and  never  claimed  that  the  company  was  entitled  to  any- 
thing except  what  its  merits  required. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  answer  you  desire  to  make  to  this  ques- 
tion f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  is  the  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  state,  if  you  can,  the  difference  of  pro- 
tection to  your  industry  under  the  M cKinley  act  and  what  it  would  be 
under  this  act  as  it  is  now  framed  in  the  Senate— under  the  Wilson  act 
with  the  Senate  amendments  now  being  considered. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Under  the  Senate  amendments  it  is  about  one- 
quarter  what  it  is  under  the  McKinley  bill. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  yesterday  that  owing  to 
the  existence  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefiuing  Company  and  your  abil- 
ity to  control  the  output  of  the  American  sugar  trust  that  sugar  has 
been  bringing  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  three-eighths  of  a 
cent  per  pound  more  than  it  would  under  a  system  of  free  refineries f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  think  my  testimony  was  that  the  profits  of  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company  Jbad  been  three-eighths  of  a  cent 
for  three  years. 

Senator  Allen.  Yes;  and  I  understood  you  to  say  that  sugar  was 
bringing  to  the  American  people  a  little  more  under  this  system  of  the 
trust  than  it  was  under  the  system  of  free  refineries  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  that  part  of  the  difference  to  be  about 
three-eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  said  the  profits  were  three-eighths  of  a  cent  a 
pound  to  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company. 

The  Chaibman.  Senator  Allen  is  asking  you  whether  he  understood 
you  to  say  that  the  increased  cost  to  the  American  people  of  sugar  by 
reason  of  the  trust,  so  called,  under  the  McKinley  bill  was  three- 
eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound. 

Senator  Allen.  No;  I  understood  Mr.  Havemeyer  to  say  yesterday 
and  to  repeat  this  morning  that,  owing  to  the  establishment  of  the  sugar 
ti-ust  and  the  destruction  of  free  refineries,  the  sugar  cost  the  American 
people  about  three-eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound  more  than  it  would  under 
a  system  of  free  refineries;  that  is,  under  a  system  of  refineries  where 
there  is  no  combination  or  trust. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  trouble  about  answering  that  question,  if  I 
may  be  allowed  to  state,  is  that  you  frame  it  in  such  a  way  that  it 
involves  ruin  and  destruction  in  some  way  to  the  i)eople  connected 
with  the  sugar  trust.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  state  that  since  the 
formation  of  the  sugar-refining  company,  coupled  with  the  protection 
granted  under  the  McKinley  law,  as  it  is  so  called,  the  sugar-refining 
industry  have  made  a  profit  of  three-eighths^  of  a  cent  a  pound  on  itfi 
sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  Let  me  ask  a  question  there. 

Senator  Allen.  Certainly. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  that  three-eighths  of  a  cent  a 
pound  would  not  have  been  made  in  case  the  sugar- refining  industiy 
was  conducted  by  independent  refineries  all  over  the  countrjrf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  1  mean  to  state  that  before  the  formation  of  the 
trust  the  competition  among  American  refineries  was  ruinously  di^^' 
srous. 
Senator  Davis,  To  ^\iom^ 
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Mr.  Hayemeyer.  To  the  owners  of  the  property  and  the  capitalists 
engaged  in  the  business. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  after  they  got  together  and 
combined  in  the  shape  of  what  we  call  the  trust,  that  sugar  cost  three- 
eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound  more  than  it  would  otherwise  have  cost  under 
previous  conditions! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Under  conditions  immediately  preceding  the  for- 
mation of  the  trust,  yes;  three-eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound;  but  taking 
the  time  of  six  years,  since  the  formation  of  the  trust,  the  cost  to  the 
consumer  has  been  less  than  it  has  been  six  years  previously. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  cost  to  the  consumer! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  state  six  years.  I  think  there  has  been  some 
misunderstanding  on  that  point  formerly.  The  trust  was  formed  seven 
years  ago,  was  it  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir;  I  mean  since  the  trust  was  formed.  It 
was  understood  here,  originally,  in  speaking  of  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company,  the  words  "  sugar  trust"  should  be  used.  The  dis- 
tinction is  perfectly  clear. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understand  that.  I  wanted  to  get  from  you  an 
authentic  statement  of  what  I  understand  to  be  the  fact,  that  the  sugar 
trust  was  formed  in  1887  and  that  it  was  dissolved  in  1890! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  latter  part  of  1890. 

Senator  Lodge.  Following  the  decision  of  the  New  York  court  of 
appeals! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Precisely. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  that  necessitated  its  being  reformed  under 
a  new  corporation! 

Mr.  H AVEMEY^ER.  Yes,  sir ;  early  in  1891, 

Senator  Lodge.  Early,  in  18911 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  early  in  1891,  after  the  decision  of  the  New 
York  court  of  appeals,  it  was  reformed  as  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  as  a  corporation! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  stated  that  the  profits  have  been  three- 
eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  manufacturing  profits. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  manufacturing  profits  have  been  three-eighths 
of  a  cent  a  pound,  and  that  would  not  have,  been  made  by  the  inde- 
pendent refineries,  which  destroyed  each  other! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Immediately  preceding  the  formation  of  the  trust. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  has  been  the  reduction  of  price  to  the  con- 
sumer since  1890!  You  stated  that  yesterday,  but  I  want  to  ask  you 
again. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  should  think  it  was  nearly  3  cents  a  pound. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  has  been  the  reduction  of  price  to  the  con- 
sumer! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  would  you  estimate  the  increased  price  to  the 
consumer  under  the  proposed  bill! 

Mr.  ^AVEMEYER.  A  cent  a  pound  from  the  present  price. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  claim  yesterday,  and  do  you  claim  now,  by 
reason  of  the  economies  that  have  resulted  from  the  consolidation  of 
the  leflneries,  that  the  price  of  sugars  has  been  reduced  below  what 


360  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS  AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

it  otherwise  would  have  been,  without  reference  to  tariff  or  anything 
else? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Ko,  sir;  I  did  not  make  that  stsitement.  I  made 
a  statement  that  the  margin  between  raw  and  refined  for  the  six  years 
since  the  formation  of  the  trust  had  been  less  than  the  six  years  prior 
to  the  formation  of  the  trust  and  that  advantage  accrued  to  the  con- 
sumer. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  this  so-called  trust  formed? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  In  1887.  It  was  dissolved  in  1890,  and  reincor- 
porated in  legal  form  in  1891,  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  N^ew 
Jersey. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  cost  of  refined  sugar  just  previous  to 
the  formation  of  the  trust  in  1887! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  tell  you;  that  is  a  matter  of  record,  and 
I  do  not  charge  myself  with  things  that  are  matters  of  record. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  it  just  previous  to  the  reformation  of  the 
trust  in  1891 1 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  will  have  to  make  the  same  answer  to  thatf 

Senator  Davis.  Can  you  not  tell? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  I  can  not  tell.  At  a  certain  period  there 
«^as  a  duty  of  over  2  cents  a  pound  on  sugar.  Naturally  when  that 
(vas  removed  under  the  McKinley  bill  the  public  got  the  benefit  of  it 
But  the  sugar  refining  industry  is  concerned  merely  with  the  margin 
between  raw  and  refined  sugar.  It  is  in  that  margin  that  the  cost  of 
expenses,  the  difi'erence  in  the  degree  of  polarization  of  the  sugar,  and 
the  profit  to  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company  comes  in.  If  that 
margin  is  large  it  is  at  the  expense  of  the  consumer.  If  that  margin 
is  small  it  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  consumer. 

Senator  Davis.  I  understand  that.  I  want  now  to  put  another  ques- 
tion to  you. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  You  must  excuse  me  from  furnishing  you  figures 
that  are  matters  of  record,  and  I  can  not  do  it  from  my  memory. 

Senator  Davis.  I  will  ask  you  to  state  the  decrease  in  the  price  of 
refined  sugar  to  the  people,  if  there  was  any,  since  this  so-called  trust 
began  to  be  formed.  I  want  to  get  at  your  experience  to  enable  me  to 
get  an  answer  to  that  end.  The  question  is,  how  much  have  you  reduced, 
if  at  all,  the  price  of  sugar,  since  you  began  your  operations  as  a  trust, 
to  the  consumer! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  In  the  margin  between  the  raw  and  refined  we 
have  reduced  it  about  6  cents  a  hundred,  and  in  purchasing  almost 
all  the  raw  material  in  the  United  States  we  have  reduced  it  at  least 
one-fourth  of  a  cent  a  pound. 

Senator  Lit^dsay.  During  the  six  years  that  this  reduction  has  been 
taking  place  in  America,  has  not  also  the  reduction  in  the  production 
of  sugar  been  correspondingly  great  in  Germany  and  Austria? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  reduction  in  price  to  the  consumer  which  I 
speak  of  refers  exclusively  to  the  operation  of  the  sugar  trust.  Out- 
side of  that  there  has  been  a  very  great  reduction  in  the  price  of  sugar, 
owing  to  its  immense  production  all  over  the  world.  In  addition  to 
that,  since  the  trust  was  formed,  the  McKinley  bill  has  taken  off  the 
duty  of  2  cents  on  sugar,  which  has  been  a  greater  reduction  to  the 
consumer.  There  are  three  causes  for  that :  First,  the  trust  furnishing 
at  a  cheaper  margin;  second,  the  great  reduction  under  tiie  McKinley 
bill;  and,  third,  the  enormous  production  of  sugar,  which  has  reduced 
tbe  price — all  of  which  has  accrued  to  the  benefit  of  the  American 
consumer. 

Senator  LiNDSivY.  lsiiott\i\^>iNi^i>M>iX^«t^'^^V>i>^^^  tikft  trust,  being 
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able  to  fix  tbe  price  iu  America,  has  it  not  been  the  policy  of  the 
trust  to  fix  it  just  low  enough  to  keep  out  refined  sugar  made  in  foreign 
countries  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  That  is  the  business,  practically,  of  the  American 
SuK^r  Befining  Company. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  have  so  fixed  it  as  to  practically  exclude 
all  foreign  competition  I 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir;  as  protection  to  our  own  business. 
Every  pound  of  foreign  sugar  consumed  in  this  country  is  at  the 
expense  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  and  any  diminu- 
tion of  the  meltings  of  the  Sugar  Refining  Company  means  an  increased 
co8t  to  thp      )f  manufacture. 

Senat  jf  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  another  question :  Is  refined  sugar 
sold  ^^  the  consumers  in  the  United  States  at  a  higher  or  a  lower  rate 
viicin  it  is  sold  to  the  consumers  in  Germany,  Austria,  and  other  sugar- 
producing  countries  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  You  mean  the  product  of  the  manufacturers  in 
the  United  States! 

Senator  Lindsay.  Oh,  no;  I  mean  the  refined  sugars  that  are  con- 
sumed in  the  world.  Are  they  sold  in  America  at  a  higher  or  lower 
rate  to  the  consumer  than  they  are  sold  in  Austria,  Germany,  and  other 
sn gar-prod ncing  countries? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Will  you  allow  me  to  modify  that  question f 

Senator  Lindsay.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  When  you  say  "sold"  it  strikes  me  as  if  you  were 
bringing  in  the  American  company  as  a  seller.  However,  it  is  tliree- 
fourths  of  a  cent  lower  in  Germany  to  the  consumer.  It  is  made 
directly  from  the  beet,  the  beet  juice,  and  in  the  United  States  involves 
a  BO  gar-refining  profit. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Therefore  the  consumer  of  sugar  in  Germany  does 
not  pay  as  much! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Oh,  I  am  wrong  there.  The  German  Govern- 
ment, you  know 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  wish  you  would  first  answer  my  question.  What 
are  the  relative  rates  to  the  consumer  of  refined  sugar  in  Germany  and 
America  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  believe  the  price  of  sugar  to  the  consumer  in 
Germany  is  1  cent  a  pound  higher  than  that  to  the  American  consumer. 

The  Chaibman.  What  did  you  mean  by  your  first  answer  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  mean  the  bonded  price.  Yon  know  Germany 
puts  about  2  cents  a  pound  duty  on  sugar  consumed  there.  I  mean, 
tbe  export  price  of  Germany  as  compared  with  the  consumer's  price  in 
New  York. 

The  Chaibman.  Then  the  price  is  made  higher  in  Germany  by  reason 
fti{  the  Government  tax! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So  sugar  can  be  produced  in  Germany 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  In  all  countries  of  the  world,  England  excepted. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Your  statement  is  that  refined  sugar  can  be  pro- 
duced in  Germany  for  three-fourths  of  a  cent  a  pound  less  than  it  can 
be  refined  under  the  McKinley  bill  in  America  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Xo,  sir.  Ignoring  the  profit  to  the  manufacturer, 
I  should  say  that  sugar  can  be  refined  in  Germany  from  the  juice  for 
OTie-quarter  of  what  it  can  be  refined  from  the  raw  sugar  in  the  United 
States. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  is  the  cost,  taking  the  exi^tvwg  <io\\v\\\\o\\% — 
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what  is  the  cost  to  the  manufacturer  in  Germany  as  compared  with  the 
cost  of  the  like  quality  of  refined  snj^arto  the  American  manufacturer f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  In  Germany  it  does  not  exceed  one-eighth  of  a 
cent.    In  America  it  is  about  half  a  cent. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  yet  the  German  consumer  is  compelled  to 
pay  the  German  grocer  1  cent  a  pound  more  than  the  American  con- 
sumer pays  the  American  grocer! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  By  reason  of  the  tax  that  Germany  imposes  on  the 
producer! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  about  the  selling  rates  of  the  ordinary  grade 
of  sugar  used  in  ordinary  families  in  England,  compared  with  the 
same  rate  in  this  country! 

Mr.  Hayemeyek.  It  is  about  a  quarter  of  a  cent  also. 

The  Chairman.  In  England! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Not  more  than  that! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sirj  except  that  portion  which  is  supplied 
from  Germany. 

The  Chairman.  Is  not  that  a  very  considerable  portion! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  less  is  that! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  at  least  half  a  cent  a  pound  less. 

The  Chairman.  Half  a  cent  a  pound  less! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Than  it  is  in  this  country! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes;  the  quality  is  a  little  poorer. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  sugar-refining  companies  were  therein 
the  United  States  before  the  formation  of  the  trust  in  18871 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Koughly,  twenty. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  are  there  today! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  In  number! 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  sugar-refining  companies  are  there  to-day 
in  the  United  States! 

Mr,  Havemeyer.  I  think  seven. 

Senator  Allen.  So  the  number  has  been  reduced  from  twenty  to 
seven  under  the  existence  of  the  trust! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  capacity  before  the  trust! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  During  the  formation  of  the  trust  they  represented 
65  per  cent  capacity.    To  day  the  trust  represents  about  80  per  cent 

Senator  Allen.  What  I  want  know  of  you  is  this:  The  sugar-refining 
interest  was  enabled  to  develop  and  grow  without  the  aid  of  the  trust, 
before  the  formation  of  the  trust,  to  the  number  of  twenty  in  the  United 
States! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  There  has  been  a  very  gradual  diminution  of  the 
number  of  refineries  immediately  preceding  the  trust.  Twenty  ar® 
what  remained  of  the  chaos  and  disaster. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  had  they  been  in  operation  before  the 
formation  of  the  trust! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  A  number  of  years. 

Senator  Allen.  They  had  been  able  to  develop  and  exist  without 
the  trust,  had  they  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  They  had  been  able  to  hold  their  own  without  the 
trust,  but  were  not  makvvxg  'am^  mow^^-. 
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Senator  Allen.  They  had  evidently  made  some  money,  at  least  a 
sufficient  amount  of  money  to  exist  and  do  business. 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Ko,  sir;  they  had  not  made  any  money. 

Senator  Allen.  But  they  had  made  enough  to  exist,  had  they  nott 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Oh,  yes;  to  exist,  barring  those  who  had  failed 
and  gone  out  of  business. 

Senator  Allen.  In  fact,  the  very  purpose  of  the  formation  of  the 
trust,  as  I  understand  you,  was  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  the  price 
of  sugar  to  the  American  consumer! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  you  did  form  the  trust  you  did  advance 
the  price  of  sugar  to  the  American  consumer! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  We  did. 

Senator  Allen.  From  what! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  From  the  prices  immediately  preceding  the  forma- 
tion of  the  trust;  from  the  disastrous  times  to  the  prosperous  times. 

Senator  Allen.  How  much  of  an  advance  was  that  per  pound  to  the 
consumer! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  It  was  an  advance  of  about  a  quarter  of  a  cent  net. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  you  made  an  advance  sufficient  to  cover 
the  expenses  and  a  profit  of  a  quarter  of  a  cent! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  have  been  able  to  maintain  those  prices 
relatively  since  the  formation  of  the  trust! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  maintain  them  now! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir;  against  the  prices  immediately  preceding 
the  trust.  But  for  a  period  of  six  years  since  as  compared  with  the 
six  years  prior,  there  has  been  a  slight  reduction  of  6  cents  a  hundred 
to  the  public. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  true,  as  you  stated  yesterday  and  stated  this 
morning,  that  the  formation  of  a  trust  was  designed  to  advance  the 
price  to  the  American  consumer,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  to  advance 
that  price  to  him  about  three-eighths  of  a  cent  per  pound! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir;  the  first  year  it  was  one-quarter,  and  for 
the  last  three  years  three-eighths. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  American  consumer  is  to-day  paying  three- 
eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound  on  refined  sugars  more  than  he  would  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  under  a  system  of  free  refineries! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  You  mean  separate  refineries! 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mb.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir;  on  the  basis  of  their  doing  business  at  a 

loss. 
Senator  Allen.  If  the  trust  were  wiped  out  the  American  consumer 

would  be  benefited  to  the  extent  of  three-eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound  on 
bis  sugar! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

Senator  Allen.  At  least 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  If  you  mean  bv  the  operations  of  the  sugar-refin- 
ing interest  as  it  exists  today,  or  by  separate  refineries  without  the 
trust,  doing  business  at  a  loss,  the  benefit  to  the  consumer  would  be 
three-eighths  of  a  cent.  I  will  admit  that.  But  anything  that  will 
wipe  out  the  trust  will  wipe  out  the  industry. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  the  industry  did  exist  before  the  trust! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  In  a  most  disastrous  condition. 

Senator  Allen.  If  it  were  not  for  this  tax  wMcTDL\^\\fiL^o^^\wi^<et 
tlie  McKiniej^  ace  on  the  importation  of  refined  EugSkX^  ox\Xi^XAs.>i>^^»\» 
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is  to  be  imposed  under  the  Wilson  bill  as  the  Senate  amendment  now 
stands  to-day,  how  cheaply  could  foreip^-made  refined  sugars  be  pat 
in  this  market;  that  is,  what  difference  between  the  present  price  of 
sugar  to  the  American  consumer  and  the  price  under  that  state  of 
affairs? 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  That  is  rather  a  difficult  question  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  If  all  taxes  on  refined  sugar  in  this  country  are 
wiped  out,  could  you  compete  successfully  with  the  foreign  mann&c- 
turer  of  refined  sugarf 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  We  could  not.  It  would  be  absolute  ruin  to  the 
industry. 

Senator  Allen.  How  much  would  they  be  able  to  undersell  yon! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  At  least  a  quarter  of  a  cent  a  pound. 

Senator  Allen.  And  now  you  are  able  to  outsell  them  bow  much! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Three-eighths,  as  I  say. 

Senator  Allen.  You  haYC  more  than  a  one  eighth  margin.  Do  yoa 
not  haYC  more  than  that! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  said  we  haYC  three-eighths. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  haYC  more  than  three-eigbths  of  a  cent 
a  pound  OYer  foreign  nanufactared  sugars  nowt 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Fot  profit. 

Senator  Allen.  What  would  be  the  difference,  or  what  is  the  differ- 
ence, barring  the  tax  on  sugars,  between  the  completed  foreign  mann- 
factured  article  and  the  American  article  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  haYc  said  one-fourth  of  a  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  it  to  be  true  that  the  German  Goy- 
ernment  gives  a  drawback  on  her  sugars! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Exported  to  this  country? 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  That  is  between  one-eighth  of  a  cent  and  two- 
tenths — ^between  12J  cents  and  20  cents  a  hundred.  The  report  to  tbe 
U.  S.  GoYernment  through  an  olficial  sent  there  to  determine  what  it 
was  that  it  was  about  22  cents  a  hundred,  the  export  bounty^ 

Senator  Allen.  At  the  same  time  the  German  GoYernment  destroys 
largely  the  benefit  of  that  tax  in  the  export  of  sugar  to  that  country 
by  the  benefit  of  a  tax  to  the  producer. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Not  that  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  not  the  GoYernment  exact  of  the  mannfae- 
turer  of  the  sugar  in  that  country  a  direct  tax  of  15  cents  a  hundred 
pounds f 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  understand  that  the  duty  exacted  by  the  Gov 
emment  of  Germany  is  in  the  shape  of  an  excise  tax  and  a  refund 
made  on  the  exportation,  and  the  refund  on  the  exportation  is  a 
boQnty  of  20  cents  a  hundred.  In  other  words,  the  refund  by  the 
German 

Senator  Dayis.  That  is  50  cents  on  a  hundred  pounds! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  My  understanding  is  this,  that  on  CYery  100  pooDds 
of  sugar  the  GoYcmment  of  Germany  allows  the  exporter  aboat  20 
cents! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  On  CYery  x)ound  exported. 

Senator  Allen.  You  mean  on  every  100  x)ound8  exported! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sirj  on  every  100  pounds  exported  of  refinw 
sngar. 

Senator  Dayis.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  German  Govern- 
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ment  remitted  tbe  excise  tax,  and  in  addition  allows  a  bonnt;^  of  20 
cents  a  hundred  for  export! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  is  not  exactly  in  that  form. 

Senator  Davis.  I  want  to  get  it  in  shape. 

Mr.  Havemeter.  They  charge  a  certain  excise  duty,  and  they  remit 
a  certain  amount  of  that  duty  when  sugar  is  exported ;  but  the  mode 
by  which  it  is  calculated  gives  the  exi>orter  a  bonus  of  20  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

Senator  Davis.  Does  that  eliminate  or  wipe  out  the  excise! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Katurally. 

Senator  Davis.  And  does  it  do  anything  else  to  it! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir.  It  gives  this  bounty  of  20  cents  a  hun- 
dred. 

Senator  Allen.  The  German  Government  grants  what  amounts  to 
a  bounty  of  20  cents  on  100  pounds  on  exported  sugar,  does  it  not, 
and  at  the  same  time  deducts  from  that  an  excise  tax  of  about  15  cents 
a  hundred! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Ko,  sir;  that  is  not  the  way  it  is  done. 

Senator  Allen.  On  the  manufacture  of  sugar,  so  that  the  net  profit 
to  the  exporter  of  German  sugar  amounts  to  only  about  5  cents  on  the 
100! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  not  so.  The  difference  to  the  exporter  of 
German  refined  sugar  is  nearer  20  cents  than  it  is  12^  cents  per  100 
pounds. 

Senator  Davis.  Plus  the  excise! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No;  that  diflFerence. 

Senator  Allen.  Since  your  examination  yesterday  you  have  con- 
sulted counsel  as  to  the  propriety  of  answering  questions  with  refer- 
ence to  divulging  the  amount  of  money  that  you  paid  for  election  pur- 
poses in  the  different  States! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  As  to  making  any  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  And  in  declining  to  answer  the  question  put  to  you 
I  observed  that  you  read  your  answer  firom  a  piece  of  paper! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  that  answer  prepared  by  you  or  by  your  coun- 
sel? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  By  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Under  the  direction  of  your  counsel! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Fo,  sir;  under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  understand  you,  however,  to  say  and  repeat^ 
that  in  States  where  you  have  a  financial  interest,  at  least  where  the 
sugar  refining  company  has  an  interest  as  refiners,  you  do  contribute 
to  either  the  Democratic  or  Republican  party,  as  one  or  the  other  may 
be  in  the  ascendency  in  that  State! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  dd  for  local  and  State  purposes,  but  not 
national. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  contribute  to  the  campaign  fund  of  a 
party  in  the  minority! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  may;  I  will  not  say  we  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Tour  policy,  however,  is  to  stand  in  with  the  ruling 
power! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  ITot  to  "stand  in,''  but  to  contribute  to  the  cam- 
paign expenses  of  that  party,  for  the  reason  that  they,  being  in  power 
and  control,  it  could  give  us  the  protection  we  should  have. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  that  means  you  placate 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Oh,  no;  there  is  no  placation  or  obligation  ^1  ^SX\ 
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notbing  more  than  we  consider  the  proper  thing  to  do;  everybody 
does  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  any  other  corporation  in  these  same  States  do 
the  same  thing  that  yon  know! 

Mr.  Havemeter.  I  understand  every  individaal,  corporation,  and 
firm  in  existence  do  it  in  their  respective  States. 

Senator  Allen.  So  the  American  Sngar  Refining  Company's  poli- 
tics, so  far  as  its  contributions  to  the  campaign  fund  is  concerned,  is 
controlled  by  the  political  complexion  of  the  State  in  which  it  hapi)ens 
to  have  a  particular  refinery! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  American  Sugar  Sefining  Company  has  no 
politics  of  any  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Only  the  i>olitics  of  business! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Only  the  politics  of  business. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Ton  say  the  company  is  separate  and  distinct 
from  the  officers  and  stockholders;  each  man  has  his  own  politics! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  politics  in  any  shape 
or  manner.  Our  business  is  the  refining  of  sugar  at  a  slight  profit 
that  is  consistent  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the  industry. 


SWOBV  TESTIMOITY  OF  HAMILTON  P.  BUBITEY. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  your  full  name! 

Mr.  Burney.  Hamilton  P.  Bumey. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  one  of  the  hotel  clerks  at  the  Arlington! 

Mr.  Burney.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Mr.  Burney.  Ten  years. 

Senator  Davis.  Continuously! 

Mr.  Burney.  Except  during  the  summer  season,  when  I  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  going  to  the  summer  resorts. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  clerk  at  the  Arlington  during  the 
whole  of  this  present  year! 

Mr.  Burney.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  What  room  has  Mr.  Terrell  occupied  in  the  hotel 
during  the  present  year! 

Mr.  Burney.  He  has  occupied  different  suites  of  rooms;  some  in  the 
new  part  of  the  house  and  some  in  the  older  part  of  the  house. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  has  he  been  here  during  the  present  year; 
how  much  of  the  time! 

Mr.  Burney.  He  has  been  here  off  and  on  all  winter — several  times. 

Senator  Davis.  What  rooms  has  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer  occupied  dar- 
ing the  present  year! 

Mr.  Burney.  Once  before,  early  in  the  ^winter,  he  occupied  Nos.  232 
and  233.    At  present  he  is  occupying  206  and  207. 

Senator  Davis.  What  rooms  has  Mr.  Reed,  of  Boston,  had! 

Mr.  Burney.  He  is  occupying  rooms  202  and  203. 

Senator  Davis.  What  U.  S.  Senators,  if  any,  have  you  known  to 
visit  the  rooms  of  either  of  these  gentlemen  during  the  present  year! 

Mr.  Burney.  I  have  known  Senator  Brice  to  call  on  Mr.  Terrell? 
and  Senator  Aldrich  calling  on  Mr.  Beed.  Senator  Aldrich  lives  ftt 
the  Arlington. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  times  have  you  known  Senator  Biioe  to 
HaH  on  Mr.  Terrell! 
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Mr.  BuBNET.  I  can  not  answer  that  definitely.  At  different  times 
during  Mr.  Terrell's  stay  Senator  Brice  has  called  on  him. 

Senator  Dayis.  How  many  times  has  Senator  Aldrich  called  on  Mr. 
Reed! 

Mr.  BuBNBY.  They  are  friends. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  times  would  you  say  Senator  Aldrich 
has  called  upon  Mr.  Keedt 

Mr.  Burnet.  I  should  say  several  times;  I  can  not  give  you  defi- 
nitely the  number  of  times. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  of  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey, 
calling  on  any  of  these  gentlemen! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  United  States  Senator 
calling  on  these  gentlemen,  especially  during  the  month  of  March  of 
this  year! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Were  these  calls  open,  or  secret  and  ftirtive  matters! 

Mr.  BuRNBY.  I  should  say  they  were  open. 

Senator  Davis.  Were  any  cards  sent  up! 

Mr.  BuRNBY.  I  would  not  be  positive  as  to  that.  Senator  Brice 
rarely  sent  his  card.    He  usually  sent  his  name. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  there  more  than  one  elevator  in  the  Arlington! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  Yes,  sir;  two. 

Senator  Davis.  Both  passenger  elevators! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Any  back  elevator  or  freight  elevator  in  that  hotel! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  What  truth  is  there  in  the  statement  that  has  been 
published  that  Senators  have  been  conducted  to  the  rooms  of  these  gen- 
tlemen connected  with  the  sugar  trust  by  means  of  a  freight  or  back 
elevator! 

Mr.  BiJRNBY.  There  is  no  truth  in  it  whatever. 

Senator  Davis.  There  is  no  such  elevator! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  No,  sir;  there  is  no  such  elevator. 

Senator  Allen.  The  evidence  introduced  here  tends  to  show  that 
on  the  night  of  the  6th  of  March  last  there  was  a  meeting  in  room  34, 
occupied  by  Mr.  Terrell.    Do  you  know  of  such  a  meeting! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  you  what  was  known  as  the  front  clerk  or 
room  clerk  at  that  time! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  Yes,  sir;  I  was  on  duty  that  evening. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr  Terrell  occupied  room  34,  did  he  not! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  At  that  time;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  have  occasion  to  show  anybody  to  his 
room! 
*    Mr.  BURNEY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  know  of  any  Senator  going  to  his  room  or  being 
in  his  room! 

Mr.  BuRNBY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  would  be  likely  to  know  around  the  hotel! 

Mr.  BuRNEY.  I  would  be  the  most  likely  to  know. 

Senator  Allen.  If  any  Senators  went  into  that  room  that  night, 
they  did  not  go  by  sending  up  their  cards  in  the  ordinary  way,  did  they! 

Mr.  BURNEY.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  If  they  went  you  would  know  if  they  sent  their 
cards  up,  and  you  would  be  the  one  to  present  the  cards! 
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Mr.  BuBNEY.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  do  not  remember  any  such  circiinistance. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  that  you  do  not  know  whether  they 
did  or  not,  or  simply  that  you  do  not  remember  t 

Mr.  BuBNBY.  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  it  not  be  a  suspicious  circumstance  in  your 
mind  to  see  a  Senator  going  to  those  rooms  under  existing  dream- 
stances? 

Mr.  BUENBY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  anybody  talked  with  you  before  you  came  here 
as  to  your  general  course  of  testifying! 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  No^ir. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  Mr.  Eoesslet 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Ross  or  anybody  elsel 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  charge  your  mind  with  who  may  have 
gone  to  this  roomt 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  At  that  timet 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing,  any  register  ot 
record  kept  that  would  enable  you  to  know! 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  No,  sir;  we  keep  no  record  of  cards  or  callers. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  by  rumor  at  least  at 
the  time,  that  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Terrell,  Mr.  Eeed,  all  of  whom  were 
guests  at  your  hotel,  were  representing  the  sugar-refining  interest 
before  Congress,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  No,  sir;  I  can  not  say  that  I  did. 

Senator  Allen,  i  ou  know  they  were  known  at  the  time  as  sugar 
men,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  I  did  not  think  Mr.  Terrell  was  a  sugar  man. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  think  he  was! 

Mr.  BUBNEY.  No,  sir.    I  know  Mr.  Keed 

Senator  Allen.  How  do  you  remember  Senator  Brice  went  to  the 
room  of  Mr.  Terrell  a  number  of  times  and  not  be  able  to  remember 
any  other  Senator  that  went  there! 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  Senator  Brice  and  Mr.  Terrell  have  more  or  less  alwayf 
been  friendly  since  Senator  Brice  has  been  in  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell's  occupation? 

Mr.  BuBNBY.  No,  sir ;  only  by  hearsay. 

Senator  Allen.  What  do  you  know  by  hearsay? 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  That  he  is  a  lawyer. 

Senator  Allen.  In  New  York! 

Mr.  BuBNBY.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  he  not  reputed  in  Washington  to  be  what  ifl  coid». 
monly  known  as  a  lobbyist! 

Mr.  BuBNEY.  I  never  heard  it. 


SWOBV  IBSTIMOVT  OF  JOHH  E.  SEABLE& 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  age,  Mr.  Searles? 

Mr.  Seables.  Fifty-three. 

The  Chaieman.  And  your  occupation? 

Mr.  Seables.  Sugar  refining. 

The  Chaibman.  Kesidence! 
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Mr.  Seables.  Brooklyn,  B*.  Y. 

The  Chatbtvtan.  You  say  yom*  business  is  sugar  refining.  Are  you 
connected  with  the  American  Sugar  liefining  Company! 

Mr.  Seables.  1  am  secretary  and  treasurer  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  that  the  company  that  was  known  before  its 
incorporation  in  New  Jersey  as  the  trust! 

Mr.  Seables.  It  is,  practically.  At  that  time  it  was  the  Sugar 
Befineries  Company,  which  was  popularly  known  as  the  trust. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  the  incorporation  in  New  Jersey  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Befining  Company  the  incorporation  of  the  interests  that 
had  previously  been  combined  under  that  name  since  1887! 

Mr.  Seables.  The  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  when  it  was 
organized  in  January,  1891,  purchased  all  the  properties  of  the  Sugar 
Befineries  Company. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  practically  a  continuance  of  the  organization 
which  was  formed  in  1887! 

Mr.  Seables.  It  was  composed  of  the  same  properties. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  been  in  Washington  during  the  present 
session  of  Congress! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir;  more  or  less. 

The  Chaibman.  How  often!    And  during  what  period! 

Mr.  Seables.  Since  the  latter  part  of  January  I  have  been  here 
possibly  one-third  of  the  time. 

The  Chaibman.  What  was  your  business  here! 

Mr.  Seables.  My  business  here  was  to  protect,  if  1  could,  the  inter- 
ests of  the  stockholders  of  my  company. 

The  Chaibman.  Protect  in  what  way! 

Mr.  Seables.  By  securing  from  the  Senate  an  improvement  on  the 
schedule  reported  to  the  Senate  from  the  House  on  sugar. 

The  Chaibman.  In  pursuance  of  thac  purpose,  what  did  you  do! 
*  Mr.  Seables.  I  called  upon  some  members  of  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  in  order  to  explain  to  them  the  inequity  of  the  schedule  as 
it  came  from  the  House. 

The  Chaibman.  What  Senators  did  you  see  for  that  purpose! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  called  upon  Senator  Jones,  of  Arkansas,  whom  I 
understood  to  be  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Finance 
Committee  having  the  matter  in  charge. 

The  Chaibman.  When  did  you  call  upon  him  first! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  could  not  state  the  day. 

The  Chaibman.  As  nearly  as  you  can! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  say  in  February. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  did  you  call  upon  himt 

Mr.  Seables.  At  his  house. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  see  himt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  did. 

The  Chaibman.  Anyone  with  yout 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  You  had  a  conversation  with  him  in  regard  to  the 
matter  that  you  called  upon  him  about! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  had  quite  a  lengthy  conversation  with  Senator 
Jones. 

The  Chaibman.  What  was  the  purport  of  it! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  explained  to  him  the  result  to  the  sugar  industry  in 
this  country  of  the  House  schedule,  and  I  stated  to  him  that  I  under- 
stood  that  in  the  Senate  it  was  proposed  to  put  a  tax  upon  sugar. 

24BBI 
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That  if  that  were  done  it  was  of  very  great  importance  to  the  sngar- 
reflning  industry^  and  also  in  the  interest  of  the  consamers  that  that 
tax  should  be  laid  in  such  a  way  as  to  promote  the  importation  by 
the  refiners  in  this  country  of  all  grades  of  raw  sugar  in  order  to  give 
us  access  to  the  markets  of  the  world  for  our  supplies.  Senator  Jones 
asked  me  what  my  suggestion  was,  and  I  told  him  that  nothing  would 
be  so  equitable  to  all  interests  as  an  ad  valorem  tax,  inasmuch  as  that 
put  us  more  nearly  on  a  par  with  countries  where  raw  sugars  were  firee 
in  competition  for  the  raw  sugars  of  the  world. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  know  Senator  Jones  before  thist 

Mr.  Seables.  [N'o,  sir;  I  had  never  met  him  before  I  called  at  his 
house. 

The  Chairman.  How  were  you  introduced  to  him! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  had  a  letter  of  introduction  to  him  from  a  Mr.  Kerens. 

The  Chairman.  Where  from! 

Mr.  Searles.  Of  St.  Louis,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  in  the  city! 

Mr.  Searles.  He  was  in  the  city.  A  gentleman  whom  I  met  casu- 
ally, and  in  talking  of  the  different  members  of  the  committee,  Mr. 
Kerens  stated  that  he  was  acquainted  with  Senator  Jones,  of  Arkan- 
sas, and  fuither  stated  that  he  believed  him  to  be  a  very  fair-minded 
man,  and  one  who  would  gladly  listen  to  any  statement  of  facts  con- 
cerning the  SQgar-refining  industry,  or  any  other,  with  the  view  of 
ascertaining  what  was  just  and  right,  and  he  volunteered  that  if  I  was 
not  acquainted  with  him  he  would  give  me  a  letter  of  introduction, 
which  I  asked  him  to  do. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is,  R.  0.  Kerens! 

Mr.  Searles.  B.  C.  Kerens;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  explanation  did  you  make  to  Mr.  Jones  at 
that  timet  The  reason  why  ad  valorem  would  be  more  fair  to  your 
industry  than  a  specific  tax! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  said  to  Senator  Jones  that  the  production  of  sugar 
was  largely  increasing  in  Europe  at  the  expense  of  the  other  countries 
of  the  world;  that  the  introduction  of  beet  sugars  throughout  Europe 
had  brought  the  percentage  of  sugars  produced  in  the  world  up  to 
about  60  per  cent  of  beet  as  compared  with  40  per  cent  of  cane  sugars 
within  the  last  two  decades;  that  in  consequence  the  beet-sugar  market 
had  become  more  and  more,  through  speculative  inflneuce<i  in  London, 
the  controlling  factor  as  to  the  price  of  sugar  in  the  world;  that  if  the 
tariff  was  so  constructed  as  to  work  in  favor  of  beet  sugars,  or  of  the 
cane  sugars  of  Cuba,  what  we  call  centrifugal  sugars,  higher  grades  of 
sugar,  it  would  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  American  refiners  lo  draw 
their  supplies  from  the  East  Indies  and  from  those  countries  which 
make  the  cruder  sugars  of  the  world. 

That  under  the  present  law,  the  McKinley  law,  with  free  raw  sugar, 
we  are  competitors  on  even  terms  with  London,  which  is  the  other 
great  sugar  market,  and  that  we  were  able,  under  existing  conditioDS, 
to  get  our  sugars  from  all  over  the  world.  We  bring  sugars  from  the 
East  Indies  and  from  Java,  and  from  the  South  American  countries 
where  the  cruder  sugars  are  made,  in  competition  with  London,  but 
that  the  moment  any  uniform  tariff  were  adopted  fixing  the  same  duty 
on  all  raw  sugars,  or  a  tariff  under  which  the  low-grade  sugars  pay  * 
higher  percentage  of  duty  relatively  than  the  high  grades,  England 
would  have  the  advantage  in  the  purchase  of  all  such  sugar,  and  we 
would  be  limited  to  the  high-grade  sugars  of  Cuba  and  beet  sag^' 
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That  this  woald  make  it  possible  to  control  the  price  of  those  raw 
sngars  in  the  London  market  in  such  a  way  that  the  cost  of  sugars  in 
this  coantry  to  the  consumer  would  be  very  largely  increased,  in  my 
judgment. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  contend  that  a  specific  instead  of  ad  valo* 
rem  would  have  that  effect t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  it  would  have  that  effect,  whether  it  were 
a  uniform  specific  rate  or  a  graded  specific  rate! 

Mr.  Searles.  If  the  graded  specific  rate  could  be  so  adjusted  as  to 
bring  it  to  the  ad  valorem  basis,  it  would  answer  the  same  purpose, 
but  it  is  almost  impossible  to  do  that,  as  was  shown  in  the  first  bill 
prepared  by  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  an  attempt  to  grade  sugars 
under  a  specific  duty,  so  that  it  might  accomplish  the  same  thing,  and 
it  was  an  utter  failure  in  that  regard.  It  would  have  excluded  us  firom 
all  the  countries  making  the  cheaper  grades  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  just  go  on  and  give  the  purport  of  all  that 
was  said  to  Senator  Jones. 

Mr.  Searles.  Senator  Jones  listened  very  courteously  to  all  I  had 
to  say  in  the  matter  and  then  presented  the  objection  which  had  been 
raised  against  the  ad  valorem  principle.  He  spoke  of  the  general 
antipathy  to  ad  valorem  duties,  and  asked  me  whether  I  thought  an  ad 
valorem  duty  could  be  collected  with  the  same  certainty  and  with  the 
same  safety  to  the  Government  as  a^^ainst  any  fraud  as  a  specific  duty. 
I  explained  to  him  that  under  existing  conditions  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  on  that  score;  that  there  are  in  lyTew  York  to  day  quo- 
tations from  every  market  in  the  world — cable  quotations  of  the  f.  o.  b. 
value,  or  free  on  board  value,  at  these  difi'erent  countries — and  that 
there  could  not  be  a  variation  which  would  jeopardize  in  any  degree 
the  revenue  from  sugar;  that  this  check  would  always  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  customs  officials — the  different  grades  of  sugar  and  the 
quotations  on  the  day  the  invoice  was  made— always  accessible  to  the 
Government,  and  whatever  may  have  been  the  condition  years  fig;>, 
with  the  present  cable  facilities  and  customs  of  the  sugar  trade  any 
fraud  of  that  kind  would  be  impossible. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  this  interview  last,  about t 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  think  I  was  there  fully  an  hour. 

The  Chairman.  Was  any  diff^eut  conclusion  arrived  at  by  Senator 
Jones?  ^^ 

Mr.  Searles.  Nothing  different.  Senator  Jones  said  he  was  very 
glad  indeed  to  get  the  information  which  I  had  given  him,  and  that  it 
should  be  fairly  considered.  I  took  occasion  to  say  that  I  felt  as  though 
the  sugar-refining  industry  should  be  treated  with  the  same  fairness 
as  other  industries.    I  think  he  mentioned  the  fact  that  a  very  strong 

!)rejudiee  existed  by  reason  of  its  being  in  one  large  corporation,  or 
argely  so,  and  I  told  him  I  thought  that  ought  not  to  prejudice  the 
industry  as  such,  that  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  was  enti- 
tled as  a  manufiEicturing  corporation  to  the  same  treatment  as  a  dozen 
different  firms  in  the  same  business  would  be.  He  stated  that  he  wanted 
to  do  what  was  fair  and  to  treat  the  industry  with  the  same  fairness 
with  which  any  other  would  be  treated. 

The  Chairman.  Was  any  other  argument  or  consideration  urged 
upon  him  by  you  than  such  as  you  have  indicated! 

Mr.  Searles.  Nothing  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  speak  to  him  of  the  indebtedness  of  the 
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Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  trust  or  to  the  members  of  the  sugar 
trust! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir;  no  such  suggestion  was  ever  made. 

The  Chairman.  Was  any  suggestion  made  of  a  character  different 
from  what  you  have  stated? 

Mr.  Searles.  Nothing  whatever  that  I  recollect. 

The  Chairman.  If  there  had  been,  would  you  recollect  itt 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  I  should. 

The  Chairman.  You  think  that  was  in  January! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  that  was  in  February;  I  am  not  certain  as  to 
the  date. 

The  Chairman.  How  often  did  you  see  Senator  Jones! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  did  not  see  Senator  Jones  agaii>  until  after  the  com- 
mittee had  framed  its  first  schedule,  embodying  a  specific  duty.  I  had 
then  another  interview  with  him,  in  which  I  explained  that  so  far  as 
its  ati'ording  any  proper  grading  of  raw  sugars  it  was  very  unfair  to 
the  lower  grades  of  sugar,  and  that  it  would,  in  my  judgment,  very 
seriously  embarrass  the  importation  of  raw  sugar  and  would  enhance 
the  cost  of  refined  sugars  to  the  consumers  in  this  country. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  this  before  the  scliedule  was  reported  to  the 
Senate! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  it  was  the  day  before  the  schedule  was  reported. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  had  seen  the  schedule! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  had  seen,  or  at  least  had  seen  in  the  newspapers, 
the  proposed  schedule,  and  asked  Senator  Jones  whether  the  schedule 
published  in  the  newspapers  was  correct.  He  told  me  it  was,  sub- 
stantially,* and  from  that  standpoint  I  entered  my  protest  against  it  in 
the  way  in  which  I  have  stated.  Senator  Jones  asked  me  to  show  him 
how  it  was,  as  I  had  stated,  an  unfair  schedule;  and  I  figured  it  ont  for 
him,  and  at  the  end  of  my  calculation  he  said:  "Well,  I  am  bound  to 
admit  that  your  figures  are  correct,  but  this  is  the  best  we  can  do  and 
you  probably  will  have  to  abide  by  it."  I  told  him  I  felt  as  though  it 
was  not  tlie  right  thing  to  do;  that  the  committee  should  report  a 
schedule  which  was  indefensible,  and  I  felt  as  though  it  was  a  mistake. 
But  he  stated  that  they  were  in  a  position  where  they  could  not  make 
it  any  different.  I  made  several  suggestions  as  to  how  I  thought  it 
might  be  improved,  but  he  said  they  could  not  be  entertained,  for  the 
reason  that  the  Louisiana  Senators  would  not  accept  less  than  the 
maximum  ])rovided  for  raw  sugars,  and  that  the  committee  would  not 
go  above  the  figures  named  for  refined  sugar,  and  that,  notwithstanding 
there  was  an  inequity  in  the  grading,  he  saw  no  help  for  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  him  after  the  schedule  was  reported! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  him  again! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  never  seen  him  from  that  time  to  this. 

The  Chairman.  Those  were  the  only  two  interviews  you  had  with 
Senator  Jones! 

Mr.  Searles.  The  only  two  interviews  I  had  with  Senator  Jones. 

The  Chairman.  Was  anything  said  at  the  second  Interview  ether 
than  the  urging  of  such  arguments  as  you  have  indicated t 

Mr.  Searles.  Nothing  whatever. 

The  CHAraMAN.  What  other  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  or 
what  other  Senator,  did  you  see  in  regard  to  the  matter  you  have  in 
hand! 

Mr.  Sbarles.  I  saw  Senator  McPherson. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  see  himf 
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Mr.  Seables.  At  his  house. 

The  Chairman.  When  f 

Mr.  Seables.  Some  time  in  February,  I  think. 

The  Ghaibman.  Had  you  known  him  before! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir;  I  had  known  him  for  several  years.  Com- 
ing from  New  Jersey,  where  one  of  our  largest  refineries  is  located,  he 
was  to  some  extent  familiar  with  the  sugar  business,  and  I  went  to  him 
to  explain  to  him  the  necessity  of  using  what  influence  he  might  have 
with  the  committee  to  see  that  the  raw-sugar  schedule  was  properly 
arranged. 

The  Chaibman.  When  did  you  say  this  wasl 

Mr.  Seables.  In  February,  I  think. 

The  Chaibman.  At  his  house! 

Mr.  Seables.  At  his  house. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  recollect  whether  he  was  something  of  an 
invalid  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Seables.  He  was.  He  had  just  returned  from  the  South  at  the 
time  I  saw  him,  and  he  was  evidently  laboring  under  the  influence  of 
bis  illness. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  he  one  of  your  stockholders! 

Mr.  Seables.  Not  that  I  was  aware  of.  I  am  not  aware  that  he  has 
ever  appeared  on  the  books  of  the  company  as  a  stockholder. 

The  Chaibman.  Your  list  of  stockholders  never  is  the  same!  It  is 
subject  to  change? 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir ;  changes  every  day,  but  we  have  a  great  many 
stockholders  whose  names  never  appear.  Sugar  stock  is  transferred 
in  blank,  and  while  100,000  shares  may  be  sold  out  in  the  market,  pos- 
sibly 5,000  will  be  all  the  transfers  that  will  be  made. 

The  Chaibman.  Why! 

Mr.  Seables.  Why,  the  certificates  are  transferred  like  bank  bills, 
exchanged  with  blank  indorsements.  The  percentage  of  actual  trans- 
fers of  stock  is  not  over  5  per  cent  of  the  transactions  on  the  stock 
exchange. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  people  who  are  to  receive  the  dividends  are 
required  to  be  holders  of  stock!    You  list  the  stocks! 

Mr.  Seables.  The  dividend  is  paid  to  stockholders  of  record.  Any 
person  who  wishes  to  secure  the  dividend  mast  have  the  stock  trans- 
ferred to  his  name. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  passes  by  delivery! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  How  often  did  you  see  Senator  McPhersonI 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  I  saw  him  twice;  I  do  not  recollect  any  more 
interviews  with  him.  ' 

The  Chaibman.  Where  did  you  see  him  next! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think,  possibly,  a  fortnight  later,  at  his  house. 

The  Chaibman.  What  occurred  at  that  interview! 

Mr.  Seables.  Nothing  more  than  to  urge  upon  him  that  in  the  com- 
mittee he  do  what  he  could  to  secare  a  proper  adjustment  of  the  sugar 
schedules  on  an  ad  valorem  basis. 

The  Chaibman.  At  either  of  those  interviews  did  you  remind  him  in 
anyway,  or  suggest  to  him,  any  indebtedness  of  the  Democratic  party 
to  the  sugar  trust  or  to  any  members  of  the  sugar  trust  for  campaign 
contributions! 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir;  I  never  made  that  suggestion  to  anyone.  Sen* 
ator. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  you  never  have! 
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Mr.  Seaeles.  No.  sir. 

The  Ch AIRMAN.  Or  any  kindred  suggestion  t 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

Senator  I'ODaE.  What  view  did  Senator  McPherson  tak«  of  the  bqIk 
jectf 

Mr.  Seables.  My  impression  when  I  left  Senator  MoPherson  was 
that  he  recognized  the  justice  of  what  I  had  stated,  that  he  understood 
the  matter,  and  that  it  met  his  approval,  and  that  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  do  what  he  could  to  see  that  the  matter  was  properly  arranged. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Was  this  second  interview  after  the  first  schedule 
was  reported! 

Mr.  Seables.  It  may  have  been  after  it  was  reported,  but  my  impres- 
sion is  that  it  was  before  it  was  reported  to  the  Senate  but  when  it 
had  been  reported  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Lodge.  About  the  same  time  that  you  had  your  second 
interview  with  Senator  Jones? 

Mr.  Seables.  About  the  same  time;  yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  other  Senator?  Just  go  on  and  state  any 
other  Senator  to  whom  you  addressed  yourself  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Seables.  I  also  called  upon  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey, 
one  of  our  other  Senators.  He  represented  a  sugar-refining  industry 
where  we  had  a  sugar  refinery,  and  stated  to  him,  as  I  had  to  Senator 
Jones  and  Senator  McPherson,  the  reasons  why  I  thought  we  should 
have  a  tariff  arranged  upon  the  ad  valorem  basis. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  see  Senator  Smith? 

Mr.  Seables.  At  his  rooms  in  the  Normandie. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  often  did  you  see  him  ? 

Mr.  Seables.  Oh,  I  should  say  I  may  have  called  upon  him  three 
or  four  times. 

Senator  Lodge.  Tou  presented  to  him  the  same  arguments  as  to  the 
others? 

Mr.  Seables.  Precisely. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  were  hia  views  of  it? 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  present  any  different  argument? 

Mr.  Seables.  No  other  arguments.  Senator  Smith  seemed  to  appre- 
ciate the  force  of  the  argument — of  the  reasoning,  and  stated  that  he 
would  do  what  he  could  to  explain  the  matter  to  other  Senators  on  the 
Finance  Gommittee  and  secure  such  an  adjustment  as  would  be 
equitable. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  other  Senators  did  you  see? 

Mr.  Seables.  IsawalsoSenatorGorman,hehavingarefineryinterest 
in  Baltimore.  I  explained  to  him  that  the  value  of  that  refinery  in  his 
State  would  dex)end  entirely  upon  a  proper  adjustment  of  the  sugar 
schedule,  and  used  with  him  the  same  arguments  in  favor  of  the  ad 
valorem  system. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  attitude  did  he  take? 

Mr.  Seables.  He  did  not  commit  himself,  but  said  that  he  would 
think  the  matter  over  and  talk  with  others  about  it,  and  that  he  felt 
that  the  sugar  industry  should  be  treated  as  fairly  as  every  other,  and 
sa^  no  reason  why;  unless  there  was  some  difficulty  of  administration 
of  an  ad  valorem  tariff*,  such  a  schedule  should  not  prevail. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  many  times  did  you  see  Senator  Gorman? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  think  I  was  at  his  house  as  many  as  foar 
times. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  difference  was  there  in  his  attitudey  if  anjf 
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towards  the  question  at  any  of  these  interviews  from  what  yon  have 
described  at  the  first! 

Mr.  Searles.  At  the  subsequent  interviews  he  explained  to  me  that 
the  Louisiana  Senators  seemed  very  much  opposed  to  the  ad  valorem 
as  compared  with  the  specific  tariff;  that  they  were  very  much  in  favor 
of  the  specific  tariff  in  place  of  the  other,  and  that  he  thought  they 
ought  to  be  made  to  see  that  the  ad  valorem  tariff  was  equally  to  their 
advantage,  as  I  had  claimed  it  was  equally  advantageous  to  the  pro- 
ducer as  well  as  the  refiner.  I  can  not  recall  the  conversations  from 
time  to  time,  but  that  was  one  suggestion  I  remember.  He  stated  that 
he  had,  or  was  prepared  to  do  what  he  could  with  the  members  of  the 
committee  to  secure  such  an  arrangement  as  would  be  right,  and  he 
believed  the  ad  valorem  was  best  for  all  concerned. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  urge  at  any  of  these  interviews  any  argu 
ments  different  in  character  from  those  you  have  indicated! 

Mr.  8EARLES.  Kone  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  You  think  you  saw  him  three  or  four  times! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  More  than  that! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  not;  I  think  I  met  him  on  the  street  one  day, 
but  not  to  have  any  interview  with  him  on  the  subject  of  any  impor- 
tance. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  him  at  the  Capitol! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  saw  him  once  at  the  Capitol,  and  that  enables  me 
to  correct  a  statement  made  in  reference  to  Senator  Jones.  I  had  for- 
gotten for  the  moment  that  I  received  word  from  Senator  Jones  that 
he  wished  to  see  me  at  the  Capitol  at  a  time  when  the  schedule  was 
pending  in  the  committee,  and  I  came  up  here  and  in  his  committee 
room.  1  tliink  it  was,  Senator  Oormau  and  Senator  Camden  were 
present,  and  Senator  Jones  explained  to  me  that  he  had  been  unable  to 
ligure  out.tlie  ad  valorem  business  in  accordance  with  the  statement  I 
had  made  to  him,  and  that  he  wished  me  to  make  some  explanation, 
and  I  did.  I  sat  down  and  figured  with  him  on  the  different  grades  of 
raw  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  With  whom  was  that! 

Mr.  Searles.  Senator  Jones.  Senator  Gorman  was  present  in  the 
room,  and  so  was  Senator  Camden.  You  asked  me  if  I  ever  saw  Sen- 
ator Gorman  in  the  Capitol,  that  is  the  only  time. 

The  Chairman.  Who  else  were  present! 

Mr.  Searles.  Ko  others.  Senators  Gorman  and  Camden  were 
present. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  him  at  any  other  time  at  the  Cap- 
itol, or  in  any  committee  room  at  the  Capitol! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  had  no  interview  with  Senator  Jones  except  the 
three  I  have  named,  and  had  no  other  interview  with  Senator  Gorman 
at  the  Capitol. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  Senator  have  you  seen  in  this  matter! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  saw  Senator  Caffery.  Had  one  conversation  with 
him  in  reference  to  the  ad  valorem  business. 

The  Chairman.  Where  and  when! 

Mr.  Searles.  It  was  early  in  February.  I  tried  to  explain  to  Sen* 
ator  Caffery 

The  Chairman.  Where!    You  have  stated  when. 

Mr.  Searles.  I  met  him  at  the  room  of  Senator  White,  of  Louisiana. 
Senator  White  was  at  that  time  still  Senator,  and  I  met  the  two  gen- 
tlemen at  Senator  White's  room. 
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The  Ghaibman.  Did  yon  meet  him  by  appointmentt 

M.  Seables.  By  an  appointment;  yes^sir. 

The  Chairman.  Through  whom! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  I  solicited  an  appointment  with  thenu 

The  Chaibman.  With  both  of  them  ! 

Mr.  Seables.  With  both  of  them.  At  least,  I  possibly  asked  for  m 
appointment  with  Senator  White,  and  he  invited  Senator  Oaffery  to  be 
present.  I  think  that  was  the  way.  I  then  explained  to  both  those 
gentlemen  the  advantages,  as  I  saw  them,  of  the  ad  valorem  tEuriff,  and 
urged  upon  them  that  whatever  percentage  might  be  agreed  upon  aa 
the  tax  on  raw  sugar,  that  it  be  fixed  on  the  ad  valorem  basis. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  they  argree  with  yon! 

Mr.  Seables.  They  did  not.  They  stated  that  they  thought  their 
people  were  in  favor  of  specific  as  against  the  ad  valorem,  and  I  tried 
to  show  them  that  it  was  through  lack  of  appreciation  of  certain  features 
of  the  sugar  business  to  which  their  attention  had  not  been  called,  and 
asked  them  to  confer  with  their  people  in  reference  to  the  matter  and 
see  if  they  could  not  secure  their  support  to  the  ad  valorem  principle. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  see  either  or  both  of  those  Senators  at  any 
other  timet 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  recollect  any  other  interview  with  Senator 
Caflfery.  I  think,  subsequently,  I  had  one  interview  with  Senator 
White,  for  a  few  moments  only,  and  that  was  at  a  time  after  he  had  been 
appointed  justice,  or  had  been  nominated  for  the  place,  but  had  not  jet 
taken  his  position.  He  was  still  Senator,  but  he  told  me  that  in  view 
of  his  situation  he  did  not  propose  to  interest  himself  farther  In  the 
matter. 

The  Chaibman.  Well,  what  other  Senators  have  you  had  any  inter- 
views with! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  had  an  interview  with  Senator  Murphy,  from  our 
own  State,  in  which  I  covered  substantially  the  same  ground  with  the 
same  arguments,  asking  him  to  do  what  he  could  with  members  of 
the  committee  to  secure  an  ad  valorem  tariff. 

The  Chaibman.  Was  that  after  the  rate  in  the  present  bill— the  rate 
suggested  by  what  is  called  the  Senate  amendments — had  been  adopted! 

Mr.  Seables.  Prior  to  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  his  attitude  in  regard  to  itt 

Mr.  Seables.  He  stated  that  he  did  not  understand  the  matter  very 
well,  but  that  he  would  gladly  do  what  he  could  to  secure  proper  action 
by  the  committee. 

The  Chaibman.  How  often  did  you  see  him  on  that  subject  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  recollect  but  two  interviews  with  Senator 
Murphy. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  was  the  first  interviewl 

Mr.  Seables.  At  his  house,  and  the  second  also. 

The  Chaibman.  What  was  the  character  of  the  second  interview! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  remember  distinctly,  but  it  was  along  the 
same  line. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Was  the  second  interview  after  the  adoption  of 
first  schedule  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  were  opposed  to  that  first  schedule? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  was,  most  emphatically. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  did  all  in  your  power  to  have  it  changedt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  did. 

The  Chaibman.  What  other  Senator! 
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Mr,  Seables.  The  only  other  Senator  whom  I  remember  was  Senator 
Aldrich.  I  have  had  interviews  with  Senator  Aldrich  on  the  subject 
from  time  to  time. 

The  Chairman.  Where  and  when  f 

Mr.  Searles.  At  his  rooms  at  the  Arlington. 

The  Chairman.  How  often  1 

Mr.  Searles.  Well,  1  hjive  had  more  interviews  with  him,  growing 
ont  of  the  fact  that  he  is  a  friend  of  very  many  years  standing,  and  I 
may  have  seen  him — do  not  suppose  I  have  seen  him  on  the  tariff*  mat- 
ter i)ossibly  more  than  half  a  dozen  times. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  character  of  those  intervie\^f 

Mr.  Searles.  Asking  that  if  by  any  possible  chance  it  should  come 
within  his  province  to  secure  any  adjustment  of  the  tariff  which  would 
be  in  the  line  of  ad  valorem  tariff*,  that  he  would  use  his  influence  in 
that  regard. 

The  Chairman.  Was  anything  said  about  rates  of  ad  valorem  tariff! 
or  differential  in  favor  of  the  refined  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  always,  in  the  matter  of  rates,  said  that  it 
was  immaterial  to  us  what  was  the  rate:  that  that  was  a  matter  to  be 
fixed  by  the  committee  with  a  view  to  the  revenue  required;  that  the 
only  thing  we  were  interested  in  was  the  method  of  applying  it. 
Whether  25  or  60  per  cent,  it  was  immaterial  to  us. 

The  Chairman.  Any  interest  in  a  differential? 

Mr.  Searles.  In  the  differential  we  are  interested,  and  I  have 
always,  in  connection  with  the  advocacy  of  the  ad  valorem,  argued 
that  there  be  a  differential  duty  on  refined  sugars  which  would  give  us 
a  fair  protection. 

The  Chairman.  In  these  conversations  with  the  other  Senators,  or 
with  Senator  Aldrich  did  you  mention  any  rate! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  I  mentioned  a  quarter  of  a  cent  a  pound  as 
being  a  rate  that  would  be  just  to  the  sugar-refining  industry  of  this 
country. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  Senator  Aldrich's  attitude  on  that  ques- 
tion! 

Mr.  SEARLES.  I  think  he  has  always  stated  that  he  thought  that 
would  be  equitable,  but  that  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  influence  the 
rate,  as  he  was  in  the  minority,  and  the  schedule  was  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  people  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  suggest  to  him  that  the  Republican  party 
was  under  any  obligations  on  account  of  campaign  contributions  t 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  Senator  have  you  seen! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  spoken  with  any  other 
Senators  on  the  subject. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  present  in  the  Capitol  or  else- 
where with  the  Finance  Committee  or  the  subcommittee  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  or  any  members  of  them^  when  they  have  had  this 
matter  under  consideration! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  present  here  on  any  Sunday  or  at  any 
time  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill  when  the  matter  was  under  con- 
sideration in  the  Capitol,  in  any  room  of  the  Capitol? 

Mr.  Searles.  The  only  time  I  was  here  is  the  time  of  which  I  spoke; 
toy  interview  with  Senator  Jones. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  on  Sunday! 
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Mr.  Searlbs*  The  second  interview  I  had  with  Senator  Jones  f«s 
on  Sunday. 

The  Chairman.  At  the  Gapitolt 

Mr.  Skarles.  At  the  OapitoL 

The  Chairman.  Where! 

Mr.  Searles.  In  Senator  Jones'  room. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Jones'  committee  roomt 

Mr.  Searlbs.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Not  the  Finance  Committee  roomt 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  in  Senator  Jones'  roomt 

Mr.  Searles.  Senator  Jones'  room.  Second  interview.  Ithmkl 
have  spoken  of  referring  to  the  first  schedule  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Were  there  any  other  persons  interested  in  sugar 
refining  present  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Searles.  There  was  no  other  person  present  but  mysdf  and 
Senator  Jones. 

The  Chairman.  And  no  other  person  in  the  building,  so  far  as  yoa 
know? 

Mr.  Searles.  Not  so  far  as  I  know. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  come  there  by  appointment  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  With  whom! 

Mr.  Searles.  By  appointment  with  Senator  Jones. 

The  Chairman.  For  what  purpose  did  he  ask  yout 

Mr.  Searles.  To  inquire  as  to  the  effect  of  this  schedule  and  as  to 
whether  there  was  any  way  in  which  it  could  be  improved  to  make  it 
more  equitable.  Senator  Jones  understood  from  my  previous  conver- 
sation with  him  that  this  schedule  was  defective,  I  think,  and  I  jndge 
that  this  interview  was  with  the  view  to  see  whether  it  was  possible 
to  make  it  in  any  way  more  equitable  and  yet  not  to  change  it. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  schedule  suggested  by  you  to  improve 
it  in  that  way! 

Mr.  Searles.  The  schedule,  as  prepared  by  the  committee,  pro- 
vided that  on  sugar  testing  not  above  80  degrees  there  should  be  a 
duty  ol  1  cent  per  pound;  that  there  should  be  then  from  80  to  90 
degrees  one  one-hundredth  of  a  cent  additional  for  each  degree;  from 
90  to  96  degrees,  two  one-hundredths,  and  on  all  sugars  above  96 
degrees  1.40.  I  explained  to  Senator  Jones  that  they  were  putting  the 
least  difference  per  degree  on  the  lower  grades  of  sugar  where  the 
difference  in  value  was  greatest.  He  asked  me  to  explain,  and  I  said  to 
him  this :  ^^  You  have  already  studied  this  sugar  question  sufficiently  to 
know  that  the  commercial  value  of  a  degree  of  sugar  is  six  one-ban* 
dredths  of  a  cent." 

He  said  **  Yes,  that  I  understand."  "Very  well,"  I  said,  "you  have 
also  found  that  on  a  sugar  testing  80  degrees  2^  cents  a  pound  is  a  maxi- 
mum price."  He  said,  "Yes,  I  think  that  is  true."  "  Very  well,"  I  said, 
"if  you  tax  a  sugar  costing  2 J  cents  a  pound  1  cent,  80  degrees,  you 
are  taxing  that  sugar  just  40  per  cent,  aren't  you!"  He  said,  "Yes, 
that  is  40  per  cent."  Then  I  asked,  "Isn't  it  right  that  for  every  addi- 
tional degree  worth  six  one-hundredths  of  a  cent  you  should  tax  that 
additional  degree  40  per  cent  also!"  He  said,  "Yes,  goon;  that  is 
fair."  "Very  well,"  I  said,  "40  per  cent  of  six  one-hundredths  is  2.40 
per  degree  instead  of  1,  as  you  have  it  in  your  bill,  and  from  80  degrees 
up  to  purity,  100  degrees,  there  are  20  degrees. 

At  2.40  that  would  give  you  0.48  cents  for  purity  in  raw  sugar."  He 
said  "Yes."    "Very  well.    You  say  that  you  are  willing  to  give  the 
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xefliiCTS  an  eighth.  Add  12  cents  to  that,  and  it  would  make  refined 
Bogar  1.60  instead  of  1.40."  ^<That  is  true,"  he  said,  <<but  oar  com- 
mittee will  not  give  more  than  1.40  per  hundred.  That  can  not  be 
done.  The  committee  will  not  tax  refined  sugar  above  1.40.  What 
tiien  can  yon  dot"  I  said  ^^The  only  other  thing  to  do  is  to  begin  with 
80  degrees  and  tax  that  sugar  at  eight-tenths  of  a  cent.  That  wiU 
bring  you  to  1.40  on  refined  sugar."  He  replied  "  Yes ;  but  the  Louisiana 
Senators  will  not  take  eight  tenths  of  a  cent  for  80-degree  sugar.  They 
want  a  cent  protection  on  that." 

I  answered,  ^^Then  you  ask  me  to  adjust  equitably  the  difference 
between  SOdegree  sugar  and  refined  sugar  with  a  difference  of  only 
four- tenths  of  a  cent.  It  is  impossible;  it  can  not  be  done,  and  all  pre- 
tense to  an  ad  valorem  basis  is  destroyed."  He  said,  <' Well,  that  is  the 
best  we  can  do.  The  Louisiana  people  have  put  in  a  i>eg  at  80  degrees 
for  1  cent  per  pound,  the  committee  have  put  another  on  refined  at  1.40, 
Bxxd  there  we  are."  "Very  well,"  I  said,  "if  that  is  the  case,  you  are 
simply  guilty  of  putting  before  the  Senate  a  schedule  which  is  inde- 
fensible according  to  your  own  admission,  and  it  does  not  seem  to  me 
right  that  a  great  industry  like  the  sugar-refining  industry  should  be 
put  in  any  such  position  as  that."    And  with  that  our  interview  closed. 

The  Chaikman,  How  does  that  differ,  if  it  does  differ,  from  the 
present  proposed  schedule  of  40  per  cent  and  an  eighth  differential  t 

Mr,  Seables.  How  does  what  differ! 

The  Ghaibman.  The  schedule  you  were  then  discussing. 

Mr.  Seables.  There  is  a  difi'erence  of  two-tenths  of  a  cent  in  the 
raw-sugar  schedule  between  80  and  100.  Under  the  present  schedule, 
whatever  the  value  of  raw  sugar  it  pays  duty  proportionately.  If  we 
buy  raw  sugar  worth  2J  cents  a  pound,  we  pay  40  per  cent.  If  we  buy 
raw  sugar  worth  3  cents,  we  pay  40  per  cent  on  that.  The  intrinsic  value 
of  2J  and  3  cents  is  fixed  by  the  polarization  of  raw  sugar.  Commer- 
cially, we  estimate  the  value  i^r  degree  at  six  one-hundredths  of  a 
cent.  For  instance,  I  buy  a  Cuba  Muscovado  sugar,  90  degrees,  at  3 
cents  per  pound. 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  40  per  cent  you  would  pay  *1.20  by  way  of 

t.iX. 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir;  all  sugar  is  sold  subject  to  test  on  delivery. 
The  bill  of  purchase  provides  that  for  every  degree  less  than  90  degrees 
which  that  sugar  may  polarize  on  arrival  there  shall  be  deducted  six 
one-hundredths  of  a  cent,  so  that  if  the  sugar  tests  only  88  I  get  12 
cents  off  per  hundred  pounds.  If  it  tests  only  86, 1  get  24.  If  it  tests 
91, 1  have  to  add  6  cents.  So  that  the  commercial  value  of  each  de- 
gree is  fixed  at  6  cents.  If  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  is  taken  as  the 
Starting  point  on  the  lowest  grade,  each  additional  degree  must  bear 
40  per  cent  in  order  to  be  on  a  parity  with  that  grade  of  raw  sugar. 
And  that  was  the  fault  of  the  first  schedule  of  the  committee.  They 
took  each  degree  one  one-hundredth  instead  of  2.40  one-hundredths 
per  degree.  The  effect  of  that  would  have  been  to  exclude  us  altogether 
from  the  low-grade  sugars  of  South  America  and  of  the  East  Indies 
and  the  Spanish  islands. 

The  Chaibman.  Does  40  per  cent  and  an  eighth  differential  give  you 
the  protection  you  desire t 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir.  We  do  not  think  that  one-eighth  is  sufficient 
differential  to  give  us  adequate  protection.  The  40  per  dent  as  applied 
to  raw  sugars  is  juBt  and  equitable.  We  have  no  fault  to  find  with  that. 
But  when  you  fix  the  protection  on  refined  sugar,  the  differentials, 
we  believe  that  one-eighth  is  insufficient,  and  that  it  should  be  not  less 
than  one-fourth. 
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The  Chairman.  Insufficieut  for  what  purposel 

Mr.  Searles.  InsafflcieDt  to  protect  us  from  being  made  the  damp* 
ing  ground  of  the  surplus  frotn  the  European  refiners. 

Tlie  Chairman.  You  were  asked  by  Mr.  Lodge,  a  moment  ago,  in 
reference  to  the  Senators  you  have  seen  and  talked  with  on  this  snb* 
ject,  whether  you  had  seen  Mr.  Brice. 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  never  met  Mr.  Brioe. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  him. 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not.    I  have  never  spoken  with  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  he  one  of  your  stockholders  f 

Mr.  Searles.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Would  you  be  likely  to  know! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  only  know  by  referring  to  my  transfer  booki 
to  see  whether  his  name  appeared.  I  have  no  knowledge  that  he  has 
ever  been  a  shareholder  of  the  company. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  any  of  these  other  Senators  you  mention  share- 
holders? 

Mr.  Searles.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  connected  with  any  of  these 
Senators  who  is  a  stockholder  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  of  no  Senator  who  is  a  stockholder  in  the 
company? 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  Senator  Hillt 

Mr.  Searles.  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  present,  in  the  summer  of  1892  or 
the  summer  of  1893,  on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht  with  Mr.  Olevelandt 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Benedict? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Cleveland? 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir.  I  have  called  upon  Mr.  Cleveland  some 
years  ago  at  the  White  House,  during  his  first  term,  but  have  never 
spoken  with  him  since. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Carlisle  while  you  were  here? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  did.  I  called  upon  Mr.  Carlisle  after  learning  from 
Senator  Jones  that  objection  had  been  raised  to  the  ad  valorem  form 
of  tariff  because  of  the  possibility  of  fraud.  I  called  upon  Secretary 
Carlisle  and  asked  him  whether,  in  his  judgment,  such  an  arrange- 
ment of  the  tariff  would  be  objectionable  to  the  Treasury  Department 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  his  reply? 

Mr.  Searles.  His  reply  was  that  he  thought  it  was  not  objection- 
able; that,  on  the  contrary,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  a  perfectly  safe 
form  of  collecting  the  revenue. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  him  more  than  once? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  I  saw  him  only  once. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  was  at  the  Treasury  Department? 

Mr.  Searles.  At  the  Treasury  Department.  I  have  known  Tb» 
Carlisle  for  many  years. 

The  Chairman.  For  what  purpose  did  you  call  ux>on  him? 

Mr.  Searles.  To  ascertain  whether  there  was,  on  the  part  of  tho 
Treasury  Department,  any  objection  to  the  ad  vsdorem  form  of  col- 
lecting revenue  on  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  to  the  administration  of  such  a  rate! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Would  you  prefer  the  present  sohedule  to  a  scbed- 
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cb  carried  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  raws  and  45  per  cent  ad 
ion  refined f 

Measles.  I  would  prefer  the  45  per  cent.    I  never  had  that  prop^ 
however,  submitted  to  me  by  anybody  as  possible. 
Dhaibman.  Did  you  ever  submit  it  to  anybody  elset 
>EABLES.  No,  sir. 

Chairman.  Did  you  ever  submit  it  to  Mr.  Carlisle  t 
)EABLES.  No,  sir. 

tor  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  know  of  a  schedule  in  that  form  being 
iiscussion  iu  the  Finance  Committee  f 
^EABLES.  Ad  valorem  on  refined  alsot 
tor  Lodge.  Yes,  sir. 

)EABL£S.  Except  as  I  saw  it  in  the  newspapers, 
tor  Allen.  How  long  have  you  been  an  officer  of  the  American 
Etefining  Company! 
Cables.  Since  its  organization, 
tor  Allen.  That  was  whent 
)E  ABLES.  The  10th  of  January,  1891. 

tor  Allen.  Were  you  an  officer  of  the  Sugar  Beflneries  Com- 
efore  that! 

^EABLES.  Yes,  sir;  firom  its  organization, 
tor  Allen.  And  when  was  it  organized! 
)EABLES.  In  October,  1887. 

tor  Allen.  Before  the  organization  of  the  Sugar  Beflneries 
ny  you  were  operating  an  independent  refinery,  were  yout 
Cables.  Yes,  sir. 

tor  Allen.  What  was  that  refinery  known  asf 
^EABLES.  The  Havemeyer  Sugar  Befiuing  Company, 
tor  Allen.  That  was  owned  by  whom! 

^EABLES.  It  was  an  incorporated  company.    The  stock  was  held 
e  half  dozen  persons,  of  whom  I  was  one. 
tor  Allen.  You  were  an  officer  of  that  company! 
)£ABLES.  I  was  secretary  and  treasurer, 
tor  Allen.  Were  you  also  the  owner  of  stock  in  some  other 
r^ 

^EABLES.  No,  sir. 

tor  Allen.  How  many  independent  refineries  of  sugar  were  in 
ited  States  at  the  time  of  the  organization  of  the  Sugar  Befiners 
ny  in  1887! 

Jeables.  I  think  nineteen  or  twenty, 
tor  Allen.  How  many  refineries  are  there  in  the  United  States 

}babl£S.  Independent  of  the  Amedcan  Sugar  Befinin^  Com- 

tor  Allen.  Independent  of  the  American  Sugar  Befiuing  Com- 

^EABLES.  Five. 

tor  Allen.  What  are  they! 

^EABLES.  Five  or  six.    There  is  the  McCahan  refinery  in  Phila- 

^  the  Mollenhauer  in  Brooklyn,  the  National  at  Yonkers,  the 

*son  at  New  Orleans.    I  don't  know  the  name  of  the  one  at 

&nds  in  Texas. 

tor  Allen.  There  is  one  in  Boston! 

^EABLES.  The  Bevere  in  Boston. 

tor  Allen.  There  is  one  in  Portland,  Me.,  an  independent 

r! 
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Mr.  SEARLE8.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  of  the  American  refineries  are  now 
embraced  in  the  American  Sngar  Refining  Company  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Eight  active  refineries. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  total  number  then  has  been  rednced  since 
the  organization  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company! 

Mr.  Searles.  In  number  they  have  been  reduced,  and  in  capacity 
increased. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  refine 
to  the  full  capacity  of  all  its  factories! 

Mr.  Seables.  No.  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  occasion  of  its  failure  to  refine  to  the 
full  capacity  of  its  ftkctories! 

Mr.  Searles.  The  fact  that  some  of  the  plants,  by  reason  of  location 
and  their  character,  can  not  be  worked  as  economically  as  others,  and 
the  better  refineries  have  been  doubled  in  capacity  and  improved 
rather  than  to  operate  refineries  which,  through  bad  location  or  poor 
machinery,  could  not  be  operated  as  economically. 

Senator  Allen.  What  number  of  the  refineries  in  the  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company  are  entirely  closed! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  five. 

Senator  Allen.  And  two  in  active  operation! 

Mr.  Searles.  Oh,  yes;  more  than  that. 

Senator  Allen.  I  thought  you  said  you  had  seven  refineries! 

Mr.  Searles.  No.    I  spoke  of  eight  as  active  refineries. 

Senator  Allen.  And  five  belonging  to  what  we  call  the  sugar  trost, 
and  now  belonging  to  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Companyi  are 
closed! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  were  they  closed! 

Mr.  Searles.  Well,  excuse  me.  I  say  five  closed.  There  are  not 
five  closed;  there  are  only  four. 

Senator  Allen.  Four  closed  and  one  operating  partially! 

Mr.  Searles.  The  sup:ar  consumption  of  the  country  is,  during  one 
half  of  the  year,  only  about  60  per  cent  of  what  it  is  in  the  summer 
time.  The  consequence  is  that  we  have  to  have  a  surplus  refining 
capacity,  or  sufiicient  refining  capacity  to  supply  the  whole  country 
during  the  months  of  August  and  September,  and  carry  as  idle  plant 
40  per  cent  of  that  capacity  during  these  other  months  of  the  year. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  you  closed  up  some  of  the  factories! 

Mr.  Searles.  Entirely.  Yes,  sir,  as  was  always  done  prior  to  ^^ 
formation  of  the  trust. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  your  output  as  great  now  as  it  was  when  all 
these  factories  were  running  indepaidently! 

Mr,  Searles.  Very  much  increased. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  difference  in  price  of  sugar  now  to  the 
American  consumer  as  compared  to  its  price  at  the  time  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company  was  organized! 

Mr.  Searles.  The  price  to  the  consumer  is  very  much  less.  Itili 
less  by  3  cents  a  pound  to  the  consumer  than  it  was  before  the  Ameri* 
can  company  was  organized. 

Senator  Allen.  That  company  was  organized  to  control  the  price  oi' 
sugar  in  the  American  market  and  to  the  American  consumers,  wasn't 
it! 

Mr.  Searles.  We  have  never  controlled  the  market  or  the  prodno- 
tion  of  sugar.    We  were  organized  with  the  purpose  of  economizing  ^ 
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cost  of  manafactare,  and  to  distribate  to  all  parties  the  resnlts  of  the 
business  in  some  equitable  arrangement. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  testified  before  yon,  said  that 
the  price  of  sugar  was  increased  to  the  American  consumer  three- 
eighths  of  a  cent  a  xK)und  in  consequence  of  the  organization  of  the 
American  Sngar  Eefining  Company.    Was  that  statement  correct! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  that  must  have  been  a  misunderstanding  of 
Mr.  Havemeyer's  testimony.  He  probably  testified  that  the  profit  of 
refining  was  three-eighths  of  a  cent  a  pound.  The  margin  of  cost 
between  raw  and  refined  sugar  has  been  no  greater  since  the  organi- 
zation of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  or  the  sugar  trust, 
so  called,  than  it  was  with  the  20  independent  refineries  prior  to  its 
organization. 

Senator  Allen.  But  you  have  been  enabled  to  make  more  money  I 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How  do  you  make  that  money! 

Mr.  Searles.  By  economy  in  manufacture. 

Senator  Allen.  In  labor  f 

Mr.  Seakles.  In  appliances  and  administration. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  developed  the  machinery  of  refining  since 
that  timet 

Mr.  Searles.  We  have  developed  the  machinery  somewhat,  but  the 
economy  lies  in  this  direction :  Under  the  old  regime,  when  the  consump- 
tiou  was  decreased,  every  refiner,  in  trying  to  keep  his  refinery  in  opera- 
tion rather  than  close  it  up,  was  obliged  to  cut  down  his  production 
25  per  cent,  40  per  cent,  sometimes  50  per  cent,  at  an  enhanced  cost  of 
frequently  one-eighth  of  a  cent  a  pound  on  the  entire  product  of  his 
sugar.  Under  the  existing  arrangement,  when  the  market  will  not 
take,  that  is,  when  the  people  will  not  buy  the  sngar,  we  reduce  the 
prodnction  of  sugar  to  the  actual  consumption  of  the  country,  not  by 
trying  to  run  all  the  houses  at  the  increased  cost  on  our  product  of 
one-eighth  of  a  cent  a  pound,  which  means  millions  of  dollars,  but  we 
elose  up  the  factories  which  cost  the  most  per  pound  to  operate,  and 
only  run  those  which  can  be  run  with  the  greatest  ecoaomy,  and  run 
those  to  their  full  capacity. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  purpose,  then,  is  to  control  the  output  and 
not  to  manufacture  more  sugar  than  the  country  demands  at  any  timet 

Mr.  Searles.  Precisely. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  that  means  get  rid  of  the  competition  that 
would  otherwise  exist  between  free  factories! 

Mr.  Searles.  Undoubtedly. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  one  of  the  purposes  of  the  formation  of 
the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  It  was  found  that  the  money  that  was  being  wasted 
in  an  attempt  to  run  these  properties — individual  properties — in  compe- 
tition, the  money  that  was  really  being  wasted  in  administration,  would 
be  sufficient  to  pay  a  profit  on  the  business  if  it  could  be  handled  in 
unison  and  that  profit  divided  among  the  people  interested. 

Senator  Allen.  The  consumers  at  that  time  were  getting  the  bene- 
fit of  that  free  competition! 

Mr.  Searles.  They  had  competition  after  that. 

Senator  Allen.  To  enable  the  refiners  to  make  more  money  and 
reduce  the  cost  of  producing  sugar,  refined  sugar,  and  to  control  the 
American  sugar  market,  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  was 
established,  you  say.    That  is  correct,  is  it? 

Mr.  Searles.  The  company  was  established  in  order  to  save  the 
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waste  of  the  independent  administration  and  make  a  profit  to  the 
refiners  without  increasing  the  cost  to  the  consumer. 

Senator  Allen.  That  does  not  answer  the  question.  I  asked  yoa  if 
you  had  any  purpose  of  controlling  the  American  sugar  market  by  the 
organization  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company! 

Mt.  Seables.  We  had  naturally  the  purpose  of  eliminating  the  com- 
petition under  which  there  was  waste  in  the  management  of  the  bosi- 
ness. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  succeeded,  haven't  you,  in  fixing  the  price! 
The  American  Sugar  Kefiiiing  Co;!^pauy  has  succeeded  in  fixing  the 
price  of  sugar  for  the  American  consumer? 

Mr.  Seables.  We  fix  the  price  of  our  own  product  only. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  produce  what  proportion  of  the  total 
refined  sugars  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  Seables.  About  80  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  You  thereby  fix  the  price  of  all  refined  sugars,  do 
you  not? 

Mr.  Seables.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  any  refined  sugars  made  in  this  country  sold 
in  competition  with  yours? 

Mr.  Seables.  Undoubtedly ;  20  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  Sold  lower  than  yours? 

Mr.  Seables.  Frequently. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  name  any  company  that  sells  its  prodaci 
lower  than  you  sell  yours? 

Mr.  Seables.  The  McOahan,  the  MoUenhauer,  and  the  National 
companies  have  all,  within  the  last  sixty  days,  been  underselling  the 
prices  of  the  American  Sugar  Eetining  Company. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  has  that  competition  existed? 

Mr.  Seables.  It  has  existed  from  time  to  time,  according  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  market. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Havemeyer  testified  that  you,  the  Amehcan 
Sugar  Befining  Company,  did  control  the  American  market  and  fix  th« 
price.    Was  that  correct? 

Mr.  Seables.  We  control  the  market  for  the  American  Company'^ 
product;  that  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Havemeyer  testified  that  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  controlled  the  market  price  of  refined  sugar  in  tho 
United  States.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  can  only  answer  for  myself,  that  we  do  not  control 
anything  but  the  price  of  80  i)er  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  fixes  the  market  price  throughout  this 
country? 

Mr.  Seables.  No;  it  does  not. 

Senator  Allen.  What,  then,  fixes  the  pricef 

Mr.  Seables.  The  prices  at  which  sugars  are  offered  by  the  difiTerent 
manufacturers. 

Senator  Allen.  You  ship  your  sugars  how  far  west! 

Mr.  Seables.  To  the  Missouri  Biver. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  ship  west  of  the  Missouri  Biver  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Sometimes. 

Senator  Allen.  Well,  as  a  rule? 

Mr.  Seables.  As  a  rule,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  occupies  that  territory! 

Mr.  Seablbs.  The  Western  Sugar  Befining  Oompanj. 
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Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  owns  a 
half  interest  in  it,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  Searles.  It  does. 

Senator  Allen.  And  Mr.  Clans  Spreckles  owns  the  other  half  T 

Mr.  Searles.  Somebody  connected  with  Mr.  Spreckles. 

Senator  Allen.  And  through  the  Western  Beiining  Company  you 
control  the  territory  between  here  and  California^  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Searles.  We  control  80  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  You  reach  the  territory  of  the  Missouri  Eiver  by  a 
refinery  in  New  Orleans? 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes.    That  is  included  in  the  80  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  that  means  you  control,  in  some  measure, 
the  product  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands? 

Mr.  Searles.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  product  of  the 
Hawaiian  Islands  on  tha  Atlantic  coast.  The  Western  Sugar  Kefin- 
ing  Company  buys  the  bulk  of  the  product  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands, 

Senator  Allen.  And  in  that  company  you  have  a  half  interest? 

Mr.  Searles.  We  have. 

Senator  Allen.  The  product  of  the  Western  Refining  Company  is 
not  Mold  in  competition  with  the  product  of  the  American  Sugar  Beiin- 
ing Company? 

Mr.  Searles.  It  is. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  mean  in  the  sense  that  it  is  sold  in  the 
Onited  States  and  that  yoiir  product  is  sold  at  the  same  points,  but  I 
mean  to  say  that  there  is  no  underbidding  between  the  product  of  that 
company  and  the  product  of  your  company? 

Mr.  Searles.  There  is  frequent  competition  in  the  Missouri  River 
between  the  Western  Refining  Company  and  the  American  Refining 
Company. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company  of  New  Jersey  is  an  active  competitor  of  the  West- 
4tm  Refining  Company  of  San  Francisco? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  mean  to  say  that  it  frequently  happens  that  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company  is  in  collision  with  the  Western 
'<3ugar  Refining  Company  for  the  Missouri  River  market. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  seem  to  understand  my  question,  how* 
ever,  Mr.  Searles.  You  mean  to  say  that  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  is  an  underbidder  with  itself  under  the  name  of  the 
Western  Refining  Company  in  California? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  mean  to  say  that  the  productof  the  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company's  refinery  at  New  Orleans  is  frequently  in  competi- 
tion with  the  product  of  the  Western  Sugar  Refinery  in  the  markets  of 
the  Missouri  River. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  say  frequently,  you  mean  that  is  the  habit 
of  doing  the  business? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  mean  that  it  is  dependent  upon  the  condition  of  the 
stocks  of  those  companies. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Spreckles,  who  owned  the  other  half  of  the 
Western  Kefining  Company,  owns  ten  millions  of  your  stock. 

Mr.  Searles.  Not  that  I  am  aware. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  buy  the  Philadelphia  factory  for  ten  mil- 
lions and  pay  him  in  stock? 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  does  he  not  hold  your  stock  to  that  amounti 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not  think  he  does.    I  know  he  sold  some. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  he  hold  any  portion? 

25BRI 
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Mr.  Searles.  He  holds  some. 

Senator  Allen.  What  portion  did  he  sell — ^to  whom  did  he  sellt 

Mr.  Searles.  I  could  not  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  person  to  whom  he 
soldf 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  How  do  you  know  he  sold,  thent 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  been  informed  that  some  of  his  certificates 
have  been  presented  for  transfer. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Eeflnery  is  operated  in  har- 
mony with  this  Western  Sugar  Eefinery,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Searles.  Ordinarily  there  is  no  collision  between  the  two;  fre- 
quently there  is. 

Senator  Allen.  That  company  occupying  the  territory  west  of  the 
Missouri  Eiver  and  you  occupying  it  east  ot  the  Missouri  River f 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  they  are  occupying  a  portion  of  the  territory 
in  the  southwest  of  this  country  from  your  New  Orleans  factory? 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 
'  Senator  Allen.  What  amount  of  money  has  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company  earned  on  its  capitalization  of  $50,000,000  since 
January,  1891! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  not  the  figures  at  hand,  on  that,  by  which  to 
give  a  definite  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  In  round  numbers,  Mr.  Searles. 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  say  that  the  capital  is  75  millions  instead  of 
50  millions. 

Senator  Allen.  It  was  capitalized  at  50  millions  when  it  was  first 
started? 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  but  the  profits  have  been  made  on  the  75  millions 
capitalization. 

Senator  Allen.  You  recapitalized  for  25  millions,  paying  out  your 
stock  for  certain  factories  you  took  into  the  pool.  Now,  upon  that 
capitalization,  what  sum  of  money  have  you  been  able  to  make  on  the 
total  capitalization? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  say  25  millions. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  recapitalized  in  1892,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Searles.  In  January,  1891. 

Senator  Allen.  In  January,  1891,  you  organized  as  a  corporation 
under  the  laws  of  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  Searles.  With  $50,000,000  capital.  In  March,  1892,  we  issued 
an  additional  $25,000,000. 

Senator  Allen.  And  bought  in  what  factories! 

Mr.  Searles.  The  Spreckles 

Senator  Allen.  At  Philadelphia? 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes;  the  Franklin- 


Senator  Allen.  Where  is  that  located? 

Mr.  Searles.  Philadelphia.  The  Delaware  and  the  B.  0.  Knight, 
Philadelphia. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  that  total  capitalization  you  have  made,  you 
say,  $1^5,000,000. 

Mr.  Searles.  Since  January,  1891. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  that  gross  manufacturing  profit,  or  net? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  thought  he  was  speaking  of  the  earnings  of  the  com- 
pany before  any  charge  is  made  for  depreciation  or  an^^hing  of  th** 
kind.    It  is  earnings  rather  than  net  profit. 
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Seuator  Lodge.  It  is  not  the  amount  available  for  dividends  f 

Mr.  Seablbs.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen,  w  hat  net  profit  have  you  been  able  to  make  upon 
that  capitalization  up  to  this  timef 

Mr.  Seables.  In  round  figures  I  should  say  $20,000,000. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  been  enabled  to  make  that  in  consequence 
of  the  organization  of  this  company,  have  you  not,  Mr.  Searlesf 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir,  I  should  not  admit  that.  The  same  amount 
of  business 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  the  refineries  were 
running  at  a  loss  before  that  time. 

Mr.  Seables.  Oh,  not  at  all.  The  average  profit,  Senator,  of  the 
20  refineries  oi>erated  before  the  organization  of  the  trust  was — when 
I  say  profit,  I  mean  margin  between  raw  and  refined  sugar — as  much 
for  the  seven  years  previous  to  the  organization  of  the  trust  as  it  has 
been  under  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  the  net  profit  of  the  inde- 
pendent refineries  was  as  great  before  the  organization  of  this  com- 
pany as  nowf  If  the  profit  of  manufacture  was  as  great  to  the  iude- 
pendent  refineries  operated  before  the  trust,  what  inducement  would 
there  have  been  for  the  independent  refineries  to  go  into  the  trust f 

Mr.  Seables.  Because  of  the  irregularity  of  that  profit.  The  thing 
works  this  way.  You  take  a  time  of  competition  when  prices  are  cut 
and  goods  are  sold  at  less  than  their  cost  and  it  is  invariably  followed 
by  the  elimination  of  the  weaker  houses,  and  then  a  doubling  of  the 
profit  of  manufacture,  as  was  the  case  during  the  seven  years  prior  to 
the  organization  of  the  trust.  A  number  of  the  refineries  closed  up 
and  went  to  the  wall.  If  we  had  continued  under  the  same  arrange- 
ment, not  more  than  eight  or  ten  refineries  would  have  been  left  at  this 
time,  and  they  would  have  had  all  the  business. 

Senator  Allen.  And  one  of  the  purposes  of  your  company  was  to 
have  a  steady  sugar  market! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  eliminate  all  that  kind  of  competition? 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  means  of  the  organization  of  your  company 
you  have  eliminated  that  kind  of  competition,  and  have  been  able  to 
make  this  money  f 

Mr.  Seables.  We  have  been  able  by  means  of  this  organization  to 
furnish  the  consumer  with  sugar  at  the  same  cost  without  loss  to  the 
refiners. 

Seuator  Allen.  I  did  not  ask  you  that  question. 

(Question  read,  and  ''irregular"  inserted  before  the  word  ^'competi- 

tion.'0 

Mr.  Seables.  That  is  true.  With  that  word  "irregular"  there  I 
can  answer  that  distinctly. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  been  here,  you  say,  for  the  purpose  of 
influencing  Congressional  legislation  upon  the  sugar  schedule  f 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  That  was  your  sole  business  in  the  city  of  Washing- 
ton this  winter,  was  it  notf 

Mr.  Seables.  It  was. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  in  the  habit  of  attending  sessions  of  Con- 
fess when  any  legislation  affecting  the  sugar-refining  interests  is  pend- 
ing! 
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Mr.  Searles.  I  have  been  here  more  or  less  since  the  Forty-fifth 
Congress  for  that  purpose. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  come  here  for  the  purpose  of  getting  Con- 
gress to  levy  a  ta.x  that  will  be  beneficial  to  you  sugar  refiners? 

Ml.  Searles.  I  have  been  coming  here  for  the  purpose  of  explainiDg 
the  intricacies  of  the  sugar  business  to  people  who  do  not  understand 
it,  with  the  hope  that,  seeing  the  facts,  they  will  legislate  in  a  way 
which  is  just  to  this  industry,  and  will  give  it  the  same  proiH>rtion  of 
protection  that  is  guaranteed  other  American  industries. 

Senator  Allen.  You  pay  dividends  upon  the  stocks  of  these  factories 
t  hat  are  closed,  do  you  not,  as  regularly  as  upon  the  stocks  of  those  in 
operation  I 

Mr.  Searles.  They  have  no  stocks  under  the  new  organization.  We 
bought  the  fee  simple  of  all  the  properties. 

Senator  Allen.  The  man  who  sold  you  a  factory  which  is  now  closed 
holds  stocks  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  in  payment  for 
that  factory? 

Mr.  Searles.  He  received  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  pay  dividends  upon  that  stock t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  As  much  as  you  do  upon  the  stock  held  by  those 
factories  that  are  in  actual  operation  f 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  value  of  these  four  factories  that  are 
closed,  as  nearly  as  you  can  tellt 

Mr.  Searles.  Their  value  is  small.  It  is  because  they  were  small 
factories  and  of  small  value  comparatively.  I  could  not  give  you  an 
estimate. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  formation  of  the  American  Sugar  RefiniDg 
Company  did  you  reduce  the  number  of  laborers  that  were  engaged  in 
this  business  of  refining  sugar  f 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir;  the  laborers  have  increased. 

Senator  Allen.  What  number  of  persons  was  engaged  in  the  pr^ 
duction  of  sugar  in  these  factories  when  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Coini^any  was  organized? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  figures  on  that  point  which  would  be 
reliable.  I  only  know  that  with  the  increased  product  of  sugar  we 
increase  our  labor  correspondingly,  and  we  are  making  now  fully  20 
per  cent  more  sugar  than  all  these  sugar  factories  were  before  the  or- 
ganization of  the  company.    I  say  20;  probably  30  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  making  as  much  sugar  as  was  being  made 
at  that  time,  as  regards  the  population  of  the  country? 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir;  more. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  moment  ago  that  one  of 
your  objects  in  the  formation  of  this  trust  or  company  was  to  control 
the  output  of  sugar  and  simply  manufacture  enough  to  meet  the  a<^tua) 
wants  and  needs  of  the  American  people,  and  not  overmanufacture. 

Mr.  Searles.  That  Is  true. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  done  thatt 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.   And  before  that  the  refiners  were  overmanufiie- 
tnring,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  putting  out  more  sugar  per  capita  than  yoo 
are  putting  out  per  capita  to-day? 
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Mr.  Seables.  That  is  not  true,  Senator.  May  I  explain  to  yon  just 
the  working  of  thin  thing  from  an  actual  illustration? 

Senator  Allen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Seables.  The  American  Sugar  B«fining  Company  intends  to  pro- 
vide all  the  sugar  the  consumers  of  this  country  will  take.  In  order  to 
economize  t^e  cost  of  producing  that  sugar  they  frequently ,  as  has  been 
the  case  during  the  present  year,  and  was  more  largely  so  last  year,  run 
their  factories  at  a  time  when  there  is  no  sale  for  sugar,  com])aratively, 
for  the  sake  of  keeping  their  operatives  employed  and  their  refineries 
open,  and  accumulate  large  quantities  of  sugar;  larger  quantities  than 
were  ever  accumulated  by  the  independent  refineries. 

It  has  happened  this  year  that  by  reason  of  this  legislation  pending 
in  Congress  the  dealers  throughout  the  country  were  unwilling  to  take 
the  risk  of  carrying  a  stock  of  sugar.  We  must  either  in  that  event 
close  our  refineries  and  wait  until  there  springs  up  a  demand,  or,  if  we 
keep  our  operatives  at  work,  we  have  to  accumulate  that  sugar. 
Bather  than  close  our  refineries  we  have  kept  them  running  and  accu- 
mulated a  stock  of  refined  sugar  of  between  300,000  and  400,000  barrels, 
at  a  cost  of  $5,000,000  to  $6,000,000.  We  have  carried  that  sugar  in 
warehouses  until  such  time  as  the  trade  in  the  country  wanted  it. 

Now,  it  happened  last  year  in  September — you  possibly  have  known 
it,  as  it  was  known  throughout  the  country — that  there  was  in  this 
country  a  sugar  famine.  The  country  had  been  a&aid  by  reason  of  the 
panic  to  buy  anything;  the  grocers  and  all  the  wholesale  dealers  were 
unable  to  raise  the  money  to  carry  the  stocks  of  sugar  they  liad  been 
able  to  carry  previous  to  the  mouth  of  August.  The  question  came 
with  us  whether  we  should  stop  our  refineries,  and  some  of  our  people 
felt  as  though  we  ought  not  to  accumulate  large  quantities  of  suf»ar. 

But  we  did  run  our  refineries  until  we  had  a  sU>ek  of  neaily  400,000 
barrels  of  sugar,  and  in  one  week  we  had  a  call  from  the  country  for 
that  entire  400,000  barrels.  Under  the  old  system  of  refineries,  with 
sixteen  refineries,  the  refiners  could  not  have  been  found  who  would 
have  dared  to  have  accumulated  any  such  stock  of  sugar  with  the 
possibility  of  a  decline  in  raw  sugars  which  we  faced,  and  the  result 
would  have  been  that  there  would  not  have  been  in  this  country  100,000 
barrels  of  sugar  under  any  circumstances. 

Under  this  organization  we  were  able  to  accumulate  and  did  have 
these  400,000  barrels  of  sugar,  and  when  the  demand  came  we  had  a 
caU  for  7,000,000  barrels  of  sugar  in  three  weeks.  We  ran  our  refin- 
eries several  weeks  day  and  night  in  order  to  meet  the  dem.and  of  the 
people.  We  were  bid  from  Chicago  and  all  the  larger  cities  of  this 
country  a  premium  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  our  price  it'  we  would  only 
send  the  sugar.  The  company  turned  out  1,000,000  barrels,  and  they 
sent  every  man  100  barrels  where  tliey  could  not  otherwise  have  sent 
him  1  and  kept  the  country  going,  and  they  did  it  without  a  farthing's 
increase  in  the  cost  to  the  consumer.  That  is  a  thing  that  would  have 
been  absolutely  impossible  under  other  conditions  where  there  would 
have  been  active  competition.  It  was  only  made  possible  by  the  fact 
that  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  knowing  it  had  the  field, 
was  able  to  accumulate  this  sugar  with  safety  and  carry  it  until  the 
people  wanted  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  manufactured  this  sugar  because  you  knew 
there  would  be  a  demand  for  it! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  because  you  would  have  to  have  it  manuC^c- 
tared  to  meet  that  demand  when  it  camef 
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Mr.  Seables.  We  did  not  have  to  have  a  demand  in  that  sense.  It 
was  a  question  with  many  directors,  before  wegotup  to  300,000  barrela 
of  sugar,  if  we  ought  not  to  stop.  They  thought  they  were  taking  a 
great  risk  in  makiug  any,  in  view  of  the  decline  in  raw  sugar. 

Seuator  Allen.  If  you  had  not  manufactured  this  sugar  and  had 
the  stock  on  hand,  you  would  have  missed  the  opportunity  to  sell  it! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir;  we  could  have  sold  what  we  had  for  2  cents 
premium  and  the  people  would  have  waited  until  they  got  the  other. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  advance  the  price? 

Mr.  Searles.  We  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  think  the  organization  of  this  American  Sugar 
Eetining  Company  is  to  the  interest  of  the  American  people  Y 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir;  I  do.  I  believe  the  people  of  the  United 
States  are  getting  their  sugar  cheaper  and  a  purer  quality  of  sugar  by 
reason  of  this  company  than  is  possible  under  any  other  circumstaDces. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  look  upon  it  the  same  that  you  woald 
upon  $20,000,000  earned  on  $50,000,000  in  three  years  f 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir.  Bather  look  at  the  enormous  amount  of  busi- 
ness. It  has  to  be  accumulated  on  the  enormous  amount  of  business 
handled. 

Seuator  Allen.  You  think  you  ought  to  be  able  to  earn  that  right 
along  without  any  hindrancef 

Mr.  Searles.  V7hen  we  are  able  to  import  from  all  over  the  world, 
and  refine  and  deliver  nearly  5,000,000  tons  of  raw  sugar,  on  the  amomit 
of  business  we  have  done  and  handled  it  is  a  very  small  percentage  of 
profit;  very  trifling. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  pass  that  question.  I  see  you  and  I  radicaUy 
disagree  upon  that,  and  probably  always  will.  The  American  Sagar 
Befining  Company  is  in  the  habit  of  contributing  money  for  campaip 
purposes  to  the  different  political  parties,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Searles.  It  has  done  so;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  it  done  so  each  year  of  its  existence? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not  know  that  it  has  done  so  each  year,  bat  it 
has  done  so  from  time  to  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  it  do  so  in  18921 

Mr.  Searles.  It  did. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  States? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  can  not  enumerate  the  States. 

Senator  Allen.  According  to  your  best  recollection,  in  what  States! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  not  care  to  testify  directly  on  that  point, 
unless 

Senator  Allen.  The  resolution  embraces  that  inquiry. 

The  Chairman  (to  Mr.  Searles).  Unless  what?  Finish  your  sen- 
tence. 

Mr.  Searles.  Unless  it  does  come  within  the  province  of  this  inquiry. 
I  do  not  understand  that  it  does. 

The  Chairman.  It  does. 

Mr.  Searles.  Kindly  show  me  how  it  does? 

The  Chairman.  The  resolution  under  which  we  are  acting  reads  in 
this  way: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  the^o 
charges,  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contribntions  have  been  made  hy]^* 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaij!^ 
or  election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation! 

Mr.  Searles.  In  answer  to  that  question  with  reference  to  any  con- 
tributions to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  I  answer  emphatically,  no. 
Senator  Allen.  You  misapprehend  the  scope  of  the  resolutaon. 
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The  Chairman.  That  is  what  we  want  to  get  at,  whether  there  has 
been  any. 
Senator  Aix.en.  Let  me  show  yoa  where  you  misapprehend  it: 

Beaolvedf  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
barges  and  to  inquire  farther  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
in^r  tmst,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  cam- 
paign or  election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

There  are  several  distinct  propositions  embraced  in  that. 

Mr.  Searles.  There  have  been  no  contributions  made  by  the  com- 
pany, to  my  knowledge,  with  any  view  to  pending  legislation  on  the 
sugar  question. 

The  Chairman.  Or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation  f 

Mx.  Searles.  "Sot  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  you,  in  the  language  of  this  resolution, 
whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any 
person  connected  therewith  to  any  political  party  for  campaign  pur- 
poses! 

Mr.  Searles.  Such  contributions  have  been  made  locally,  but  with 
no  application,  or  with  no  purpose  to  influence  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  States  have  contributions  of  that  kind  been 
made! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  can  not  answer  definitely  on  that  point. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts f 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  New  York! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  they  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey  t 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  f 

Mr.  Searles.  Nor  am  I  certain  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Ohio  T 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such. 

Senator  Allen.  How  are  these  contributions  madef  That  is,  are 
they  made  and  charged  up  to  the  company,  or  made  by  some  officer  or 
member  of  the  company  on  behalf  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Searles.  They  have  been  made  by  some  officer  of  the  company, 
usually,  I  think,  by  its  president. 

Senator  Allen.  And  are  charged  to  the  expense  account  of  the 
company,  are  they  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  they  are. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  your  books  show  a  contribution  to  the  cam- 
paign fund  of  any  party! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How  is  the  entry  made  upon  the  books  of  the 
company! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that.  It  has  been  made,  I 
think,  an  individual  matter. 

Senator  Allen.  It  would  be  charged  to  some  member  of  the  com- 
pany ! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  these  entries,  how  they  are 
made. 

Senator  Allen.  What  officer  or  member  of  the  company  usually 
disburses  the  money  that  is  approprir.teil  to  campaign  purposes! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  that  what  has  been  done  in  that  direction  has 
usually  been  done  through  the  president. 
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Senator  Allen.  Mr.  H.  O.  Haveineyert 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  he  make  an  account  to  the  board  of  directorsi 

Mr.  Searles.  He-does. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  explained! 

Mr.  Searles.  Ko,  sir;  there  is  no  explanation. 

Senator  Allen.  Just  a  verbal  explanation! 

Mr.  Searles.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  no  account  of  that  that  is  carried  back  ob 
the  books  aft^r  the  expenditure  of  the  money,  is  there! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  could  not  say  as  to  how  that  is. 

Senator  Allen.  If  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  charged  with  $100,000  to  be 
expended  in  donations  to  political  parties  for  campaign  purposes,  how 
would  that  item  be  balanced  on  the  books! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  could  not  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  access  to  the  books,  have  you  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  noticed  these  items,  have  you  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  aware  that  there  are  such  entries. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors,  aie 
you  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  these  matters  have  come  before  the  board  of 
directors  for  adjustment,  have  they  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  My  impression  is  that  they  have  been  reported  to  the 
board. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  they  have! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  they  have. 

Senator  Allen.  What  amount  was  exx>ended  by  your  compauy  in 
the  campaign  of  1892! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  On  what  grounds  do  you  decline! 

Mr.  Searles.  On  the  ground  that  it  is  not  within  the  province  of 
this  inquiry. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  decline  because  it  would  lead  to  further 
inquiries  that  would  criminate  you  or  anybody  belonging  to  your 
organization! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  simply  because  I  am  advised  that  inquiries 
as  to  local  contributions  are  not  within  the  province  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  If  you  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  IS&2, 
when  there  was  a  Presidential  election,  Members  of  Congress,  and 
members  of  the  legislature,  whose  duty  it  was  after  being  elected  to 
select  Senators  and  that  selected  Senators,  one  in  the  State  of  'Sen 
York  and  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  these  contributions  were  used 
for  general  election  purposes  there,  you  would  not  claim,  then,  it  was 
donated  f(»r  merely  local  purposes,  municipal  purposes,  would  you! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  contributions. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  the  treasurer  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  have  been  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  or 
more! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  All  money  paid  out  by  that  company  is  paid  out  by 
you,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir;  not  necessarily.    It  is  paid  only  on  my  order 
or  that  of  the  president. 
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Senator  Allen.  Only  on  your  order  or  that  of  the  president! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  yon  paid  ont  any  money  for  campaign  pur- 
IK)8es  during  the  years  1892  and  1893  as  treasurer  of  the  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company! 

Mr.  Searles.  Only  for  such  as  I  have  spoken  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Local  purposes! 

Mr.  Searles.  That  is  all. 

Senator  AiffiBN.  When  you  say  local  purposes,  you  mean  contribu- 
tions to  the  State  campaign  fund! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  that  would  be  included. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  in  1892! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  When  Harrison  and  Gleveland  were  candidates  for 
the  Presidency! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  was  to  be  used  in  the  same  election  where 
these  men  were  candidates,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  think  it  was  to  be  used  at  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  was.  Do  you  not 
know  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  was  to  be  used  by  the  political  party  to 
whom  it  was  contributed  for  all  general  purjioses  connected  with  the 
election  that  fall! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  supposed  at  the  time  it  was  to  be  used  that 
way! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  way  it  was  used — as  to 
whether  it  was  used  for  general  purposes  or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  the  question  as  to  how  it  was  used,  or 
for  whom  it  was  used,  or  for  what  purpose  it  was  used,  you  know  noth- 
ing! 

Mr.  Searles.  Precisely. 

Senator  Allen.  And  did  not  want  to  know  anything  at  the  time! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  made  no  inquiry,  if  that  is  yrhat  you  mean. 

Senator  Allen.  What  sum  did  you  contribute  to  the  Democratic 
campaign  fund  in  the  State  of  New  York  in  1892  that  wa«  used  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  the  campaign  in  that  State,  at  which  time 
Gleveland  and  Harrison  were  candidates  for  President  of  the  United 
States  ? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question  for  the  reasons 
stated. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  contribute  some  money,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  an  amount  was  contributed.  Personally,  I 
have  no  knowledge  what  it  was  now. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  was  charged  to  the  account  of  the  American 
Sugar  Eeiining  Company! 

Mr.  Searles.  Charged  to  the  account  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefin- 
ing  Company! 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  decline  now  to  state  the  amount 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  $100,000! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  state  the  amount 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  over  $100,000! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  siiy. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  less  than  $100,0001 

Mr.  Searles.  1  decline  to  .state. 
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Senator  Allen.  Why  do  you  decline  to  state? 

Mr.  Seables.  Because  I  do  not  understand  that  is  within  the  prov- 
ince of  your  inquiry. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  decline  to  state  simply  because  you 
know  it  was  disresputable  and  unlawful  to  contribute  this  money f 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  admit  anything  of  the  kind. 

Senator  Allen,  You  think  it  is  perfectly  laudable  for  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company  to  contribute  large  sums  of  money,  by  the 
thousands  of  dollars,  for  the  purpose  of  influencing  elections  in  this 
country,  do  you? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  always  understood,  or  for  many  years,  that  it  is 
the  custom  of  both  parties  to  solicit  from  corporations  and  individuals 
contributions  for  the  carrying  on  of  their  political  campaigns,  and  that 
it  is  the  custom  of  corporations  and  individuals  to  respond  to  sach 
invitations.  And  with  that  understanding,  and  what  I  believe  to  be  a 
general  custom,  the  American  Sugar  Eeiining  Company  has  made  sach 
contributions  at  times. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  believe  it  is  perfectly  proper  for  a  corpora- 
tion, the  value  of  whose  stocks  maybe  affected  by  national  legislation, 
to  contribute  its  funds  to  the  success  or  defeat  of  one  political  party 
or  the  other? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  think  a«  parties  are  now  managed  that  is  proper. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  as  a 
company,  was  actuated  by  a  high  sense  of  patriotic  duty  in  coutriba- 
ting  this  money,  I  suppose? 

Mr.  Searles.. Tliat  is  a  pleasant  way  of  putting  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  Democratic  fund  of  New 
Tork? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  Eepublican  fund  of  New 
York? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  answer  that  also. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  both  of  them? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  also  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  Populist  fund  of  New 
York? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  also  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  the  Prohibition  fiind,  or  any  other  fund? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  decline  to  answer  as  to  any  fund. 

Senator  Allen.  What  return  did  you  expect  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  to  receive  for  the  immense  sum  of  money  you  pat 
into  the  campaign  fund  of  1892  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  expectation  in  that  regard. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  you  are  in  the  habit  of  con- 
tributing large  sums  of  money  to  any  enterprise  without  expecting 
some  pecuniary  return,  do  you? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  learned  long  since  the  truth  of  the  colored 
man's  version  on  that — "Blessed  am  dem  what  'spects  nuffin,  den  dey 
don't  get  disappointed. 

Senator  Allen.  I  appreciate  that,  but  you  do  not  mean  to  say  »f  » 
business  man  and  as  a  business  proposition  that  your  corporation 
would  contribute  to  either  the  Democratic  or  Bepublican  party  in  th^ 
State  of  New  York,  or  any  other  State,  without  expecting  any  return, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  some  pecuniary  benefit,  do  you? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  mean  to  say  this,  that  under  the  existing  custom,  our 
corporation,  being  a  corporation  which  has  large  property  interests, 
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has  been  called  upon  to  contribute  by  the  political  parties  and  has  done 
so  without  any  definite  understanding  as  to  any  benefits  to  be  received 
thereby,  but  by  reason  of  the  property  interests  of  the  corporation 
and  of  its  large  representation  of  capital 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  while  you  had  no  definite  contract  or  under- 
standing with  the  managers  of  the  political  parties  to  whom  you  have 
contributed,  is  it  not  true  that  you  expected  favorable  consideration 
from  the  party  that  succeeded  in  getting  the  control  of  the  natioual 
legislation  or  national  afifairs — what  you  call  *<fair  treatment"  of  your 
interest? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  always  believed  that  we  would  get  by  a  proper 
presentation  of  our  business  industry  and  its  needs,  fair  protection 
from  either  party  aside  from  any  contributions  or  anytbiug  else. 

Senator  Allen.  You  realize,  I  suppose,  as  I  do,  that  every  sane 
man  acts  from  some  motive! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Company's  contribution  to 
the  campaign  fund  of  1892  must  have  been  actuated  by  one  of  two 
things,  either  a  high  sense  of  patriotic  duty  to  some  political  party 
or  the  expectation  of  acquiring  some  benefit  from  the  contribution  when 
it  was  made,  some  pecuniary  benefit.  Now,  which  was  the  motive  that 
inspired  you  in  making  that  contribution? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  say  the  patriotic  duty. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  that  is  all  I  want  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Searles, 

The  Chairman.  You  were  asked  whether  the  contributions  that 
were  made  by  the  sugar  trust  in  the  campaign  of  1892  were  actuated 
by  certain  motives. 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Assuming  that  such  contributions  were  made,  are 
you  referring  now  to  the  contributions  which  you  have  said  were  made 
locally? 

Mr.  Seables.  Those  are  the  only  contributions  made  by  the 
company. 

The  Chaibman.  In  what  States  were  they  made! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  can  not  state  that  definitely. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  make  a  personal  contribution  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  did. 

The  Chaibman.  To  what  party! 

Mr.  Seables.  In  the  State  of  M"ew  York. 

The  Chaibman.  To  what  party! 

Mr.  Seables.  Is  it  within  the  province  of  the  committee  to  inquire 
into  my  private  contributions! 

The  Chaibman.  I  simply  ask  the  question,  and  am  not  called  upon 
to  pass  upon  it. 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  answer,  it  being  a  private  matter. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Havemeyer  stated  yesterday  that  the  sugar 
refining  company  contributed  money  in  New  York  and  in  Massachu- 
settB.    Do  you  remember  any  other  State  in  which  they  contributed! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  not  attempt  to  name  the  States  in  which 
contributions  were  made. 

Senator  Allen.  And  in  New  Jersey? 

The  Chaibman.  Have  these  contributions  been  made  in  campaigns 
prior  to  1892,  to  your  knowledge! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  whether  contributions  were  made  in 
any  Western  States! 
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Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  knowledge  on  that  point. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  a  statement  liere  in  an  article  published  in 
the  Philadelphia  Press,  which  article  was  part  of  the  occasion  for  tlie 
formation  of  this  committee,  that  an  appeal  was  made  to  these  men, 
meaning  the  sugar  men,  for  money : 

The  Biibscriptions  may  have  been  given  as  individual  contribntlons,  bat  sach  gift 
was  a  pure  fiction  if  it  was  made  in  that  way.  It  was  a  sugar-trust  subscription  to 
the  national  campaign  committee  in  return  for  pledget  whioh  were  Afterwards 
insistently  demanded  to  be  redeemed. 

Is  that  true,  to  your  knowledge! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  know  of  no  such  subscription. 

The  Chairman — 

The  subscription  was  the  magnificent  sum  of  $500,000.  And  at  another  place  in 
this  article  there  will  be  reported  a  distinct  and  emphatic  admission  of  this  sub- 
scription and  pledge  from  one  of  the  highest  officers  or  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Do  you  know  of  any  such  subscription  to  the  national  campaign  com- 
mittee  of  either  party! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  know  of  no  such  contribution. 

The  Chairman.  "A  part  of  this  money  bought  Colorado  for  the 
Populists."    Do  you  know  of  any  such  purchase  as  tlia»tf 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.— "A  part  of  it  brought  about  Populist  alliances 
elsewhere." 

Mr.  Searles.  I  know  of  no  such. 

The  Chairman. — '<A  part  of  it  was  used  in  lUinois."  Do  you  know 
of  any  such  purchase! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman. — *' There  was  no  doubt  that  this  great  fortune  was 
mainly  instrumental  in  securing  those  alliances  and  iutiuencing  tbose 
purchasable  or  discontented  elements  whose  action  upon  election  day 
caused  such  astounding  results  in  the  West." 

Mr.  Searles.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  transaction  as  those 
referred  to  in  the  article  read. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  being  given  for  the 
local  campaign  in  Colorado! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  Nebraska! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  speculation  on  the  part  of  any 
Senator  in  sugar  stocks  since  the  1st  of  February! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  speculating  yourself  during  that 
period! 

Mr.  Searles.  That  is  a  private  matter  which  1  should  not  feel  called 
upon  to  answer. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  kept  in  direct  communication  with  Sew 
York  during  that  time  by  wire! 

Mr.  Searles.  What  do  you  mean  by  direct  communication! 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  had  a  private  wire! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  employed  only  the  regular  Western  Union 
lines! 

Mr.  Searles.  That  is  all.  There  is  another  company  called  the 
Postal.  I  may  have  used  that.  You  are  referring  now  to  my  business 
afi'airs! 
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Senator  Allen.  Yes;  to  yonr  own  private  basmess  affairs. 

Mr.  Seables.  Ych,  8ir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  in  behalf  of  the  company  which  you  represent 
What  I  was  trying  to  get  at  was  whether  they  had  a  private  line  or 
private  operator  here? 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir;  we  had  nothing  to  keep  private. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  ased  the  ordinary  lines  at  the  hotel,  I  suppose  f 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  used  whatever  lines  were  most  convenient  tor  any 
telegrams  I  desired  to  send. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  you  approached  by  any  person  on  behalf  of 
the  national  Democratic  or  Republican  central  committees  in  1892  to 
contribute  to  the  campaign  fund  of  that  year,  either  individually  or  in 
behalf  of  the  company  t 

Mr.  Se ABLES.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  been  solicited  in  that  way. 

ScTiator  Allen.  No  one  asked  you  as  an  individual  to  contribute,  or 
asked  you  as  an  officer  to  have  the  company  contribute  f 

Mr.  Skables.  I  do  not  remember  any  such  request. 

Senator  Allen.  All  the  way  through  when  you  speak  of  local  con- 
tributions I  understand  you  to  mean  contributions  to  the  State  organi- 
zations of  the  party,  whichever  party  it  may  be.  For  instance,  if  you 
speak  of  local  contributions  in  the  State  of  New  York  to  the  Democratic 
party,  you  mean  to  the  Democratic  organization  in  the  State,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  know  as  to  the  organization,  but  for  State 
purposes,  whatever  that  may  have  been. 

Senator  AiiLEN.  Were  your  contributions  larger  in  1892  than  they 
were  in  1893 1 

Mr.  Seables.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Allen.  Since  you  have  been  in  the  city  of  Washington  this 
winter  and  this  spring,  have  you  operated  on  the  stock  exchange  in 
sugar  certificates,  that  is,  in  your  own  name  or  that  of  some  other  per- 
son, or  on  behalf  of  any  Member  of  Congress! 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Nor  any  Senator  t 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen,  Has  any  Senator  approached  you,  or  any  Senator's 
clerk  or  representative  approached  you  lor  what  is  known  in  brokers' 
parlance  as  '^'pointers"  in  sugar  stock  during  that  time! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  approaches. 

Senator  Allen.  Then  you  have  not  given  out  any  that  you  know  of! 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  in  a  situation  as  well  as  any  man  to  know 
the  fluctuations  of  sugar  stock,  are  you  not! 

Mr.  Seables.  On  the  contrary,  I  know  as  little  about  it  as  anybody 
can. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  employed  any  member  of  Congress  or 
Senator,  or  h.as  the  trust  employed  anyone,  directly  or  indirectly,  as 
attorney  or  counsel,  to  your  knowledge! 

Mr.  Seables.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Sehator  Allen.  Is  there  any  United  States  Senator  now  in  the 
employment  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, that  you  know  of! 

Mr.  Seables.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  has  been,  as  attorney  or  otherwise V 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  recieiviug  from  any 
Senator,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  information  as  to  the  probable  result 
of  this  measure! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir.  I  have  not  hesitated  to  ask  any  Senator 
what  his  views  were  as  to  the  probable  result,  and  I  have  had  as  many 
views  as  there  are  Senators. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  as  ask  you  one  more  question.  Are  the 
beet-sugar  manufacturers  of  the  United  States  part  and  parcel  of  what 
is  known  as  the  sugar  trust! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir.  There  is  no  connection  between  them  what- 
ever. 

Senator  Allen.  None  whatever! 

Mr.  Searles.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  They  are  free  to  manufacture  as  a  company,  so  ht 
as  the  Sugar  Eefining  Company  is  concerned! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  any  of  them  hold  any  stock  of  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company  that  you  know! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  am  not  certain  of  that.  Some  of  them  may  be  stock- 
holders. Our  stock  is  held  by  7,000  different  people,  and  I  do  not  under- 
take to  keep  track  of  them.  I  have  7,000  stockholders  on  my  books, 
and  they  are  changing  every  day. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  objection  to  producing  your  books, 
showing  by  that  means  the  contributions  that  were  made  by  the  sugar 
trust  for  political  purposes  in  the  last  few  years,  in  1892  and  1893! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  decline  to  do  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You'should  decline  to  do  it! 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  percentage  of  cost  in  the  operation  of  your 
business  is  made  up  by  contributions  for  political  purposes! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  can  not  answer  that.    It  would  be  infinitesimal. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  no  objection  to  stating  the  political  party 
to  which  you  belong,  have  you! 

Mr.  Searles.  No,  sir;  I  am  a  Republican. 

Senator  Allen.  The  contribution,  then,  made  last  year  and  in  1892, 
was  probably  made  to  that  party! 

Mr.  Searles.  You  are  entitled  to  your  inference  on  that  i>oint.  Yon 
have  heard  my  statement. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Mr.  Edwards,  the  correspondent  who  wrote  the 
article  to  which  your  attention  has  been  called,  in  testifying  before 
this  committee  makes  this  statement: 

My  recoUection  of  that  is:  I  was  at  the  Republican  headi^uarters  a  great  deal 
during  the  campaign;  saw  a  good  many  people;  and  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
identify  the  people  who  told  me  particular  tniugs.  But  I  do  remember  this:  Some- 
body told  me  that  Mr.  James  J.  Belden,  now  a  member  of  Congress  £rom  SyracoM, 
N.  Y.,  had  with  him  at  the  Republican  headquarters  a  gentleman  connected  with 
the  sugar  trust.  At  that  time  the  trust  had  ^Iven  to  the  Republicans  $25,000, 1 
think,  as  a  first  subscription,  if  I  remember  aright,  and  they  wanted  more,  and 
subsequently  there  was  $15,000  more  raised,  which  made  $40,000.  This  ^ntleroan 
of  the  sugar  trust — I  am  not  sure  who  it  was ;  my  impression  is  that  it  was  Mr. 
Searles,  as  he  is  the  only  Republican  in  the  trust---6aia,  in  the  presence  of  Mr- 
Beldeu,  '*  We  have  given  $250,000  or  $300,000  to  the  Democratic  campaign.''    . 

What  have  yon  to  say,  if  anything,  in  regard  to  those  statements f 
Mr.  SEA.RLES.  That  so  far  as  Mr.  Searles  is  concerned  it  is  pore  fic- 
tion. 

Senator  Lindsay.  No  part  of  those  stati^ments  is  true  so  far  as  joa 
are  concerned  t 
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Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  what  season  of  the  year  do  the  mgar  refiners 
have  on  hand  the  greatest  amount  of  crude  sugar  9 

Mr.  Seakles.  That  depends  entirely  upon  the  markets  of  the  world 
for  sugar.  At  a  time  when  they  think  sugar  is  cheap,  they  are  apt  to 
carry  large  stocks.  When  they  think  it  is  too  high  they  carry  a  lesser 
stock.  But  the  requirements  of  the  business  are  greatest  in  the  sum- 
mer season,  and  then  they  naturally  have  the  largest  stock  of  sugar. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  do  the  1st  of  July  and  the  1st  of  January  of 
each  year  compare  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Naturally  July  would  be  the  time  when  we  would 
have  the  largest  stocks. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  as  to  January  t 

Mr.  Seables.  The  smallest,  because  we  are  entering  upon  the  period 
of  lightest  consumption,  and  have  very  little  sugar.  Not  only  that,  but 
it  is  a  time  when  we  can  not  get  the  sugar. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  January! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir.  The  crop  of  Cuba,  which  amounts  to  1,000,000 
tons,  commences  in  January,  and  all  the  other  West  India  crops  have 
been  exhausted  by  that  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  proportion  of  the  crude  sugar  necessary  for 
the  operations  of  the  refineries,  for,  say,  six  months,  would  it  be  prac- 
ticable or  possible  to  anticipate  by  purchasers  between  this  and  the  1st 
of  January! 

Mr.  Seables.  You  mean  in  the  event  of  a  change  of  law  on  the  1st 
of  January? 

Senator  Lindsay.  Yes. 

Mr.  Seables.  It  would  not  be  possible  to  accumulate  any  large 
amount  of  sugar.  The  production  of  sugar  during  the  half  year  from 
July  to  January  is  necessary  for  the  consumption  of  that  half  year, 
and  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  accumulate  any  large  quantity  of 
sugar  to  carry  it  over  on  the  1st  of  January. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Would  it  be  practicable  to  accumulate  a  three 
months'  supply? 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir.    At  least  it  would  be  very  difficult. 

Senator  Lindsay.  A  two  months'  supply! 

Mr.  Seables.  We  usually  carry  a  two  months'  supply  at  any  time; 
that  is,  from  one  and  a  half  to  two  months. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Mr.  Havemeyer,  in  testifying,  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  if  the  present  bill,  as  the  sugar  schedule  now  stands,  goes  into 
effect  it  would  probably  increase  the  price  of  sugar  to  the  consumer 
about  1  cent.    What  is  your  opinion  on  that  subject! 

Mr.  Seables.  How  is  that!    After  it  goes  into  effect V 

Senator  Lindsay.  After  it  goes  into  effect! 

Mr.  Seables.  It  depends  entirely  upon  the  duty. 

Senator  Lindsay.  A  duty  of  40  per  cent  ad  valorem! 

Mr.  Seables.  Myjudgmentis,  it  would  be  more  than  1  cent  a  pound. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  one-eighth  of  a  cent  a  pound  in  addition! 

Mr.  Seables.  It  would  depend  upon  the  cost  of  the  raw  sugar.  The 
amount  of  duty  would  depend  upon  whether  it  was  2^  or  3  cents  a 
pound.  Unless  sugar  was  very  cheap,  it  would  make  a  difference  of 
more  than  a  cent  a  pound.    I  think  it  would  be  more  than  a  cent. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  much  more! 

Mr.  Seables.  The  average  value  of  the  raw  sugars  imported  in  1893 
^as  over  3  cents  a  pound.  I  think  about  3.15  cents;  ^  per  cent  of 
^at  would  be  1^  cents. 
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Senatx>r  Lodge.  What  time  of  the  year  can  yon  get  the  ms^ority  of 
the  East  India  crops  9 

Mr.  Searles.  They  begin  the  shipment  now  and  it  comes  in  from 
October  to  December. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  effect,  in  your  opinion,  would  the  enactment 
of  the  law,  as  it  now  exists,  as  it  now  stands  before  the  Senate,  to  take 
effect  on  the  Istof  January,  have  in  promoting  importations  between 
this  and  the  Ist  of  January  of  foreign  refined  sugarst 

Mr.  Searles.  Do  you  mean  in  anticipation! 

Senator  Lodge.  In  anticipation  of  the  increase  in  price  on  the  let 
of  January! 

Mr.  Searles.  I  should  think  it  would  result  in  the  importation  of 
refined  sugars,  but  to  what  extent  I  can  scarcely  estimate. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  refined  sugars  are  not  being  imported  at  aD, 
are  they! 

Mr.  Searles.  They  are  coming  all  the  time  in  sporadic  lots,  not  in 
very  large  quantities.  Importations  have  been  made  by  way  of  Canada. 
I  received  a  day  or  two  ago  information  that  sugar  sold  in  Detroit,! 
carloads  of  foreign  refined  sugar.  They  are  going  into  the  West 
Under  the  proposition  as  it  Is  now  made  the  tendency  would  be  to 
bring  sugars  into  Canada  and  send  them  over  the  Grand  Trunk  road 
to  Chicago,  on  to  Western  points,  in  competition  with  American  refined 
sugar. 

The  Chairman.  Are  there  any  refineries  in  Canadat 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir.  They  would  have  refined  sugars  from  Europe. 
They  can  get  freights  from  London  to  Chicago  for  what  we  pay  from 
London  to  New  York  by  utilizing  these  trunk-line  roads. 

The  Chairman.  They  are  all  compelled  to  pay  six-tenths  of  a  cent  a 
pound t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir;  on  beet  sugar. 

Senator  Lodge.  Where  there  is  a  bounty? 

Senator  Lindsay.  Oh,  no;  on  refined  sugars. 

Mr.  Searles.  The  present  duty,  except  from  Germany,  is  only  five- 
tenths,  which  is  the  ordinary  rate. 

Senator  Lindsay.  If  the  pending  bill  going  into  effect  would  raise 
the  price  of  sugar,  as  you  suppose  it  would,  IJ  cents,  then  the  difference 
belrween  five-tenths  of  a  cent  and  IJ  cents  would  be  the  profit  upon  re- 
fined sugars  imported  prior  to  the  Ist  of  January  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Which  would  be  three- fourths  of  a  cent  a  poupd! 

Mr.  Searles.  Three-fourths  of  a  cent  a  pound. 

Senator  Lindsay.  With  that  prospect  of  profit  ahead,  about  what 
quantity  of  refined  sugars  do  you  think  would  be  imported  into  the 
United  States  t 

Mr.  Searles.  That  would  depend  upon  the  price  of  refined  sugar  in 
Europe.  Any  purchases  of  that  kind  would  tend  probably  to  stimu- 
late the  foreign  markets.  The  sellers  there  would  want  to  get  part  of 
it,  and  the  extent  of  the  importations  would  depend  very  largely  upon 
the  competition  for  such  sugars. 

Senator  Lindsay.  One-half  of  that  profit  would  pay  very  hand- 
somely for  very  large  importations,  would  it  nott 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir ;  it  would  indeed.  One-eighth  of  a  cent  a  pound 
is  very  considerable  profit. 

Senntor  Lindsay.  Now,  to  what  extent  would  the  importations  in 
anticipation  of  that  increase  in  price  interfere  with  the  profits  that 
otlierwise  would  be  made  by  the  sugar  refiners  if  the  foreign  so^ 
staid  out  and  you  wer^  «i\oN^^ 
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Mr.  Sbables.  Every  x>oaiid  of  refined  sngar  that  is  imported  dis- 
places an  equal  amoant  of  American  refined  sagar,  and  restricts  one 
manofactnrmg  just  that  much. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  it  to  the  interest  of  the  sugar  refiners  to  haye 
this  bill  take  effect  at  once  in  view  of  this  fact,  or  to  postpone  it  until 
the  1st  of  January  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  never  considered  that  matter.  I  think  it  is  a 
matter  of  indifference  to  us  so  far  as  it  relates  to  raw  sugar  stocks.  My 
own  xiersonal  view  would  be  that  there  would  be  nothing  gained  by 
X>ostponing  it,  to  the  refiners;  but  I  have  never  considered  it.  I  have 
always  supposed  that  that  concession  of  the  1st  of  January  was  done  for 
the  benefit  of  the  producers  of  this  country,  in  order  to  give  them 
another  year  of  bounty. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  only  want  to  get  at  your  views  as  a  man  who  is 
expert  in  sugar  dealings,  as  to  whether  the  trust  would  be  benefited 
or  damaged  by  the  postponement. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  make  any  such  claim  upon  the  committee, 
or  upon  any  Senator,  that  it  should  be  postponed! 

Mr.  Seables.  No.  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  feel  that  you  were  interested  in  itt 

Mr.  Seables.  The  question  was  suggested  to  me,  I  do  not  know  by 
whom,  as  to  whether  it  would  be  an  advantage  to  the  company,  and  I 
think  I  stated  that  I  was  indifferent  to  that  matter.  That  I  judged  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  the  American  producers  and  that  we  should  not 
antagonize  it  at  all.  But  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  of  any  benefit  to  our 
company  in  the  matter  of  raw  sugar. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  of  any  benefit,  consider* 
ing  all  the  effects  it  would  have  upon  the  importations  of  sugar,  crude 
and  refined,  to  the  trust f 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  it  is  immaterial  to  us. 

The  Ghaibman.  So  you  are  indifferent  t 

Mr.  Seables.  We  are  indifferent  as  to  that. 

Senator  Lodoe.  You  have  stated  that  one  reason  for  your  prox>osi- 
tion  of  specific  rates  was  that  this  discriminated  against  the  cheap 
sngar. 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Gneap  raw  sugar  V 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  LoDas.  And  those,  I  understood  you  to  say,  oome  chiefly 
from  the  Eastt 

Mr.  Seables.  They  come  largely  from  the  Philippine  Islands  in  the 
East,  and  also  South  America.  Brazil  sugars  are  mainly  of  a  low  order 
of  sugar,  and  all  South  American  sugars,  with  the  exception  of  British 
Guiana,  are  low  grades  of  sugar.  They  are  absolutely  dex>endent  upon 
as  for  the  natural  market. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  much  of  those  low- grade  sugars  do  you  import! 

Mr.  Seables.  All  we  can  get  of  them.  We  are  an  active  competi- 
tor wiUi  London  for  every  pound  of  that  sugar,  because  from  that 
sugar  we  make  our  cheaper  grades  of  refined  sugar.  We  can  not  make 
them  out  of  high-grade  sugar.  If  we  are  debarred  in  that  grade,  then 
we  are  obliged  to  enhance  the  cost  of  high-grade  sugars  to  the  con- 
sumers here. 

Senator  LoDas*  About  what  proportion  of  your  product  comes  from 
thatt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  suppose  about  25  per  cent. 

Senator  Lodge.  About  a  quarter! 

Mr.  SEABLB&  Yea,  sir. 

26BBI 
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Senator  Lodge.  And  those  East  Indian  sugars,  you  say,  are  brought 
into  the  country  between  December  and  October. 

Mr.  Seables.  The  East  Indian  sugars  are  brought,  yes,  largely 
between  September  and  December. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  Cuban  crop,  you  say 

Mr.  Seables.  Does  not  commence  until  January. 

Senator  Lodge.  When  does  the  beet  sugar! 

Mr.  Seables.  The  new  beet  crop  commences  in  October. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  beet  sugars  and  low-grade  sugars  are  available 
in  October! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  use  much  beet  sugar! 

Mr.  Seables.  Not  a  great  deal. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  use  some  for  the  higher  grades  of  refined  sngarf 

Mr.  Seables.  We  use  beet  sugar  only  of  necessity  to  supplement 
the  deficiency  of  cane  sugars.  We  give  cane  sugars  of  the  world  the 
preference  for  refining,  so  far  as  we  can. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  cane  sugars  better  sugars! 

Mr.  Seables.  We  think  cane  sugars  no  better  when  they  are  refined. 
But  they  are  better  because  we  can  make  better  cheap  sugars  of  thein, 
which  we  can  not  make  out  of  beet  sugars — the  straw-colored,  bright- 
yellow  sugars  we  sell  in  large  quantities,  especially  in  the  West  and 
Southwest;  sugars  that  take  the  place  of  open-kettle  sugars  that  they 
used  to  get  from  Louisiana.  Those  are  sugars  that  there  is  a  large 
demand  for  from  the  Western  and  Southwestern  States.  We  can  Dot 
make  them  of  beets.  We  can  only  make  them  of  the  lower  grades  of 
cane  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  state  briefly  what  diflerence,  in  your  judg- 
ment, there  is  between  the  McKinley  act  and  the  pending  act,  as  the 
Senate  proposes  to  amend  it,  or  has  amended  it,  to  the  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company;  which  is  the  better  act  for  you! 

Mr.  Seables.  The  McKinley  bill,  by  far. 

Senator  Allen.  How  much! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  one-half.  That  is,  I  think  the  protection  in 
the  margin  to  the  refiner  in  the  proposed  schedule  is  not  over  one-half 
of  what  it  is  in  the  McKinley  bill. 

Senator  Allen,  Now,  what  countries  produce  sugars  that  are  brought 
into  this  country! 

Mr.  Seables.  Our  main  supply  of  cane  sugar  comes  from  Cuba;  then 
the  British  West  India  Islands  and  the  French  West  Indian  Islands; 
then  on  the  South  American  coast,  the  whole  length  of  it.  Webuyftl' 
the  sugars  in  South  America,  commencing  with  British  Guiana,  and  so 
on  down  through  all  the  countries  in  South  America  and  Mexico. 
Then  the  Philippine  Islands  in  the  East,  and  Java,  from  China  and 
Jaggery,  some  few  sugars,  and  from  the  Hawaiian  Islands.  Of  course 
we  get  their  crop. 

Senator  Lodge.  When  does  their  crop  come  into  the  market! 

Mr.  Seakles.  It  commences  in  January. 

Senator  Lodge.  Like  the  Cuban! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir;  like  the  Cuban,  or,  say  in  December;  perhap* 
a  little  earlier  than  the  Cuban  markets.  And  in  addition  to  those  the 
beet  sugars  of  Europe. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  do  those  beet  sugars  come  fromt 

Mr.  Searles.  Principally  from  Germany. 

Senator  Allen.  And  what  other  countries  V 
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Mr.  Seables.  Holland,  Germany^  Belgiam,  Austria,  and  some  &om 
Bnssia. 

Senator  Allen.  France! 

Mr.  Seaeles.  We  do  not  get  any  from  France.  The  French  sugars 
go  into  England. 

Senator  Allen.  What  proportion  do  the  sugars  which  you  import, 
that  is,  the  cane  and  beet  sugars,  hold  to  each  other  9 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  fully  80  per  cent  of  our  imports  are  cane. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  member  of  this  committee  I  insist  that  this 
witness,  Mr.  Searles,  and  also  the  witness  Mr.  Havemyer,  shall  be 
required  to  state  the  amountof  funds  contributed  by  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company  for  political  purposes  in  the  years  1892  and  1893,  and 
that  upon  failure  to  testify  upon  that  subject  they  shall  be  reported  to 
the  Senate  as  other  witnesses  have  been  reported. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  your  arguments  you  insisted  upon  the  ad  valo- 
rem in  preference  to  the  specific  taxation  on  sugar  f 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you  whether  the  cheaper  grades  of 
refined  sugar  are  made  from  the  cheaper  grades  of  the  crude  sugars  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir;  they  can  only  be  made  from  them. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  the  higher-priced  grades  of  refined  sugar 
from  the  higher  prices  grades  of  crude  sugar  f 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir.  We  can  make  a  higher  grade  of  refined 
sugar  from  low-grade  crude  sugar  by  processes  of  refining;  but  we 
can  not  make  the  low  grade  of  refined  sugar  out  of  the  higher  grade  of 
raw  sugar.  « 

Senator  Lindsay.  Theiefore,  if  the  low  grade  of  crude  sugars  are 
taxed  specifically,  it  increases  in  undue  proportion  to  the  consumer  the 
cost  of  the  low  grades  of  refined  sugars? 

Mr.  Searles.  Precisely. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is  what  you  were  trying  to  make  these  gen- 
tlemen understand  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  One  other  matter.  In  your  examination  you  stated 
that  in  the  Missouri  fiiver  territory  your  sugars  were  sold  in  compe- 
tition with  the  sugar  refineries  of  the  Pacific  coast.  I  want  to  see  if  J 
understand  you  correctly  that  your  company  makes  its  figures  at  all 
times  to  sell  in  any  territory  it  can  reach.  Is  that  truet  Of  course, 
when  I  say  "  any  territory  it  can  reach,''  I  mean,  and  pay  the  cost  ol 
transportation  t 

Mr.  Searles.  That  is  not  true  exactly.  This  is  the  fact :  As  between 
the  refineries  of  the  American  Company  often  there  is  a  difference  in 
price  at  times  growing  out  of  a  difference  of  stock  on  hand.  There  are 
times,  for  instance,  when  the  JN^ew  Orleans  refinery  is  selling  sugar  on 
a  lower  parity  than  they  are  sold  in  New  York.  At  times  when  their 
market  is  overstocked  witli  sugar  so  that  there  is  no  absolute  uuiform- 
ity  of  price  in  the  product  of  the  American  refinery — I  do  not  wish  to 
be  understood  as  stating  that  as  between  the  Western  Sugar  Refining 
Company  and  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  there  is  the 
competition  which  would  naturally  be  counted  as  such. 

Senator  Allen's  question  was  whether  there  was  ever  any  difference^ 
and  I  stated  that  there  was  very  little  growing  out  of  the  presence, 
for  instance,  of  an  abnormal  stock — an  increased  stock  on  one  or  the 
other.    They  will  cut  the  price  in  order  to  market  their  product. 

Senator  Lindsay.  If  the  !N'ew  Orleans  refinery  has  an  overstock  it 
sells  its  surplus  for  whatever  it  can  get  for  itt 
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Hr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  it. 

Senator  Lnn)SAT.  Tkat  is,  without  regard  to  the  New  York  prioet 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  the  Padflc  mann&ctories  do  the  same  thingl 

Mr.  Seables.  Precisely. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  when  they  have  an  overstock  they  can  crowd 
yon  out  of  the  Missouri  territory  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  whenever  they  have  only  such  stock  as  can 
reasonably  supply  the  Pacific  coast,  you  are  in  that  territory  as  yon 
are  anywhere  elsef 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

(Acyourned  until  to-morrow^  June  14, 1894,  at  11  o'clock  a.  nu) 
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The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present :  Senator  Gray  (the  chairman),  and  Senators  Lindsay,  DaTifl, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

swobv  testihohy  of  CHABLES  H.  OOSTEa. 

Senator  LoDas.  You  are  Uving  in  New  Yorkf 

Mr.  Gos^EB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  LoDaB.  And  you  are  a  member  of  the  flim  of  Drozel,  Moigan 
&Go.t 

Mr.  OosTEB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  LoDOB.  They  are  bankers  V 

Mr.  CosTEB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  They  also  buy  and  sell  stocks  <m  conmdssiont 

Mr.  GosTEB.  Not  as  a  rule. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  they  at  all  t 

Mr.  GosTEB.  To  a  small  extent  and  in  certain  particular  cases, 
it  is  not  a  general  line  of  business  or  class  of  business  that  we  culti- 
vate. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  about  that  branch  of  the  businesst 

Mr.  GosTEB.  Entirely. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  would  you  know  if  a  very  large  transaction 
had  occurred  in  any  stock  within  a  short  timet 

Mr.  GoSTEB.  Beyond  any  question. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  suppose  you  buy  and  sell  stocks  for  persons  oat* 
side  of  New  Yorkt 

Mr.  GosTEB.  Yes,  sir;  sometimes;  not  often  though. 

Senator  Lodge.  If  you  had,  within  the  last  few  months,  received  ft 
large  order  for  a  certain  stock  and,  not  knowing  tiie  person  giying  tiie 
order,  had  made  inquiry  in  regard  to  him,  you  would  be  likely  to 
remember  itt 

Mr.  GosTEB.  No  question  I  should. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  receive  ai^y  large  order  to  buy  stock  and 
then  make  inquiry  as  to  the  person  t 

Mr.  GosTEB.  We  have  not  received  any  orders  to  buy  sugar  stock 
fh)m  Washington  or  anywhere  else  in  the  world. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  such  transaction  as  I  ba^ 
referred  tot 
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Mr.  GosTEit.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bonght  or  sold  any  sugar  stocks  for  any 
Senator! 

Mr.  OosTEB.  Neither  for  Senators  or  anybody  else  in  the  last  six 
months.  I  do  not  know  that  we  have  bought  50  shares;  I  do  not  know 
that  we  have  bought  any  for  anybody,  directly  or  indirectly. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  you  received  no  order  from  Washington! 

Mr.  CosTEB.  None,  whatever. 

Senator  Davis.  During  the  present  year  t 

Mr.  CosTEB.  During  the  present  year. 

Senator  Davis.  Well,  have  you  been  requested  to  do  anything  of 
that  kind,  or  have  you  had  any  business  negotiation  as  to  whether  you 
should  or  nott 

Mr.  GosTEB.  No  one  has  requested  it,  or  suggested  it,  or  anything 
else. 

Senator  Lodgb.  Have  you  heard  of  any  such  purchases  through 
other  brokers! 

Mr.  GosTEB.  Except  what  I  read  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Lodoe.  I  mean  apart  from  the  general  talk  in  the  news- 
pai)er8t 

Mr.  GosTEB.  None,  whatever. 

Senator  LoDaE.  You  have  had  no  information  in  regard  to  any  large 
purchases,  such  as  I  have  described! 

Mr.  GosTEB.  No;  nothing  at  all,  except  what  I  have  seen  in  the 
pai)ers  and  I  have  noticed  that  there  have  been  large  transactions  in 
the  8tock|  who  for,  I  haven't  any  idea. 


WASHINaTOW,  D.  O^  JwM  15y  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Oray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Xx>dge,  and  Allen. 

SWORH  TBSTIMOVT  OF  THEOBORB  A.  HAVEMEYEB. 

The  Ghaibman.  Please  state  your  fhU  name. 

Mr.  HAVEMEYEB.  Theodorc  A.  Havemeyer. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  is  your  aget 

Mr.  HAVEMEYEB.  I  am  54.    I  was  born  in  1839. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  your  residence! 

Mr.  HAVEMEYEB.  Mahwah,  N.  J. 

The  Ghaibman.  And  your  occupation  t 

Mr.  HAVEMEYEB.  I  am  vice-president  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Gompany. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  a  certain  article  published  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press  of  May  14,  signed  ^<  Holland,"  there  is  a  statement  that — 

In  the  SQinmer  of  1892,  after  Mr.  Cleveland's  nomination^  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  HaT»- 
meyer,  Mr.  Clevelandy  and  one  or  two  others  had  a  conversation;  either  in  Green- 
wich or  npou  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht^^in  which  the  sugar  interests  were  earnestly 
discussed,  and  those  interested  as  affected  by  the  situation  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands 
particularly  analyzed.    There  is  no  doubt  now  that  at  this  meeting  there  wero 

Slanted  the  seeds  of  the  policy  developed  by  Mr.  Cleveland,  after  he  became  Presi- 
ent,  toward  tiie  Hawaiian  Islands.  At  that  time  and  subsequently  there  came 
about  understandings  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  these  friends  of  his  which,  if  they 
eould  ever  be  fuUy  exposed^  would  explain  completely  that  miserable  and  strange^ 
vnreaaonable  Hawaiian  incident. 
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It  says  Mr.  Havemeyer,  without  giving  the  Christian  name.  I  will 
ask  you  whether  you  were  ever  present  on  such  an  occasion  on  Mr. 
Benedict's  yacht  with  Mr.  Cleveland. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  present  on  any  other  occasion,  or  in 
any  other  place  with  Mr.  Cleveland  when  there  was  such  a  discussion? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  No  meeting  of  that  kind  or  of  that  nature  ever  took 
placet 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  another  statement  made  in  the  same  article 
in  reference  to  a  meeting  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  hotel  during  the 
pendency  ot*  the  tariflt'  bill  in  the  Senate,  where  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Sena- 
tor Brice,  Senator  Smith,  and  Brice's  Terrill  were  present.  Do  yoa 
recollect  any  such  meeting  at  which  you  were  present! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  Washington  this  winterV 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  not  been! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long:  since  you  were  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  seventeen  months,  or  perhaps  two  years. 

Senator  Davis.  Up  to  this  time? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir.  1  passed  through  Washington  on  my 
way  back  from  New  Orleans,  I  think  it  was  last  February 

The  Chairman.  February  of  this  year! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  last  February  a  year  ago. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  last  time  you  were  in  the  city  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Then  I  need  not  ask  you  about  any  other  allegations 
in  regard  to  meetings  in  Washington.  Is  the  Sugar  Kefining  Com- 
pany, of  which  you  are  vice-president,  what  is  commonly  known  as  the 
sugar  trust,  popularly  known  as  the  sugar  trust  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  so.  At  least,  previous  to  the  organisa- 
tion, it  was  known  as  the  sugar  trust. 

The  Chairman.  Has  the  sugar  trust  made  any  contributions  to  any 
political  party  for  campaign  or  election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat 
legislation  f 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  it  made  no  contributions  to  any  political  party' 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  it  has. 

The  Chairman.  National  or  Statet 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  it  has  to  the  State;  I  know  it  has  not  to 
the  national. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  State  or  States! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  answer  that  question.  The  question  w 
entirely  unfamiliar  to  me.  I  simply  know  as  a  member  of  the  board  oi 
trustees  that  this  has  been  mentioned,  and  as  one  of  the  directors  1 
voted. 

The  Chairman.  Were  any  of  those  contribution*  so  made,  so  fer  ai 
you  know,  that  is,  made  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  never.  . 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  to  aid  in  securing  the  election  of  any  Unite<i 
States  Senator! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  air. 
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The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  speculations  indulged  in  by 
any  United  States  Senator,  directly  or  indirectly! 

Mr.  Hayemeter.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  sngar  stocks,  so  called  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  or  any  other  stocks. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  been  called  upon  by  any  United 
States  Senator  for  information  as  to  value  of  sugar  stocks! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Or  given  any  information  or  "pointers,"  as  they  are 
called,  in  that  regard! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  ever  received  any  information  from  any 
United  States  Senator  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  as  to  the 
probable  duty  to  he  imposed  on  sugar! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  ever  sought  such  information! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  communicated  with  any  United  States 
Senator  in  regard  to  the  duties  on  sugar  during  the  pendency  of  the 
present  tariff  bill,  in  writing  or  otherwise! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Ajllen.  How  long  have  you  been  vice-president  and  a  mem- 
ber of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Since  its  reorganization  in  January,  1891. 

Senator  Allen.  And  before  that  what  relation  did  you  hold  to  the 
American  Sugar  Eefineries  Company! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  was  president  of  the  company. 

Senator  Allen.  And  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors  also! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  was. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  has  the  sugar  trust,  so  called,  whether 
organized  under  the  name  of  the  American  Sugar  Befineries  Company 
or  the  American  Sugar  Befiniug  Company,  been  in  the  habit  of  con- 
tributing money  for  election  purposes! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  first  recollection  of  anjrthing  of  that 
Mod  occurring! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  should  say — (the  witness  here  paused).  I  am 
only  hesitating  because  I  wish  to  correct  my  memory.  I  should  say 
that  within  the  past  two  or  three  years. 

Senator  Allen.    Probably  in  1892  was  the  first  timet 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  before  that. 

Senator  Allen.  In  1891 ! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Probably. 

Senator  Allen.  And  at  any  time  before  that! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  may  be.    I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors  it  becomes 
your  duty  to  audit  the  account  of  the  man  who  has  expended  money 
for  election  purposes;  is  not  that  true! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  it  is  not  an  audit. 

Senator  Allen.  However  that  may  be,  a  report  is  made  to  the 
board  of  directors  as  to  the  money  expended,  and  by  whom  expended, 
for  election  purposes! 

Mr.  Havemeyrr.  Not  always;  I  should  not  think  always. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  sometimes  that  is  done! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Sometimes  that  is  done. 
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Senator  Allen.  Is  tlie  accoant  rendered  in  writing  to  the  board  of 
directors! 

Mr.  Hatemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  simply  a  verbal  statement  V 

Mr.  Haveimgbyeb.  Simply  a  verbal  statement. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  usually  approved  by  the  company;  approved 
by  the  directors! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir.    I  might  state,  if  you  will  allow  me — 

Senator  Allen.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Perhaps  a  statement  of  mine  may  answer  yonr 
question.  I  think  authority  is  given  to  the  president  to  expend  moneys 
as  he  may  see  fit. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  a  record  kept  of  the  meetings  of  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  think  there  is. 

Senator  Allen.  By  whom  is  it  keptV 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  By  the  secretary. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  secretary  Is  Mr.  John  E.  Scariest 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  secretary  is  Mr.  John  E.  Searles. 

Senator  Allen.  If  the  president  or  any  other  member  of  the  com- 
pany expended  money  for  election  purposes,  and  made  an  informal 
verbal  report  of  it  to  the  board  of  directors,  would  a  minute  of  that 
fact  appear  upon  the  record  kept  of  the  meeting! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  presume  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  certain  it  would  appear! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir.  I  have  never  seen  the  records  of  the 
meetings. 

Senator  Allen.  The  board  of  directors,  as  I  understand  it,  qaite 
frequently  authorizes  at  its  meetings  the  expenditure  of  certain  moneys 
of  the  company  for  election  purposes! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.    No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  It  never  makes  a  formal  authorization  for  the  expend- 
iture of  money! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  when  moneys  are  expended  it  always 
approves  the  expenditures,  does  it  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How  would  these  moneys  appear  charged  upon  the 
books  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  can  not  answer  that  question.  The  treasurer 
probably  can  inform  you. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  the  money  charged  to  the  expense  account! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  have  not  charge  of  the  books  and  do  not  know 
that.    The  treasurer  can  probably  inform  you. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Searles,  the  secretary  and  treasurer,  was  exam- 
ined here  the  other  day,  and  he  said  he  did  not  know  how  it  would  appear 
charged  on  the  books,  but  he  thought  it  would  appear  charged  to  some 
particular  individual. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  think  he  is  the  only  one  who  can  answer. 
.    Senator  Allen.  You  have  access  to  the  books  of  the  concern,  have 
you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  have  the  privilege  of  access  to  the  books,  bat 
I  have  never  exercised  that  privilege. 

Senator  Allen.  You  being  a  heavy  stockholder  in  it  would  probat- 
bly  be  more  or  less  concerned  about  its  expenditures,  would  you  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  you  do  not  either 
[amine  in  person  or  by  competent  representatives  the  books  of  the 
^mpanyt 

Mr.  Havemetbb.  Never. 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  take  it  for  granted  that  everything  is  all  right 
ithont  examination  t 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  sums  of  money,  in  the  aggregate,  as  nearly 
I  you  can  tell,  have  been  expended  by  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
ompany  for  election  purposes  since  1891 1 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  can  not  answer  that  question. 
Senator  Allen.  Oan  you  form  any  estimate  of  the  amount  of  money  t 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  should  say  very  little. 

Senator  Allen.  Can  you  tell  us,  in  round  numbers,  approximately 
le  amount  that  has  been  expended! 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  a  pretty  definite  idea,  have  you  notf 
Mr.  Havembteb.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  member  of  that  company  and  pecuniarily  inter- 
ited  in  its  success,  you  have  a  pretty  definite  idea  of  the  money  thus 
upended,  have  you  notf 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir.  I  put  reliance  on  the  judgment  of  my 
rother  in  this  matter,  who  has  this  thing  in  charge,  and  whatever  he 
>es  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  brother,  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  is  the  man 
ho  expends  the  money  for  election  purposes! 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir;  in  New  York,  I  should  say. 
Senator  Allen.  Does  any  other  member  of  the  American  Sugar 
efiniug  Company  expend  the  money  of  the  company  for  that  purpose! 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  All  that  is  expended  is  expended  by  your  brother, 
ho  is  the  president  of  the  company! 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir;  and  by,  perhaps,  Mr.  Searles. 
Senator  Allen.  The  secretary  and  treasurer! 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Whatever  these  gentlemen  expend  is  satisfoctory 
^  the  company! 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  Certainly. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  the  money  is  expended  on  behalf  of  the 
>mpany  and  is  charged  to  the  company! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  That  would  be  a  matter  for  Mr.  Searles  to  say  how 
is  charged. 

Senator  Allen.  In  any  event,  it  goes  to  the  expense  account  of  the 
merican  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  and  comes  out  of  the  assets  of  that 
impany! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  I  presume  it  does. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  the  money  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
ompany  that  is  thus  expended,  is  it  not! 
Mr.  Havemeteb.  Of  course. 

Senator  Allen.  And  must  appear  in  some  form  upon  the  books  of 
lat  company! 

Mr.  Havemetbb.  I  should  say  so. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  exact  form  in  which  it  appears  you  do  not 
now! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  No,  sir. 
Senator  Allen.  And  never  did  knowt 
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Mr.  Havemeyer.  TTo,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Yon  say  this  money  is  expended  for  local  pniposes, 
as  I  understand  yoat 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  yon  mean,  when  yon  say  local  porposes, 
State  purposes,  as  distinguished  trorn  national  purposes! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  It  goes  into  the  campaign  fund  of  the  State  organi- 
zation of  either  the  Kepubliean  or  Democratic  party  in  the  Stat  in 
which  the  money  is  donated! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  i)resume  so. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  States  have  yon  expended  money  of  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  for  election  expenses! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  expended  any  money  in  the  State  of  New 
Jersey! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  nativity  of  your  company,  is  it  not;  the 
natal  place  of  your  organization  ! 

Mr,  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  maintain  an  of&ce  in  Jersey  City,  do  jm 
not! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  W^here  do  you  hold  your  directors'  meeting! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No.  117  Wall  street. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  money  was  expended  in  the  State  of 
New  York,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  know  the  details  cobnected  with  this 
expenditure  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  any  States  in  the  Union  where  money 
was  expended  by  the  company  in  the  election  of  1892  and  1803! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen,  Do  you  know  from  hearsay,  from  your  brother  or 
Mr.  Searles,  or  any  other  man  connected  with  the  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany as  to  where  this  money  was  expended! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  the  slightest  idea  or  conception  of  where 
that  money  was  expended! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  My  idea  is  there  might  be  some  expended  in  New 
York. 

Senator  Allen.  And  some  expended  elsewhere! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  idea  is,  it  was  expended  in  New  York  in 
advancing  the  interest  of  what  political  party! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  contribute,  however,  to  the  success  of  the 
particular  party  that  dominates  in  the  State  where  the  oontributioD  is 
made,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Kepeat  that  question,  please. 

Senator  Allen.  If  the  Democratic  party  is  in  the  ascendency,  to 
illustrate,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  you  contribute  to  the  Democratic 
campaign  fund  there! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  would  donate  to  the  Democratic  party  if  ^* 
thought  that  party  would  give  us  a  better  government  than  the  Repnb- 


INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS  AT   BBIBERT,  ETC.  411 

licans,  and  to  the  Bepublican  party  if  we  thought  that  party  would 
give  us  a  better  government  than  the  Democratic  party. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Massachasetts,  the  Bepnblican  party 
being  in  the  ascendency,  you  would  contribute  to  the  Eepublican  party 
there! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  think'  we  would,  unless  we  thought  the 
Republican  party  would  give  us  better  government  than  the  Demo- 
cratic party. 

Senator  Allen.  Whenever  the  company  contributes  money  for  politi- 
cal purposes  it  does  it  with  the  expectation  of  receiving  something  in 
return  ^om  the  party  to  which  it  has  donated,  does  it  notf 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Directly,  no.    Indirectly,  yes. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  mean  that  any  special  lesislation  or  any- 
thing of  that  kind  will  be  made  as  a  return  for  the  money,  but  you 
expect  your  interests  to  be  looked  upon  in  a  little  different  light  by  the 
political  party  to  which  you  contribute  money,  if  it  succeeds  in  coming 
into  power  or  holds  itself  in  power,  do  you  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  As  we  look  upon  it,  we  sire  simply  larfre  i  eal  esta  te 
owners.  Anytliing  that  reduces  taxation  and  gives  us  better  docks 
and  wharves  and  gives  us  better  men  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
it  is  a  duty  for  individuals  as  well  as  corporations  to  contribute  toward 
that  party. 

(The  last  question  was  repeated  to  the  witness.) 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  answer,  directly,  no;  indirectly,  yes.  I  believe 
that  anything  that  contributes  to  good  government  is  worthy  of  sup- 
port, and  I  call 

Senator  Allen.  Your  company  being  divided  politically,  part  of  its 
officers  and  stockholders  being  Democrats  and  another  portion  of  them 
being  Kepublicans,  I  should  think  you  would  find  some  difficulty  in 
agreeing  upon  expending  the  money  for  any  political  party. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  we  have  any  politics  among  our 
board  of  directors. 

Senator  Allen.  No  politics  in  your  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  The  business  interest  of  the  concern  is  the  politics 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  The  paramount  and  the  only. 

Senator  Allen.  So  your  company  would  be  Hepublican  where  it 
was  to  its  interest  to  be  Eepublican,  and  Democratic  where  it  is  to  its 
interest  to  be  Democratic;  that  would  be  the  policy  of  the  company, 
would  it  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  think  it  would  be  Republican  if  it  thought  the 
Bepublicaus  would  give  us  better  government  than  the  Democrats. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  would  be  Democratic  vice  versa  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  policy  under  which  the  company  has 
acted  heretofore  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  the  probable  policy  in  the  ftituret 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  company  was  organized  as  the  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company  in  1891,  with  a  capitalization  of  $50,000,000, 
t  understand  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  was  organized  in  1891  with  a  capitaly  I  think, 
of  •50,000,00U— reorganized,  I  might  say. 
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Senator  Allen.  It  was  reorganized  from  the  American  Sngv 
Befineries  Company  t 

Mr.  ELavemetes.  Yon  might  'say  organized. 

Senator  Allen.  Yonr  company  is  the  lineal  successor  of  what  was 
formerly  known  as  the  sngar  trust  or  American  Refineries  Company! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  This  organization  in  1891  took  place  shortly  after 
the  court  of  appeals  had  declared  the  former  organization  illegal f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  court  of  appeals  declared  the  methods  of  the 
former  organization  illegal. 

Seuator  Allen.  Declared  the  Parsons  contract  upon  which  it  was 
formerly  organized  as  illegal,  did  it  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  As  I  understand,  it  declared  our  corporation  ille- 
gal, because  it  considered  the  method  a  copartnership  of  corpora^ons, 
and  under  our  charter  our  corporation  had  no  right  to  act  as  copart- 
ners. 

Senator  Allen.  Then  you  went  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey  and 
procured  a  charter  under  the  name  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company,  under  which  you  are  now  operating! 

Mr,  Hayemeyeb.  We  did. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company  inher- 
ited all  the  property  and  assets  of  the  Sugar  Beflueries  Company,  did 
it  nott 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  It  bought  the  property. 

Senator  Allen.  Well,  bought  itf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  same  men  who  were  in  the  Sugar  Beflneriei 
Company  are  now  in  the  Sugar  Beflning  Company  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  same  stockholders  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  know  about  the  stockholders.  I  am 
speaking  about  the  officers. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  in  1892  you  recapitalized  or  increased  your 
capital  stock  to  the  amount  of  $25,000,000  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  By  consent  of  the  stockholders  we  increased  oni 
capital  stock  125,000,000. 

Senator  Allen.  And  bought  in  some  independent  refineries  after 
that  with  that  issue! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  We  used  that  increased  stock  for  the  purchase  of 
the  so-called  Philadelphia  refineries. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  bought  in  how  many  independent  refine^ 
ies  after  thatt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  four. 

Senator  Allen.  You  bought  in  the  Spreckels  refinery,  among  others, 
at  Philadelphia! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  What  others t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  Franklin,  Knight  and  Delaware. 

Senator  Allen.  All  located  at  Philadelphia  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  All  located  at  Philadelphia. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  buy  in  any  located  at  other  places! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  part  of  the  purchase  of  the  Spreckels  taictoTj  at 
Philadelphia  did  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company  become  a 
holder  of  psurt  of  the  stock  of  the  Western  Beflning  Company,  of  Cali- 
fornia t 
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Mr.  Hayemeyer.  1  can  not  answer  that  qnestion. 

Senator  Allen.  When  did  your  company  become  interested  in  the 
Western  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  of  San  Francisco,  CaU 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  would  have  to  refer  to  my  brother  for  that 
information. 

Senator  Allen.  Relatively  so.    I  do  not  care  about  the  exact  date. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  should  say  about  that  time,  or  shortly  after. 

Senator  Allen.  About  the  time  you  purchased  the  Spreckels 
factory  at  Philadelphia,  or  shortly  after  thatf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  would  like  to  mention  in  this  connection  that  I 
bad  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  details.    I  know  nothing  about  them. 

Senator  Allen.  As  a  member  of  the  company  you  have  general 
knowledge  of  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  It  is  my  impression,  because  it  was  a  distinct  part 
of  our  business,  with  which  I  had  absolutely  nothing  to  do. 

Senator  Allen.  So  the  purchase  of  the  Spreckels  factory  at  Phila- 
delphia, Pa.,  by  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company,  and  the  sale 
of  one-half  interest  in  the  Western  Refining  Company  at  San  Fran- 
cisco, CaL,  to  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  were  practically 
contemporaneous  actsf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  that  being  the 
fact! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  know  that  the  Philadelphia  refineries  were  pur- 
chased from  the  increase  of  the  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company,  but  I  have  no  recollection  when  we  acquired  or  in  what  way 
we  acquired  the  half  interest  in  the  Western  Sugar  Refinery. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  up  to  the  time  of  the  purchase  of  the 
Spreckels  Philadelphia  factory,  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company 
and  Clans  Spreckels  had  no  business  in  common  in  this  country,  had 
theyt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  think  they  had. 

Senator  Allen.  And  since  that  time  Clans  Spreckels  and  the  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Refining  Company  have  been  operating  harmoniously  in  the 
United  States  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  sugar  f 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  The  sugars  refined  in  the  Western  Sugar  Refining 
Company  in  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  are  Hawaiian  sugars,  are  they  notf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Principally. 

Senator  Allen.  Principally  the  Hawaiian  sugars  grown  upon  the 
Spreckels  plantations  in  the  Hawaiian  Islands! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  They  are  grown  in  Hawaii.  I  do  not  know  upon 
what  plantations.    It  is  so-called  Sandwich  Island  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  And  through  that  means,  through  your  interest  in 
the  Western  Refining  Company,  owning  a  half  interest  with  Spreckels 
in  that  company,  you  are  able  to  control  to  some  extent  the  output  of 
sugar  of  the  Hawaiian  Islands  through  that  company  f 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No;  I  do  not  think  we  control  the  Hawaiian 
sugars. 

Senator  Allen.  At  least  it  makes  your  relations  with  Spreckels 
more  harmonious  than  they  were  before! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  see  exactly  how  that  would  give  us  con- 
trol of  the  crop. 

Senator  Allen.  Before  you  bought  out  Spreckels'  Refinery  in  Phila- 
delphia, there  was  active  competition  between  you  and  Spreckels,  was 
t^ere  notf 
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Mr.  Havemeyee,  In  Philadelphia;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  when  you  bought  out  Spreckels  in  Philadel* 
phia  that  active  competition  ceased  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  know  how  that  is  in  regard  to  California 

Senator  Allen.  But  it  ceased  in  the  East  heret 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  was  really  a  beneficial  and  money-makiDg 
transaction  on  the  part  of  your  company  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  Mr.  Spreckels  to-day  holds  many  millions  of 
your  stock,  does  he  notf 

Mr.  Hayeuieyeb.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Tou  paid  him  something  like  110,000,000  for  his 
interest  in  Philadelphia,  did  you  nott 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  so;  that  is  my  impression. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  pay  him  any  more  than  thatf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  so.    I  really  know  very  little  about  it 

Senator  Allen.  What  did  you  pay  Spreckels  for  a  half  interest  in 
the  Western  Eeiiuing  Company  in  San  Francisco f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  can  not  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  be^t  recollection  as  to  the  amountf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  have  no  recollection  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  $4,000,000  or  $5,000,000! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  really  know  very  little  about  the  transactions. 

Senator  Allen.  You,  individually,  owned  some  of  the  stock  in  tbe 
Western  Eefiuing  Company! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  that  stock  owned  by  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company  as  a  corporation! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  so.  Pardon  me  for  not  being  able  to 
answer  these  questions  a  little  more  clearly,  but  it  has  been  really  out- 
side of  my  business. 

Senator  Allen.  I  realize  that  you  are  not  the  active  business  man. 
What  amount  of  money,  in  round  figures,  has  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company  been  able  to  make  since  its  organization,  in  1891  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  should  say  it  has  made  from  $20,000,000  to 
$26,000,000  in  three  years. 

Senator  Allen.  Ket  to  the  stockholders! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  From  $20,000,000  to $25,000,000!  Are  you  notable 
to  give  it  with  more  accuracy! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  j^llen.  Before  that  time  and  before  the  establishment  of 
the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company  in  1887,  you  were  not  able  to 
make  so  much  money,  were  you,  upon  your  capitalization  ! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  ^immediately  preceding  the  year  1887,  the 
business  had  been  very  di^^astrous  as  a  general  thing. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  is  true,  then,  that  under  tbe  organization  of 
the  sugar  tru^^t,  so  called,  you  had  been  able  to  make  a  great  deal  more 
money  than  you  made  under  the  system  of  free  relineriesf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  May  I  ask  for  how  long  a  perio<l  subsequent  to 
the  establishment  you  refer  to,  or  is  it  just  in  a  general  way! 

Senator  Allen.  Up  to  the  time  of  the  organization  of  the  American 
Sugar  liefineries  Company  in  1887,  you  had  not  been  able  to  make  as 
much  money  under  the  system  of  free  refineries  as  you  were  able  to 
make  after  the  formation  of  that  company,  were  you! 
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Mr.  Hayemetbs.  I  think  a  few  years  before  the  organization  the 
bosiness  had  been  disastrous. 

Senator  Allen.  Disastrous  from  the  standpoint  of  the  sugar  refiners  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Disastrous  from  the  8tandi)oint  of  profit  on  the  cap- 
ital invested  in  the  industry! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  correspondingly  beneficial  to  the  consumer  of 
sugar,  of  course! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  say  that. 

Senator  Allen.  After  the  formation  of  the  sugar  trust  in  1887, 1 
think  it  was,  was  it  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.'  In  1887;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  business  of  sugar  refining  became  more  profita- 
ble to  the  refiner,  and  you  were  able  to  make  more  money  refining 
sugar  than  before  that  time;  that  is  correct,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  We  were  able  by  the  economies  introduced  to 
make  more  money. 

Senator  Allen.  After  the  organization  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company,  in  1889,  you  were  able  to  make  still  more  money,  by  your 
ability  to  control  the  American  sugar  market  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  In  1889 1 

Senator  Allen.  In  1891;  since  1891;  since  the  reorganization  under 
your  present  namet 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  really  know  what  bearing  that  has  upon  it. 

Senator  Allen.  I  say  you  haYe  been  able  to  make,  in  consequence 
of  your  ability  to  control  the  sugar  market  and  fix  the  prices  of  sugar 
in  the  United  States,  a  greater  percentage  upon  the  capital  iuYCsted 
than  you  were  before  that  timef 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No;  I  do  not  know  that  we  have  been.  I  do  not 
see  exactly  what  difference  the  year  1891  would  make — whether  we 
would  make  more  after  or  before. 

Senator  Allen.  You  reorganized  in  1891 1 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  reorganization  of  the  company  does  not  bring 
more  money. 

Senator  Allen.  Very  well.  By  the  reorganization  of  the  company 
in  1891  and  the  recapitalization  m  1892,  you  were  able  to  control  the 
prices  of  sugar  in  the  American  market,  were  you  nott 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  see  exactly  what  the  reorganization  has 
to  do  with  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  able  to  fix  the  price  of  sugar,  were  you 
notf  In  1892  you  issued  (25,000,000  more  and  bought  in  four  more 
factories. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  You  said  1891;  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Senator  Allen.  Since  that  time  you  haYe  been  able  to  control  the 
American  sugar  market,  haYe  you  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Ko;  I  do  not  think  we  control  the  American  sugar 
market. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  you  and  Spreckels,  acting  in  harmony,  con 
trol  the  American  sugar  market,  do  you  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  hardly  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  say  you  do  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  should  say  we  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  not  the  price  of  sugar  in  New  York  rule 
throughout  the  United  States  and  fix  the  price  of  sugar  throughout 
the  United  States  f 
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Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  adding  transportation  and  these  thingi 
that  are  essential! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  do  not  think  bo. 

Senator  Allen.  If  your  brother,  Henry  O.  Hayemeyer,  so  testified, 
is  that  correct! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  It  would  not  be  correct  according  to  my  idea.  It 
may  be  correct  in  his. 

Senator  Allen.  You  bought  a  half  interest  in  the  Western  Sugar 
Eefiuing  Company  at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  with  the  primary  purpose 
of  assisting  in  controlling  the  sugar  market  of  the  United  States,  did 
you  not,  as  a  means  to  that  endf  . 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  The  purchase  of  the  Western  Sugar  Refining 
Company  in  San  Francisco! 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not  see  exactly  why  ire 
should. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  see  why  you  should  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  if  that  was  a  means  to  the  end- 
Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  do  not  see 

Seuator  Allen.  Wait  a  moment,  please.  If  that  was  a  means  to  the 
end  of  enabling  you  to  carry  out  your  purpose  of  controlling  the  mar- 
ket of  American  sugars,  it  would  be  a  pretty  good  transaction,  would 
it  nott 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir.  But  I  do  not  see  how  it  would  giYe  us 
control  as  long  as  20  per  cent  of  refined  sugar  is  made  outside  of  our 
company's  control. 

Seuator  Allen.  If  you,  by  means  of  purchasing  Spreckels's  interest 
in  Philadelphia  and  becoming  interested  with  him  in  the  Western 
Sugar  Befining  Company  at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  could  thus  destroy 
and  did  destroy  the  competition  which  had  existed  between  Spreckels 
and  your  company  up  to  that  time- 


Mr.  Hayemeyer.  As  far  as  Spreckels  is  concerned- 


Senator  Allen.  Then  it  would  enable  you  to  control  the  American 
sugar  market! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  If  Spreckles  was  the  only  one  outside  of  us  who 
made  refined  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  But  the  other  refineries  are  comparatiYely  smalL 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  They  make  20  per  cent  of  the  total  refined  sugar 
in  the  United  States. 

Senator  Allen.  What  per  cent  of  the  total  refined  sugar  in  the  United 
States  is  made  by  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  From  75  to  80  per  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  includes  the  sugars  made  by  the  Western 
Befining  Company  at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  does  it  nott 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  think  it  includes  them. 

Senator  Allen.  Including  the  sugars  made  by  the  Western  Befin- 
ing Company  at  San  Francisco,  what  i>ercentage  does  the  American 
Befining  Company  makef 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  should  say  they  make  80  per  cent  of  all  the 
sugar 

Senator.  Allen.  That  enables  you  to  control  the  sugar  market  in 
the  United  States! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  should  not  think  so* 
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Senator  Allen.  Was  not  your  company  organized  primarily  for  the 
purpose  of  controlling'  the  American  sugar  markett 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  controlling  the  American  market  and  giving 
you  practically  a  Inonopoly  of  the  market,  by  that  means  makes  your 
investment  in  sugar  stocks  more  profitable  to  the  stockholders  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  What  purpose  did  you  have  in  organizing  this 
immense  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyosb.  For  several  reasons. 

Senator  Allen.  What  were  theyt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  One  reason  was  that  previous  to  the  organization 
the  business  had  not  been  very  lucrative,  and  we  foresaw  the  same 
results  which  had  happened  in  previous  years.  For  instance,  during 
from  1875, 1  think,  to  1880  a  great  many  refineries  had  been  driven  out 
of  existence  when  the  law  of  the  survival  of  the  fittest  came  into 
effect,  and  they  were  not  able  to  compete  with  their  more  better-equipped 
and  more  modem  refineries,  and  it  looked  very  much  in  1887  as  if  that 
same  disaster  was  again  to  come  to  many  of  the  refineries. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  divested  of  all  its  verbiage,  you  reorganized 
into  this  large  compact  company  because  it  was  a  bettcnr  business  trans- 
action to  do  so  and  more  profitable! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  can  not  say  why  other  people  did  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  would  not  have  done  so  if  it  had  been  less 
profitable! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  would  not  have  done  so  if  there  was  any  sta- 
bility to  business  in  this  country. 

Senator  Allen.  Under  a  system  of  free  factories  you  had  been  able 
to  accumulate  large  fortunes,  had  you  not,  and  the  stockholders  of 
your  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Previous  to  its  organization  our  company  was  a 
corporation. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  had  been  able  to  accumulate  large  fortunes 
in  doing  business  in  that  way,  had  you  notf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir;  but  we  wanted  to  keep  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  wanted  to  keep  it  and  wanted  to  increase  it, 
did  you  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  it  and  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  it,  also,  you  reorganized  in  your  present  formt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  if  I  had  seen  other  ways  of  keeping  what 
I  had,  I  would  not  have  consented. 

Senator  Allen.  By  that  means 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  beg  your  pardon.  I  have  not  quite  gotten 
through  yet. 

Senator  Allen.  Well,  go  ahead. 

(The  last  answer  was  read  to  Mr.  Havemeyer.) 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Well,  I  will  let  that  answer  stand. 

Senator  Allen.  By  that  means  you  have  been  able  to  make  your 
former  ibrtune  more  secure  and  at  the  same  time  have  accumulated 
money  more  rapidly  than  you  did  before;  is  not  that  truet 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  think  I  made  my  fortune  more  secure  because  I 
put  it  in  a  dividable  shape. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  us  get  down  to  the  facts.  You  have  been  able 
to  increase  your  Ibrtune  as  well  since  this  reorganization  as  to  make  it 

27BRI 
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more  secure,  have  you  nott    I  do  not  want  to  go  into  the  particalara 
of  what  you  make. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  see  exactly  where  the  security  oomes  in 
and  where  the  increase  comes  in. 

Senator  Ai.len.  Let  me  put  it  in  a  different  form  if  yon  do  not  see 
that.  The  present  organization,  from  a  business  staiidpointy  to  the 
stockholders  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  is  better  than 
the  previous  organization,  is  it  notf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  better  than  the  former  system  under  free  &c- 
tories,  is  it  notf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  "So  more  so  than  it  enables  one  to  refine  a  littie 
cheaper. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  regard  the  accumulation  of  $26,OdO,000 
or  $30,000,000  within  two  or  three  years  on  a  capitalization  oi 
$75,000,000  as  a  tremendous  business  transaction t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  not  when  you  come  to  consider  tiie 
immense  amount  of  sugar  we  have  refined. 

Senator  Allen.  And  an  unusual  earning  for  the  investmentf 

Mr.  Havemeybb.  Ko,  sir;  I  should  not  consider  that  very  muck 

Senator  Allbn.  That  money  has  come  out  of  the  American  people^ 
has  it  notf 

Mr.  Hayembteb.  Ko  more  than  the  profit  on  a  barrel  of  fiour  comes 
out  of  the  American  people,  and  no  more  tiiaa  land 

Senator  Allen.  I  understand  all  those  illustrations  as  well  as  yea 
do.    You  sold  your  sugarain  the  Ammcan  markett 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allxn,  Most  all  of  themt 

Mr.  Havembybb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  This  $25,000,000  or  $30,000,000,  whateyer  it  may 
be,  the  profit  that  has  come  to  you  in  the  last  two  or  tiiree  years,  has 
come  out  of  the  American  people  as  profit  on  American  sugar  t 

Mr.  Havembybb.  The  $25,000,000  which  we  have  made  has  been 
paid  us  by  the  American  consumer. 

Senator  Allbn.  Now,  has  there  ever  been  anything  in  your  busineM 
transactions  as  a  sugar-refining  company  calling  for  tiieeKpenditureof 
money  in  a  political  wayf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Calling  for  itl    No.  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  So  all  money  that  nas  been  contributed  by  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  for  political  purposes  has  beeo  ft 
voluntary  contribation  on  the  part  of  your  company  f 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  should  say  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  ever  been  solicited  by  any  representative 
of  the  national  Republican  or  Democratic  party  to  give  any  money  to 
themf 
•    Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir.    Did  you  say  personally  t 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  yourself  contributed  any  money  to  either 
of  these  parties! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Since  whenf 

Senator  Allen.  During  the  years  1892  and  18931 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  before  the  year  1892 1 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Whent 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  campaign  in  18981 

Mr.  HAVBMBYBRi  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  In  no  form! 
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Mr,  Havemeybb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allbn.  Excepting  as  a  stockholder  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  CompaDyf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  As  a  stockholder,  [  suppose  a  stockholder 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  the  money  of  the  company  was  contribu- 
ted t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  money  of  the  company  was  contributed.  I 
got  a  little  confused  as  to  the  personal  matter  and  the  company's 
money. 

Senator  Allen.  All  the  money  that  was  contributed  for  political 
purposes  has  been  voluntarily  contributed  by  the  American  Sugar 
Keiining  Company  and  without  any  solicitation  upon  the  part  of  any 
person  for  that  contribution  f 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  That  is  my  impression. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  has  been  the  custom  of  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company  since  its  organization  in  1887 1 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  should  say  so. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  say  you  have  no  means  of  forming  any- 
thing like  a  correct  idea  of  tlie  amount  of  money  that  has  been  thus 
contributed,  or  the  amount  of  money  that  was  contributed  in  any  one 
yearl 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  the  specific  purpose  for  which  it  was  con- 
tributed f 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Not  being  an  active  manager  of  the  company  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  eii}  my  brother  and  Mr.  Searles  could  testify 
on  that  point. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  ordinarily  invest  money  without  expect- 
ing a  return  for  it,  do  youf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  invest  money  in  political  parties,  the 
money  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  you  expect,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  that  the  company  will  receive  something  for  that 
money,  do  you  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  should  say  so. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  now,  and  did  know  at  that  time,  that  you 
were  entitled  to  the  full  protection  of  the  law  in  every  feature  of  it 
without  any  contribution  as  much  as  you  would  be  with  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  might  be  entitled  to  it  and  not  get  it. 

Senator  Allen.  You  knew  you  were  as  much  entitled  to  the  pro- 
tection of  the  law  without  the  contribution  as  with  it^  the  protection  of 
your  rights! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  constabulary  affairs  of  New  York  and  of  the 
State  are  as  open  to  you  without  it  as  with  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Then  you  must  have  made  the  contribution  for  the 
purpose  of  placating  those  in  authority  of  the  party  to  whom  you  made 
the  contribution.    Is  not  that  sof 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  think  so;  I  do  not  think  there  was  any 
placating  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  speaking  now  of  contributions  made  to  the 
Stiite  campaign  fund  or  the  national  campaign  fundf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  There  are  certain  contributions  which  corpora- 
tiops  have  to  make.    Take,  for  instance,  the  fireman's  fund,  the  fund 
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for  the  widows  and  orphans.  They  come  to  you  and  say:  "Didn't  m 
protect  your  property!  This  is  a  cliaritable  object.  Can  you  not  give 
us  $100,  $200,  or  $300!''  and  we  naturally  give  it  We  gain  thereby  a 
little  popularity  in  case  anything  happens  to  the  property  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Befining  Ck)mpany,  instead  of  the  firemen  saying  the  refin- 
ery is  a  contemptible  concern,  and  never  contributed  anything  toward 
helping  them.  So  it  is  with  the  policemen  and  fire  parades.  So  it 
goes  on,  a  thousand  and  one  things  which  we  are  expected  to  con- 
tribute to,  and  which  citizens  and  corporations  have  done  and  still  do 
contribute  tx)  them. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  class  contributions  of  that  description  with 
contributions  that  you  make  to  campaign  funds  for  political  purposesf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  speaking  of  contributions  to  the  national 
campaign  fund  or  the  local  campaign  fiindf 

Mr.  ETavemeyer.  I  have  already  stated,  to  the  local  campaign  fond. 
As  far  as  the  national  campaign  fund  is  concerned,  we  have  not  con- 
tributed, to  my  knowledge,  1  cent. 

Senator  Allen.  1  was  asking  you  if  you  did  not  expect  some  retmn 
for  these  contributions! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  expect  the  return  in  better  government.  Wo 
exi)ect  a  return  in  better  streets.  We  have  immense  cartage,  and  we 
ex])ect  the  streets  to  be  well  paved.  We  expect  better  police  service 
and  better  fireman's  service,  and  we  expect  a  reduced  tax.  We  expect 
all  these  things  which  good  government  brings  and  which  bad  govern- 
ment does  not. 

Senator  Allen.  1  am  aware  of  all  those  things.  I  asked  you  if  yon 
did  not  expect  some  favors,  some  returns  from  those  elected  to  office, 
in  consequence  of  your  contributions  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  did  not;  I  know  of  no  favors  that  the  munici- 
pal authorities  of  New  York  would  give  us  to-day. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  company,  since  its  organization,  has  kept  some 
person  in  Washington,  when  Congress  was  in  session,  to  wat<^h  the 
movements  of  Congress,  has  it  nott 

Mr.  Havembyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  not  either  had  your  brother  or  Mr.  Searles 
here  at  each  session  of  Congress  when  tariff  legislation  was  under  con- 
sideration t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  My  brother  is  an  officer  of  the  company,  and  as 
an  officer  of  the  company  has  been  here  watching  the  inierests  of  the 
stockholders;  watching  their  rights. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  company  has  sent  your  brother  dawn  here 
constantly  during  sessions  of  Congress  to  watch  the  progress  of  tariff 
legislation,  has  it  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  My  brother  has  not  been  down  here  constantly; 
he  has  been  down  here  ten  days  or  two  weeks  since  the  1st  of  January. 

Senator  Allen.  1  do  not  mean  without  a  break,  but  1  mean,  practi- 
cally, some  one  has  been  down  here  watching  tariff  legislation  by  Con 
gress,  during  sessions  of  Congress,  in  the  interest  of  your  company! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  There  has  been  nobody  here  in  Washington  rep- 
resenting our  company  except  my  brother  and  Mr.  John  E.  Searles. 

Senator  Allen.  And  At,  Seailes  has  been  here  practically  all  the 
winter,  has  he  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  have  not  watched  his  move- 
ments. He  was  here  before  the  investigating  committee,  and  I  ^^ 
him  here  this  mornmg. 
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Senati)r  Allen.  Was  he  here  when  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means  acted  on  the  present  Wilson  billt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  can  not  say  that. 

Senator  Allen.  And  was  here  when  the  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate  acted  npon  itf 

Mr.  Hayemetes.  I  can  not  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  And  he  was  here  for  the  purpose  of  talking  to  the 
Finance  Committee  on  the  sugar  schedule,  was  he  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  He  ought  to  have  been,  if  he  was  not. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  send  one  of  your  representatives  to  be 
here  in  attendance  on  Congress  when  a  schedule  of  that  kind  is  under 
consideration  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  If  we  think  a  schedule  of  that  kind  will  be 
destructive  to  our  industry,  we  do. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  pay  that  man  for  his  time  and  services  in 
coming  heref 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  say  there  has  been  no  one  in  Washington  rep- 
resenting this  industry  except  my  brother  and  Mr.  Searlea.  My 
brother  and  Mr.  Searlea  are  salaried  officers  of  this  company.  They 
receive  no  compensation  for  what  you  may  term  this  extra  service. 

Senator  Allbn.  When  they  are  drawing  their  salary  as  officers  of 
the  company,  they  also  draw  extra  compensation  from  the  company  as 
expenses  for  their  time  and  services  here  in  Washington  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  They  draw  no  extra  expenses  except  hotel  and 
railroad.    I  do  not  believe  they  make  a  charge  for  even  this. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  to  keep  some  person  in  Washington  to  look  after 
the  proposed  measures  by  Congress  so  far  as  they  aSect  the  pecuniary 
interests  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  It  is  not  the  policy  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
ing  Company  to  keep  any  person  in  Washington  to  look  after  their 
interests.  But  whenever  they  think  their  interests  are  in  jeopardy,  or 
when  they  think  their  interest  requires  it,  their  officers  come  to  Wash- 
ington and  make  that  explanation. 

Senator  Allen.  And  they  send  their  officers  to  Washington 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Whenever  they  think  the  interest  of  the  stock- 
holders is  in  jeopardy  they  come  to  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  And  any  legislation  or  proposed  legislation  which 
would  lessen  the  present  tariff  under  the  McKinley  act  to  sugar  refin- 
ing would  be  considered  by  you  as  affecting  your  interest,  would  it  notl 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Under  the  McEanley  act  you  get  half  a  cent,  that 
much  differential  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  A  reduction  of  that  would  affect  your  interest, 
would  it  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  so,  A  reduction  of  it  might  lessen 
the  profits. 

Senator  Allen.  And  therefore  affect  your  pecuniary  interests,  would 
it  notf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb  To  that  extent  it  would  affect  our  pecuniary 
interests. 

Senator  Allen.  If  you  could  retain  that  tax  under  the  McKinley 
act  with  reference  to  the  ])roposed  action  of  Senate  amendments  to  the 
bill  now  under  consideration,  you  would  do  itt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  company  might.    I  can  not  speak  for  them« 
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Senator  Allen.  I  am  speaking  of  the  company.  It  would  be  bwir 
ness  policy  for  the  company  to  do  so,  would  it  nott 

Mr.  Haysmeyer.  I  suppose  do. 

Senator  Allen.  It  would  be  money  in  your  pocketf 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Atj>en.  That  is  what  you  mean,  is  it,  when  yon  say  that 
either  your  brother  or  Mr.  Searles  is  upon  the  ground  in  Washington 
whenever  you  think  your  interests  require  their  presence t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir.  In  other  words,  I  do  not  think  they 
come  here  to  advocate  the  retention  of  the  present  McKinley  law. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  any  United  States  Senator  in  the  service  of  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company  in  any  respect,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, that  you  know  off 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  l^o,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  any  United  States  Senator  in  the  service  of  any 
stockholder,  or  anyone  connected  with  the  American  Sugar  Befinin^ 
Company,  that  you  know  oft 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  any  of  them  engaged  by  you  as  attorneys? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  receive  through  any  United  States  Senator 
any  information  as  to  proposed  legislation  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  mean  to  say,  do  you,  that  your  company 
is  as  free  from  undertaking  to  interfere  with  national  legislation,  for 
instance,  as  the  agricultural  people;  that  you  make  no  more  effort  to 
control  it  than  they  dot 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  think  half  as  much. 

Senator  Allen.  And  yet  whenever  the  sugar  schedule  is  undei 
consideration  by  the  United  States  Congress  Rome  one  of  your  officerd 
is  present  to  watch  it.    That  is  true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  on  all  those  occasions  you  have  a  deep  interest 
in  the  action  of  Congress,  have  you  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Of  course  we  have. 

Senator  Allen.  !Now  you  know,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  there  is  no 
organization  of  farmers  here  looking  after  their  interests,  <1()  you  nott 

Mt.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that.  I  know  there 
are  farmers'  alliances  and  meetings,  and  you  are  instructed  by  your 
State  how  to  vote  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  recognize  any  difference  between  a 
patriotic  agitation  of  public  questions  and  the  system  of  lobbying  mem- 
bers of  Congress  directly  in  the  interest  of  some  big  industry,  do  yout 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  consider  wlien  the  oflicers  of  the  company 
find  their  interests  at  stake  and  they  come  here  to  Washington  to  make 
a  fair  and  square  explanation  of  it  to  the  legislators  that  that  can  be 
called  lobbying.  That  is  a  duty  we  owe  to  our  stockholders.  That  is 
not  lobbying  according  to  my  interpretation  of  the  term. 

Senator  Allen.  Between  the  public  agitation  of  public  questions 
that  shall  form,  and  generally  form,  sentiments  throughout  the  coantry, 
between  that  and  special  importunity  to  Members  of  Congress  in  fevor 
of  special  pecuniary  interests,  you  do  not  recognize  any  difference! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  recognize  that  Senators  and  members  of  the 

House  of  Representatives  are  the  servants  of  the  people.    I  take  the 

ground  that  a  Representative  must  represent  the  material  interests  of 

*    bis  district,  and  lie  la  m  OluVs  Xioxm^— \f  it  is  brought  to  his  attention 
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by  his  ooBStitaents,  a  majority  of  hie  constituents,  that  his  action  and 
vote  are  contrary  to  the  material  interests  of  that  district — he  is  boand 
in  honor  to  resign  his  i)08ition  and  allow  them  to  put  somebody  in  the 
House  of  Eepre8eatati\'es  who  will  represent  them,  and  I  hold  the  same 
as  to  Senators.  I  look  upon  a  Senator  as  a  servant  of  the  people,  bound 
to  hear  the  views  of  his  constituents  upon  any 

Senator  Al.len.  When  you  get  through  your  discourse  I  will  ask 
you  another  question. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  This  is  not  a  discourse.  You  asked  my  opinion. 
He  is  bound  to  hear  the  opinions  of  his  constituents  upon  these  ques- 
tions. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  your  judgment  t 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  How  would  he  know  it  otherwise  t  Suppose  if  I 
went  to  Europe- 


Senator  Allen.  I  asked  you- 


*  Senator  Davis.  I  think  be  ought  to  be  allowed  to  finish  his  sentence. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  This  is  the  only  country  in  the  world  where  the 
the  x)eople  are  allowed  to  seek  their  Bepresentatives  and  Senators. 
How  can  a  Senator  know  about  a  great  question  unless  he  keeps 
himself  informed  by  those  who  have  devoted  their  lifetime  to  it 
and  have  a  lifelong  interest  in  itf  The  trouble  about  it  is,  when  we 
give  an  opinion,  you  say  it  is  prejudice.  That  is  a  mistake.  A  man 
who  has  a  big  interest  at  stake  does  not  dare  to  tell  anything  except 
the  truth,  because  if  he  did  not  tell  the  truth  it  would  be  found  out 
the  next  day.  and  his  evidence  would  not  be  worth  a  snap.  You  asked 
me  why  I  dia  not  come  here.  I  did  not  feel  as  if  I  dared  approach 
those  who  represent  me,  and  instead  of  coming  here  and  telling  the 
truth  about  it,  I  did  not  dare  to  come  down  here  or  walk  down  Penn- 
sylvania avenue  with  a  Senator,  unless  the  press  of  the  country  would 
say:  "That  Senator  is  being  tempted  by  Havemeyer."  It  is  a  shame 
that  such  things  exist,  but  nevertheless  it  is  a  fact. 

Senator  Allen.  Kow  let  us  get  back  to  the  question  before  you  get 
excited. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  am  not  excited. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  I  wish  you  would  answer  this  question  cate- 
gorically, and  not  run  into  a  discourse  on  morals.  You  do  not  recog- 
nize a  difference  between  a  patriotic  agitation  of  public  questions  by 
the  people  and  the  personal  importunities  of  corporations  made  to  Mem- 
bers of  Congress  in  their  behalf  f 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  do  not  know  what  pei*sonal  importunities  are. 
I  do  not  understand  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  I  can  make  it  plainer  to  you.  If  you  are  a  member 
of  Congress  and  I  am  representing  some  corporate  interest,  and  I  go 
to  you  to-day  and  personally  lay  my  view  of  a  public  matter  before 
you  and  then  come  to  you  to  morrow  and  the  next  day  and  constantly 
repeat  that  until  that  subject  is  passed  into  legislation,  I  look  upon 
that  as  personal  importunity,  do  you  nott 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  should  say  if  a  man  understands  the  ques- 
tion- 
Senator  Allen.  Please  answer  the  question  whether  you  do  or  do  not. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  should  say  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  between  that  kind  of  work 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  beg  you  pardon ;  I  have  not  finished  my  answer. 

Senator  Alusn.  Between  that  kind  of  work-— you  nnderstend  what 
I  meant 
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Mr.  Havembyeb.  I  do  not  understand  you.  I  wish  fou  wonld 
explain  it. 

{Senator  Allen.  Very  well,  then;  I  am  through  examining  if  you  do 
not  understand  it. 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  mean  to  say  that  personal  imiK)rtunity  may  be 
absolutely  necessary  until  those  who  represent  you  have  a  clear  idea 
of  the  facts  connected  with  the  interest  you  represent,  and  what  is  nec- 
essary for  their  material  benefit.    Is  that  the  pointt 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  see  if  I  can  get  an  answer  to  one  more  ques- 
tion. Between  coming  to  Washington  and  daily  and  weekly  visiting 
some  Member  of  Congress  and  laying  your  special  and  particular 
interest  before  him,  between  that  kind  of  work  and  the  agitation  of 
public  questions  throughout  the  country  by  the  American  people,  do 
you  recognize  any  dill'erencet 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  see  how  you  can.  There  is  no 
impropriety  in  a  personal  interview. 

{Senator  Allen.  You  think  you  have  a  right  to  go  to  a  Member  of 
Congress  in  either  branch,  in  the  absence  of  any  other  x)erson,  and  lay 
before  him  constantly,  or  as  often  as  you  may  think  fit,  your  ]>eculiar 
and  special  interest,  and  that  there  is  no  impropriety  in  doing  itt 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  you  think  you  had  the  same  right  to  go 
before  the  judge  of  a  court  before  whom  your  cause  was  being  tried,  and 
lay  your  cause  before  him  privately  t 

Mr.  Havi:meyer.  No,  sir  5  because  he  hears  the  testimony.  He  does 
not  decide  before  first  hearing  the  testimony.    He  hears  both  sides. 

Senator  Allen.  Congress  has  organized  committees  to  attend  to 
these  matters,  and  there  is  the  place  to  lay  your  complaint.  Now  in 
addition  to  that  you  go  to  the  private  rooms  and  homes  of  Members  of 
Congress  to  talk  with  them,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  1  suppose  we  do.  I  do  not  know  what  my  brother 
has  done. 

Senator  Allen.  You  regard  that  as  perfectly  legitimate  and  proi)er, 
do  yout 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  regard  it  as  perfectly  legitimate  and  proper  for 
every  citizen  of  the  United  States  to  bring  before  a  Kepresentative  or 
Senator  his  views  of  any  question  pending  before  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives and  which  may  become,  by  their  not  knowing  the  facts  con- 
nected with  it,  not  having  heard  teistimony,  a  serious  menace  to  his 
industry,  and  which  may  mean  the  passage  of  a  law  which  may  be 
destructive  to  his  industry. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  have  a  right  to  go  to  him  personally  t 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  have  a  right  to  go  to  him  personally. 

Senator  Allen.  At  his  house,  and  meet  and  talk  with  him  privately, 
instead  of  going  to  the  committee  where  the  measure  may  be  pending! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  1  believe  he  has  a  right  to  get  his  view  before  the 
member  from  his  district. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  other  is  a  matter  of  etiquette,  whether  yoa 
importune  or  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  have  not  been  to  Washington  this  winter! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  To  what  branch  of  the  management  of  the  affairs 
of  the  Sugar  Eefining  Company  do  you  give  your  personal  attention! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  am  a  refiner. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  occnpy  a  position  to  be  advised  at  all  times  as 
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to  the  qnautity  of  crude  sugar  in  the  market  and  on  hand  held  by  the 
trust  or  the  refining  company  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  l^ot  particularly  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  have  general  knowledge  of  the  condition  of 
the  sugar  market! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Seuator  Lindsay.  At  what  season  of  the  year  is  the  greatest  amount 
of  crude  sugar  available  in  the  market  f 

Mr.  Havembyeb.  I  should  say  in  the  spring  of  the  year. 

Senator  Lindsay.  From  March  until  June  or  July  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  should  say  from  February  until  June  or  July. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  do  the  supplies  of  sugar  in  June  or  July 
compare  with  the  available  supplies  of  sugar  in  January  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  should  say  they  were  more.  The  available  supply 
is  in  June  or  July.    You  mean  from  foreign  countries  f 

Senator  Lindsay.  Yes;  all  places  from  which  sugar  refiners  buy 
sujgar. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  More  in  January  than  in  July. 

Senator  Lindsay.  After  or  before  the  1st  of  January! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  After. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  do  the  supplies  of  crude  sugar  in  the  United 
States  now  available  for  refining  purposes  compare' with  the  supplies 
that  have  usually  been  on  hand  at  this  season  of  the  yearf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  should  say  they  are  about  the  same. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  sugars  will  be  available  to  be  purchased — 
crude  sugar — between  this  and  the  1st  of  January.  Where  will  they 
come  fromf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  suppose  the  crop  in  Europe,  the  beet  crop,  will 
be  available. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  mean  crude  cane  sugars. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  If  we  had  ordered  them  we  might  get  some  from 
Java;  might  get  some  from  Manila.  That  is  about  all,  I  should  say — 
and  some  beet  sugar  from  Germany. 

Seuator  Lodge.  You  can  get  all  the  cheap  grades  of  cane  sugar  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  All  the  cheap  grades  of  cane  sugar  would  come 
in  now. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  the  beet  sugars  of  Europe  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  And  the  beet  sugars  of  Europe. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  buy  beet  sugar  for  the  purpose  of  refiningt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir;  when  we  can  not  get  the  cane.  But  we 
prefer  the  cane. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Now,  after  the  1st  of  January  where  will  the  sup- 
ply of  crude  cane  sugar  come  from  ? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Cuba,  principally. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  proportion  of  crude  sugars  come  from  Cuba 
that  enter  into  the  refining  process  of  America! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  should  say  about,  perhaps,  three-eighths  to  half. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Three  eighths  to  half  the  crop  comes  troin  Cuba? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  That  is,  that  you  buy  firom  foreijxn  countriest 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir.  I  would  like  to  say,  if  you  will  permit 
me,  that  I  am  a  little  unfamiliar  with  this  branch.  My  brother  has  all 
this  at  his  fingers'  ends. 

Senator  Ijndbay,  I  will  ask  you  now  whether  or  not  there  are  more 
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crude  Bugars  on  hand  in  Amerioa,  or  available  for  American  pnrposM, 
than  will  sapply  the  demand  from  now  until  the  Ist  of  January! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  I  clHild  answer  that  question  except 
so  far  as  the  refining  is  concerned. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  mean  for  refining  purposes. 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  we  have  any  larger  stock  now  than 
we  usually  carry  at  this  season  of  the  year. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  think  any  supply  could  be  aggregated 
between  this  and  the  1st  of  January! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  do  not  think  so;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  There  has  been  reference  here  made  to  a  decision 
of  the  court  of  appeals  of  the  State  ot  New  York  as  baving  dissolved 
the  trust  which  was  created  in  1889.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  that  judg- 
ment of  the  court  of  appeals,  or  the  courts  of  Kew  York,  applied  only 
to  a  single  corporation,  the  New  York  corporation! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  it  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  although  that  was  dissolYcd,  the  trust  con- 
tinued until  the  reorganization  under  the  New  Jersey  charter  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  other  sixteen  interests  remaining  unaffected 
by  the 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  That  is  my  opinion. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Those  were  corporations  and  partnerships  outside 
of  New  York  f 

Mr.  Hayeivieyeb.  So  far  as  I  understand  the  situation  the  court  of 
appeals  said  our  method  was  a  copartnership  between  corporations, 
and  that  our  New  York  charter  did  not  giYC  us  a  right  for  the  corpora- 
tion to  act  as  a  copartner. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  the  New  York  corporation  was  dissolved  for 
that  reason  f 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  The  New  York  corporation  was  dissolved  for  that 
reason,  and  then  this  reorganization  took  place. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  tlie  other  sixteen  kept  on  until  there  was  a 
reorganization  under  the  New  Jersey  charter! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir;  until  there  was  a  reorganization  under 
the  New  Jersey  charter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And,  therefore,  there  was  no  break  in  the  commu- 
nity of  interest  and  the  community  of  managementf 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  That  is  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  a  refinery  in  Massachusetts,  haYe  yoa 
not? 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  We  have  two;  the  Continental  and  the  Standard. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  the  statement  true  I  haYC  seen  in  the  paper  that 
there  is  a  suit  now  pending,  brought  on  the  information  of  the  attorney- 
general  of  Massachusetts,  against  your  companyl 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  believe  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  charge  is  that  yon  have  not  made  retonu 
required  by  lawt 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  think  sou 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  alL 
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8W0SV  STATEHEHT  OF  8EVAT0S  WILLIAM  V.  ALLEV. 

The  Ohaibican.  Axe  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Nebraska! 

Senator  Allen.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  hare  yon  been  sncht 

Senator  Allen.  Since  the  4th  day  of  March,  1893. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  daring  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Allen.  I  have  been  in  constant  attendance  on  this  session 
of  Congress  with  the  exception  of  the  first  week  of  Congress  in  De- 
cember.   I  was  absent  the  first  week. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sngar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sngar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcn- 
lated  to  aft'ect  its  valne! 

Senator  Allen.  I  have  not,  and  have  known  nothing  abont  it  what- 
ever. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company! 

Seuator  Allen.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Allen.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
yonr  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Allen.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  oi  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Allen.  No,  sir;  they  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Beftning  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Allen.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  atUumey,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Allbn.  I  have  not 
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SWOSN  STATEMEIVT  OP  SEHATOS  OUSHMAfi  K  DAVIB. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  IJnited  States  from  tlM 
State  of  Minuesotaf 

Senator  Davis.  lam. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sncht 

Senator  Davis.  Since  March  4, 1887. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yoa  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Cong:ress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the. Senate! 

Senator  Davis.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcn 
lated  to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Davis.  No;  I  never  had  any  such  information. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  chis  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sagar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
ing  Company! 

Senator  Davis.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Davis.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Davis.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in  your 
employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  IJnited  States  in 
your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in^any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Davis.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  and  I  should  know  if  they  had. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  llefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Davis.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Davis.  No. 

SWORN  STATEMEirr  OP  SENATOR  WILLIAM  LINDSAY. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  ti» 
Stare  of  Kentucky! 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Lindsay.  Since  21st  of  February,  1893. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  sessioa 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tarift'  bill  in  the  Senate! 
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Senator  Lindsay.  I  have. 

Tbe  Chaibman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  have  not,  and  have  had  no  information  that  was 
not  open  to  the  public. 

The  Ohaieman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  vSii^ar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefiuiug 
Company! 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  have  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
/our  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Lindsay.  No,  to  each  branch  of  the  interrogatory. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stock  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Lindsay.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Lindsay.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Lindsay.  No. 


8W0SH  STATEMEIVT  OP  SEVATOS  HENRT  CABOT  LODOB. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Massachusetts  ! 

Senator  Lodqe.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been! 

Senator  Lodge.  Since  March  4, 1893. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Lodge.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  giveii  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Lodge.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-ealled  sugar 


430  Iir?£aTIGATION  of  ATTBlfPTS  AT  BttlBEBY,  BTC. 

stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sagar  Befining 
Company  t 

Senator  Lobgb.  ISTo. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest^ 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  LoDas.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stoeks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  io 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sole  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  t 

Senator  Lodge.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the 
ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Lodge.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefioing 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Lodge.  No. 

The  Chairman.  H&ve  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Lodge.  No. 


SWQBH  STATEHEHT  OP  SEHATOS  GEOBOB  GBAT. 

By  Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  United  States  Senate 
from  the  State  of  Delaware! 

Senator  Gbat.  I  am. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Geay.  Since  March,  1886. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  (ses- 
sion  of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senatef 

Senator  Gray.  I  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or 
indirectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  iu  the 
stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or 
calculated  to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Gbay.  I  have  not,  and  have  had  no  such  information  that 
was  not  given  to  the  public. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly» 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugtf 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  fiefioiu^ 
Company! 

Senator  Gbay.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation? 
whether  by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Gray.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  acooont,  or 
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in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  specalated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Gray.  I^o^sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any 
of  the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  trans- 
action in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  tiie  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Gray.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  t 

Senator  Gray.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
«.  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Gray.  I  have  not. 


SWOBH  STATEMEIVT  OP  8EHATQK  WILLIAM  B.  ALUSOV. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  lowaf 

Senator  Allison.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Allison.  Since  4th  of  March,  1873. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Allison.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  afi'ect  its  value! 

Senator  Allison.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company! 

Senator  Allison.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Allison.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Allison.  They  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  w^ya 
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indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sngai 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Allison.  They  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  lias  any  member  of  your  family,  oi 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin* 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Axlison.  Not  that  I  know  of;  I  am  quite  sure  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you^  at  any  time,  beeu  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Allison.  I  have  not. 

SWOEH  STATEMEHT  OP  SEVATOS  NELSOH  W.  ALBSICH. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Bhode  Island! 

Senator  Aldrich.  I  am,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Aldrich.  Since  October,  1881. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Aldrich.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Aldrich.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company! 

Senator  Aldrich.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operations,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Aldrich.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  said  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yonr 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Aldrich.  !N"o,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transa^ 
tiou  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Aldrich.  They  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befiniug 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Aldrich.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company!  Or  have  you,  at  any  time,  bw* 
in  its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otheiwiset 

Senator  Aldrich.  Never. 
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8W0BH  STATEMENT  OP  SEVATOS  JAMES  H.  BERET. 

The  Chairman.  Are  yon  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Arkansas! 

Senator  Berry.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Berry.  Since  25th  of  March,  1885. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff'  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Berry.  All  the  entire  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Berry.  I  have  not,  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Keiining 
Ck)mpauy! 

Senator  Berry.  Neither  since  nor  before  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stock  or  certificates! 

Senator  Berry.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Berry.  No,  never. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  Ignited  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Berry.  None;  I  have  never  heard  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
B;efining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Berry.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yoa,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Berry.  Never. 

SWOBH  STATEMENT  07  8EHAT0B  WILLIAM  B.  BATE. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
Stato  of  Tennessee! 

Senator  Bate.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Bate.  Since  the  7th  of  last  March. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tarifi'  bill  in  the  Senate! 

28  BRI 
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Senator  Bate.  Yes;  constantly,  until  I  was  appointed  as  one  of  tb« 
Board  of  Visitors  to  West  Point,  and  I  left  here  for  that  place  on  the 
31st  of  May  and  returned  day  before  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefiniug  Company  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Bate.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks  or  stock  or  certiiieates  of  the  American  Saggar  Befining 
Company! 

Senator  Bate.  I  have  not  and  never  did  at  any  time  in  my  life.  1 
might  say  in  this  connection  that  I  never  speculated  in  any  kind  of 
stocks  or  bonds  whatever,  in  any  way. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  inteiest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Batb.  i^'o,  sir;  none  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account^  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stx>cks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Bate.  Never,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Bate.  Not  one. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Bate.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefinin g  Company  !  Or  have  you^  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Bate.  Never. 


8W0RH  STATEMEHT  OP  SEHATOE  JOSEPH  C.  S.  BLACKBUBI. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Kentucky! 

Senator  Blackburn.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Blackburn.  Since  March,  1885. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  sessioD 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Blackburn.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Ketiniug  Company,  tliat  was  iu  tended  or  calco 
lated  to  affect  its  value! 
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Senator  Blackburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,'  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefinmg 
Company! 

Senator  Blackburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates t    . 

Senator  Blackburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  ssde  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit!  ' 

Senator  Blackburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  Dnited 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Blackburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Blackburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you^  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Blackburn.  No,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Ohio! 

Senator  Brice.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Brice.  Since  March,  1891. 

The  Chairivlan.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Brice.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  any  one  interested  hi  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Brice.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
8tock8,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Com- 
pany f 

Senator  Bbice.  1  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interesti 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 
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Senator  Brice.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  acoonnt  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  snch  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  iL 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Brice,    I  answer  no  as  to  all  of  the  questions. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interests  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Bricb.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Spgar 
Refining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Brice.  Ho,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
it  its  employ  as  an  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Bricb.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Brice,  in  a  letter  published  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press  May  14, 1894,  signed  ^*  Holland,"  speaking  of  these  sugar  stocks 
and  speculation  in  them,  there  is  this  statement: 

We  now  turn  from  the  purely  political  and  partisan  influences  brongbt  to  bear 
npon  the  Senate  to  others  which  have  been  peculiar,  in  part  pecuniary,  and  ont  of 
the  use  of  which  have  arisen  so  many  scandalous  and  disreputable  stories  affecting 
the  honor  of  individual  Senators.  It  is  not  bribery  known  to  the  statutes  or  com- 
mon law  for  a  member  of  a  parliamentary  body  to  speculate  upon  the  probable  counc 
of  legislation.  It  is  not  even  disreputable  according  to  the  peculiar  moral  code 
whic*!!  has  enabled  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  and  some  others  to  accumulate 
wealth. 

I  ask  you,  Senator,  whether  that  statement,  which  means  to  iinpote 
that  you  and  others  have  been  enabled  to  accumulate  wealth  upon  the 
probable  course  of  legislation,  is  true,  and  to  state  what  you  have  to 
say  in  regard  to  it. 

Senator  Bbige.  Before  or  since  entering  the  Senate? 

The  Chaibman.  Since  entering  the  Senate. 

Senator  Bbice.  But  I  may  as  well  answer  as  to  the  whole  time,  both 
before  and  since,  that  I  have  never  been  concerned  in  any  speculation? 
or  investments,  or  interests  in  them,  the  result  of  which  depended 
upon  legislation  in  Congress  or  elsewhere.  Since  entering  the  Senate 
I  have  not  been  concerned  in  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  any 
property,  securities,  stocks,  investments,  or  speculations  in  anything 
that  is  mentioned  in  the  tariff  bill  from  the  first  line  to  the  end  of  the 
free  list,  with  the  exception  of  some  local  manuiucturing  establish- 
ments, in  Lima  and  adjoining  towns  in  Ohio.  For  have  I  sought  U> 
accumulate  wealth  in  any  way  by  investment  or  speculation  since  I 
entered  the  Senate  in  any  of  the  things  which  I  have  mentioned.  In 
other  words,  my  investments  and  the  things  with  which  I  am  concerned 
are  not  connected  with  or  affected  by  the  operations  of  the  tariff  act, 
except  as  the  general  property  of  the  country  is. 

Senator  Allen.  Then,  Senator,  what  would  you  say  as  to  the  im- 
putation contained  in  this  article  that  has  been  read? 

Senator  Bbige.  That  there  is  no  truth  whatever  in  it  so  far  as  I  ft^ 
concerned. 
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The  Chairman.  It  is  stated  in  the  article  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  it  has  been  in  testimony  before  the  committee,  that  you  were  pres- 
ent in  the  Arlington  Hotel,  in  the  room  of  a  Mr.  TeiTell,  with  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  president  of  the  American  Sngar  Eefining  Company,  and 
some  other  person  or  persons,  at  which  time  the  matter  of  the  valae  ot 
sagar  stocks  was  discussed,  and  the  effect  of  the  tariff  legislation  upon 
the  same,  and  in  which  the  particular  schedule  desired  by  the  sugar 
trust,  so  called,  was  considered. 

Senator  Brigb.  I  was  never  present  at  any  conference  or  meeting 
where  any  such  subject  was  discussed.  I  was  at  the  Arlington  Hotel 
on  the  evening  of  the  7th  of  March,  last,  at  the  room  of  Mr.  H.  L.  Ter- 
rell,  of  New  York  (for  the  past  thirty  years  one  of  my  most  intimate 
friends).  I  called  at  Mr.  Terrell's  room  tor  the  purpose  of  meeting  him 
and  a  common  friend,  a  Kew  York  lawyer  int;erested  in  railway  mat- 
ters,  and  not  concerned  with  or  interested  in  the  tariff  bill  in  any  way. 
We  spent  perhaps  an  hour  or  an  hoar  and  a  half  without  any  other 
person  being  present.  Mr.  Terrell,  with  whom  I  had  for  many  years 
business  interests,  but  with  whom  I  have  had  no  interests  whatever  in 
any  way  for  more  than  six  years  last  past,  said  that  he  was  interested 
in  sugar,  and  discussed  the  question  of  the  effect  of  an  ad  valorem  as 
compared  with  a  specific  tax,  about  which  I  was  concerned.  Mr.  Ter* 
rell  said  that  Mr.  Henry  Havemeyer  was  in  the  hotel.  I  requested  that 
he  send  for  Mr.  Havemeyer,  that  I  might  get  Mr.  Havemeyer's  state- 
ments, presuming  him  to  be  the  best-informed  man  in  the  country  on  that 
subject.    He  came,  and  after  a  f^w  minutes'  talk  on  the  subject 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  ask  there,  were  you  previously  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Havemeyer! 

Senator  Brioe.  If  I  had  been  at  all  acquainted  with  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, it  was  no  more  than  a  familiarity  with  his  face.  I  had  never 
exchanged  words  in  my  life  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  on  any  business  sub- 
ject, nor  do  I  think  we  had  been  more  than  introduced — we  had  a  bow- 
ing acquaintance — ^up  to  the  time  that  he  came  into  Mr.  Terrell's  room. 
He  went  back  to  his  own  room  and  brought  from  that  to  Mr.  Terrell's 
room  some  10  or  12  cases  of  sugar  of  various  kinds,  both  raw  and 
refined,  and  discussed  the  manufacture  of  sugar,  the  different  kinds  of 
sugar,  the  prices  in  various  markets,  and  the  effects  of  specific  and  ad 
valorem  duties,  for  some  time,  possibly  three-quarters  of  an  hour,  pos- 
sibly an  hour.  I  said  to  Mr.  Havemeyer  that  there  was  a  strong  feel- 
ing against  a  tax  on  sugar,  and  against  any  additional  tax  on  refined 
sugar,  and  that  I  had  great  doubt  whether  the  Senate  and  the  House 
would  not  put  sugar,  both  raw  and  refined,  on  the  free  list 

The  Chairman.  The  House! 

Senator  Brige.  And  the  Senate — I  said  both  the  Senate  and  House— 
would  not  put  both  raw  and  refined  on  the  free  list.  Mr.  Havemeyer 
became  pretty  earnest,  and,  while  I  do  not  recollect  his  exact  words, 
he  attacked  the  policy  of  the  Democratic  majority  in  the  Senate  and 
House  as  being  destructive  of  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the 
country.  This  I  resented,  and  said  to  him  that  while  I  was  from  a 
State  which,  in  my  judgment,  favored  free  sugar,  both  raw  and  refined, 
and  had  no  manufiaeturing  sugar  interest  in  it,  I  would  do  what  was 
fair  and  right,  if  he  and  other  refiners  could  satisiy  me  what  that 
was,  but  that  in  no  event  would  I  concede  more  than  half  the 
differential  in  favor  of  refined  sugar  allowed  by  the  existing  or  Mclvin- 
ley  law;  that  I  was  inclined  to  believe  that  there  was  some  protection 
to  the  refiners  in  an  ad  valorem  schedule.    He  stated  that  there  w^ 
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absolutely  none;  and  the  discussion  continued  for  a  little  while  ol  tba: 
point. 

At  this  time  Senator  Smith,  of  i^ew  Jersey,  who  had  been  informed 
at  my  house  that  J  had  gone  to  call  on  Mr.  Terrell,  came  into  the  room. 
No  talk  on  sugar,  however,  or  on  the  sugar  schedule,  occurred  after  be 
came  in,  except  that  I  think  Mr.  Havemeyer  made  some  reference  to 
the  fact  that  he  and  I  had  been  having  an  excited  discussion,  or  a 
difference  or  a  wrangle.  MyrecoHection  is  that  Senator  Smith  remained 
but  a  few  moments,  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  left  the  room,  I  think,  about 
the  same  time;  whether  before  or  after  Senator  Smith  I  do  not  recol- 
lect. The  only  other  person  whom  I  recollect  being  in  the  room  during 
that  evening  was  Mr.  Reed,  who  said  that  he  h^  simply  come  in  to 
pay  his  respects  or  make  a  call  on  Mr.  Terrell.  He  exchanged  a  few 
pleasant  words  and  went  out  of  the  room.  I  think  that  covers  all  that 
I  have  in  mind  now. 

The  Chairman.  In  this  article.  Senator,  it  is  stated,  speaking  of  this 
interview  alleged  to  have  occurred  at  the  Arlington,  about  the  time  yon 
speak,  it  is  stated — 

Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  great  deal  of  indignation.  Ho  rebnked  Senator  Brice 
for  failing  to  secure  such  influence  in  the  Senate  as  the  sugar  people  expected  him 
to  secure.  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  blnntlv,  almost  brusquely, 
what  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  the  to  sugar 
men  and  to  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule.  Senator  Smith  replied  that  he  did  not 
see  what  he  could  then  do,  but  he  said  there  was  always  this  consolation,  that  if 
they  could  not  secure  the  schedule  they  wanted  they  could  surely  defeat  the  bill, 
leaving  the  present  law  operative. 

What  have  you  to  say  in  regard  to  that  allegation  t 

Senator  Bbioe.  Nothing  of  the  sort  occurred. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  Mr.  Havemeyer  say  anything  about  obligations 
of  the  party  for  gift  of  money! 

Senator  Bbige.  Absolutely  nothing,  in  any  way.  There  was  no 
reference  to  it  in  words  or  in  intimation. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  rebuke  you  for  failing  to  secure  such  influ- 
ence as  the  sugar  people  expected  you  to  secure! 

Sepator  Brice.  He  did  not.  He  did  not  have  or  intimate  that  he 
had  any  reason  to  believe  that  I  would  assist  the  sugar  people  in  any 
way. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  said,  as  is  in  this  letter  alleged,  as  follows: 

In  the  course  of  that  conversation  it  was  said  that  if  snch  a  schedule  as  woold 
he  satisfactory  was  adopted  or  even  reported  the  price  of  sugar  on  the  niarkel 
would  advance  30  points  in  thirty  days. 

Senator  Brige.  IN^othing  of  that  kind  was  said  at  that  interview  or 
at  any  other  time  or  place. 
The  Chairman.  It  is  said  in  the  same  letter : 

On  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Voorhees,  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee,  denifi 
in  the  Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  biU  aa  originally 
reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as  prepared  by 
Senatoi  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of  Moore 
&,  Schley.  He  had  not  arisen  when  it  was  placed  in  his  hands.  He  was  in  bed.,  fot 
it  was  early  morning.  He  sat  up  in  bed  and  read  these  amendments,  conspicooni 
among  them  being  the  final  determination  regarding  the  sugar  schedule.  Sotb«t 
while  the  Senate,  the  House,  the  country  not  only  knew  nothing  of  these  amend- 
ments, bat  were  assured  by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  that  there  ^Tere 
none,  Senator  Brice's  brokers  had  a  copy  of  the  amended  bill  and  the  privilege  wbicl) 
was  denied  even  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  reading  them. 

Do  yon  know  anything  about  thatt 
Senator  Bbige.  I  do  not. 
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The  Chairman.  Did  you  furnish  or  procure  to  be  famished,  such 
list  of  the  amendmeutsf 

Senator  Brice.  I  did  not.  I  may  say  that  I  never  saw  the  amend- 
ments or  knew  anything  about  them  personally,  either  by  inspection 
or  by  hearsay,  until  they  were  reported  to  the  Senate,  except  one  or 
two  amendments,  the  general  substance  of  which  was  reported  to  the 
Democratic  caucus. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  communicate  those  amendments,  or  the 
substance  or  purport  of  them,  to  Moore  &  Schley,  or  any  other  firm  of 
brokers? 

Senator  Brice.  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Or  to  anybody  who  could  use  them  for  speculative 
purposes! 

Senator  Brice.  So  far  as  I  know,  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  spoken  of  one  interview  on  the  7th  of 
March.  What  other  interviews  did  you  have  with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  if 
any,  or  with  any  other  person  connected  with  the  American  Sugar 
Kefining  Company,  or  the  sugar  trust,  so  called? 

Senator  Bricb.  I  met  Mr.  Havemeyer  several  times  on  the  street,  or 
in  some  public  place,  and  perhaps  once  or  twice  chatted  with  him  for  a 
moment. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  call  upon  him! 

Senator  Brice.  No;  I  never  called  upon  Mr.  Havemeyer,  but  some 
little  time  after  I  met  him  in  the  Arlington  Hotel 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  ^mean  the  occasion  to  which  you  have  just 
referred! 

Senator  Brice.  Yes,  sir;  on  the  7th  of  March.  Perhaps  one  or  two 
or  three  days  after  3  or  4  Senators  were  at  my  house  discussing  various 
matters  connected  with  the  tariff  bill,  and  especially  the  question  of 
specific  or  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar.  Senator  White,  of  Louisiana, 
now  Justice  White,  Senator  Cafltery,  Senator  Gorman,  Senator  Hill,  and 
myself.  There  was  a  considerable  difference  as  to  whether  there  was 
any  protection  whatever  in  an  ad  valorem  duty;  whether  there  was  any 
protection  to  the  refiner  in  a  simple  ad  valorem  duty. 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  an  ad  valorem  that  was  the  same  as  on  rawf 

Seuiitor  Brice.  The  same  duty  on  raw  and  refined— whether  there 
was  any  protection  in  that  to  the  refiner.  Senator  Caifery  contended 
that  there  was.  I  think  Senator  White  also.  I  said  that  I  had  talked 
with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  was  equally  positive  that  there  was  not. 
Senators  Caffery  and  White  said  if  they  could  talk  with  Mr.  Have- 
meyer they  could  show  that  he  was  wrong.  I  said:  "It  is  a  very 
simple  matter  for  you  to  do  that.  He  is  at  the  Arlington,  and  I  will 
send  a  servant  around  and  ask  him  to  come  to  my  oflice  in  the  wing 
of  my  house  here,  and  you  can  have  a  talk  with  him.''  They  said  they 
would  be  glad  to  do  that. 

The  Chairman.  How  far  is  the  Arlington  Hotel  from  your  house! 

Senator  Brice.  The  Arlington  Hotel  is  one  block  from  my  house.  I 
called  a  servant  and  sent  him  to  Mr.  Havemeyer  with  a  request  for  him 
to  come  to  my  oflSce,  which  he  did.  I  asked  which  of  the  two  Louisiana 
Senators  would  discuss  thematter  with  him  and  after  conference  Senator 
OafPery  said  he  would  meet  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  take  up  that  question. 
I  took  Mr.  Caflery  to  the  oflice,  where  we  found  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I 
introduced  him  to  Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  left  them  in  conversation,  with- 
out taking  any  part  in  the  conversation  myself. 

The  Chairman.  Did  either  of  the  other  Senators  go  into  the  office! 

Senator  Brice.  None  of  the  other  Senators  went  into  the  office  or 
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8aw  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  all.  He  remained  fifteen  or  twenty  minuted, 
possibly  longer;  may  have  been  as  mach  as  half  an  hour.  He  left  the 
house  without  any  of  us  seeing  him  after  he  had  seen  Senator  Caffery. 
Senator  Caffery  returned  and  gave  an  account  of  his  discussion  with  Mr. 
Havemeyer.  We  continued  the  discussion  of  the  question  as  to  whetht^' 
there  was  any  protection  to  the  refiner  in  the  same  ad  valorem  on  raw 
and  refined  for  half  orthree-quart«rsof  an  hourfpossibly,  and  separated^ 
and  the  Senators  went  home  without  any  conclusion  being  reached. 

Senator  Allen.  When  Senator  Caffery  returned  from  his  interview 
with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  had  Mr.  Havemeyer  succeeded  in  convincing  him 
that  there  was  no  protection  in  a  specific  system  t 

Senator  Bbige.  Senator  Caffery  said  that  they  did  not  agree,  because 
they  did  not  agree  on  the  prices  at  which  sugars  sold  on  the  market. 
They  had  taken  different  prices.  Havemeyer  had  one  list  or  set  of 
prices,  from  which  he  could  prove  his  proposition,  and  Senator  Caffery 
had  another  list  of  prices  which,  used  as  premises,  would  force  his  ecm- 
elusion. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  any  conclusion  reached  by  the  Senators 
in  that  conference  as  to  the  course  to  be  pursued? 

Senator  Bbioe.  None;  except  that  the  real  price  at  which  sugar  was 
selling  and  had  been  selling  must  be  obtained,  and  when  those  prices 
were  obtained  the  conclusion  would  easily  be  reached. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  any  other  interview,  which  you  reooUect, 
with  Mr.  Havemeyer f 

Senator  Bbioe.  None  in  which  there  was  any  discussion  of  the  sugar 
question. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you,  Senator,  whether  or  not  the  Louisi- 
ana Senators  were  willing  to  take  any  ad  valorem  or  insisted  on  specific 
duty! 

Senator  Bbioe.  The  Louisiana  Senators  insisted  on  specific  duties. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  met  any  other  officer  of  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  so-called  sugar  trust,  in  Washington  or 
elsewhere,  during  the  pendency  of  the  bill,  in  which  you  have  discussed 
their  interests  with  reference  to  the  tariff  bill! 

Senator  Bbioe.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chaibman.  It  is  stated  in  the  same  letter  to  which  I  referred, 
published  in  the  Philadelphia  Press,  as  follows: 

There  came  a  time  in  the  management  of  the  Democratic  campaign  when  monej 
was  imperatiyely  needed.  The  susar  trust  had  already  subscribed  something,  bnt 
AM  we  look  back  upon  the  events  of  that  campaign  it  is  impossible  not  to  be  con- 
viuced  that  the  greater  subscription  of  the  trust  was  held  back  until  there  could  ^ 
a  satisfactory  understanding  with  the  influential  Democrats  who  were  managing  the 
campaign.  In  the  stress  which  the  need  for  money  had  occasioned  these  managen 
were  willing  to  pledge  almost  anything  for  cash.  Some  of  the  pledges  were  infer- 
ential, as  in  the  Van  Alen  case;  some  of  them  explicit.  Whether  Mr.  Whitney,  Jir. 
Gorman,  or  Mr.  Brice  met  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust,  or  whether  it  w&s 
some  other  agent,  must  not  now  be  said.  Whitney  was  intimate  with  them  throng 
close  business  relations ;  Brice  was  associated  with  them  through  friendly  alliaocei 
and  particularly  through  his  friend,  H.  I.  Terrell,  of  Cleveland,  "Brice's  Terrell,' 
as  they  called  him ;  and  Mr.  Gorman  was  brought  into  close  association  with  them 
by  another  agency  which  it  may  be  well  at  present  not  to  reveal. 

I  will  ask  you  as  to  your  knowledge  of  the  allegations  and  insinna* 
tions  contained  in  the  paragraph  just  read. 

Senator  Bkice.  There  is  no  truth  whatever  in  them.  I  do  nottbink 
that  Mr.  Terrell  ever  had  any  interest  in  the  sugar-trust  stot'k  until 
long  after  1892.  I  had  no  alliances  or  affiliations  with  tl^e  sugar  poopte 
in  any  way  whatever. 
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The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  meet  any  representative  of  the  sugar 
tmst  in  regard  to  campaign  contributioDS? 

Senator  Brige.  I  never  met  any  of  them,  or  any  agents  or  people 
speaking  for  them,  and  know  of  no  contributions  maide  or  solicited 
from  the  sugar  trust  or  the  people  connected  with  it. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  spoken  so  far  as  you.  yourself  are  con- 
cerned. What  do  you  say  as  to  Mr.  Whitney  and  Mr.  Gorman,  so  far 
as  you  knowY 

Senator  Brige.  I  know  nothing. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  whether  they  met  representatives  of 
the  sugar  trust Y 

Senator  Brige.  So  far  as  I  know,  they  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  no  reason  to  think  they  didf 

Senator  Brigs.  I  have  no  reason  to  think  they  did,  except  the  cur* 
rent  statements  in  the  newspapers. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  stated  further  on  that — 

Appeal  was  made  to  these  men  for  monej,  and  upon  the  distinct  pledge,  as  will 
be  shown  later  on,  that  there  would  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of  the  Demooracy 
which  should  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the  sugar  people,  and  if  there  were 
any  legislation  at  all  it  should  be  friendly,  the  sugar  trust  went  deep  into  its  capa- 
cious treasury. 

Senator  Brige.  I  know  nothing  whatever  about  it.  I  did  not  know 
anything  about  the  contributions,  who  made  them,  how  much  was 
made,  or  how  the  money  was  used  in  the  campaign  of  1892.  I  do  not 
think  Mr.  Gorman  knew  anything  about  it  more  than  I  did.  Pre- 
viously to  July  1, 1892,  for  four  years  I  had  been  in  charge  of  the  con- 
tributions and  expenditures,  and  during  that  period  no  money  was 
received  from  the  sugar  trust  or  any  x^eople  interested  in  it,  so  far  as  I 
know,  by  the  national  committee  or  anyone  connected  with  it  or 
employed  by  it. 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  you  know,  what  have  you  to  say  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  statement  that  there  was  a  distincc  pledge  then  given,  or 
at  any  time  given,  that  there  would  be  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of 
the  Democracy  which  should  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the 
sugar  people,  in  consideration  of  which  they  went  deep  into  their 
treasury  ? 

Senat/or  Brioe.  Nothing  of  that  kind  whatever.  I  have  read  some 
articles  in  the  various  newspapers,  and  have  heard  people  speak  of  it 
casually  as  matter  of  rumor. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  contributions,  Senator  Brice, 
to  the  State  committees  by  the  sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected 
with  it? 

Senator  Brige.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  any  meeting  on  Benedict's  yacht,  as 
described  in  this  article,  at  which  you  attended? 

Senator  Brice.  I  never  attended  it  or  heard  of  it  except  in  this 
publication. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  on  Benedict's  vacht  with  Mr.  Cleve- 
land! 

Senator  Brioe.  I  was  never  on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht  in  my  life, 
certainly  not  with  Mr.  Cleveland. 

Senator  Lodge.  When  the  bill  came  over  from  the  House  it  had 
free  sugar  all  through.    Were  you  in  favor  putting  a  duty  on  sugar? 

Senator  Brioe.  I  was  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  were  in  favor  of  keeping  them  all  free? 

Senator  Brioe.  I  was. 
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Senator  Lodge.  After  the  schedule  of  specific  duties  was  reportea 
in  the  tirst  report,  were  you  iu  favor  of  retaining  those  specific  dutiesi 

Senator  Brige.  I  was  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  favored  ad  valorem  duties! 

Senator  Brice.  I  favored  no  duty  whatever;  but  if  any  duty  was  to 
be  put  on,  and  I  recognized  from  the  situation  that  some  duty  must  be 
put  on,  it  should  be  a  revenue  duty  and  ad  valorem,  unless  there  wm 
something  concealed  in  the  ad  valorem  that  made  it  protective  in  its 
operation  as  to  refined  sugars.  As  representing  my  own  feeling  and 
the  feeling  in  my  own  State,  I  was  iu  favor  of  free  sugar,  both  raw  and 
refined,  but  recognizing  that  under  the  circumstances  there  must  be 
concessions,  I  said  to  the  Finance  Committee,  in  the  only  interview 
which  I  had  with  that  committee  or  with  any  member  of  the  committee 
on  the  sugar  question,  that  I  was  willing  to  concede  and  vote  for  a 
revenue  duty  on  sugar.  I  preferred  it  should  be  ad  valorem,  but 
would  be  governed  by  the  decision  of  the  committee  as  to  whether  it 
should  be  ad  valorem  or  specific.  I  would  be  satisfied  to  concede  and 
vote  for  any  differential  in  favor  of  the  refiners,  provided  that  it  should 
not,  directly  or  indirectly,  exceed  one-half  the  differential  which  had 
been  allowed  in  the  McKinley  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  this  conversation  with  the  Finance  Committee 
to  which  you  refer  after  the  first  schedule  was  reported  f 

Senator  Brice.  ISTo,  sir;  it  was  before  my  first  meeting  with  Mr. 
navemeyer;  and  since  March  7,  when  I  met  Mr.  Havemeyer  first,  I 
have  not  been  in  the  Finance  Committee,  and  have  not  met  the  Finance 
Committee,  nor  have  I  had  any  conversation  with  the  members  of  the 
Finance  Committee  on  the  subject  of  the  sugar  schedule,  or  with  any- 
one of  them. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  advise  anyone  or  ask  the  influence  of  any- 
one in  favor  of  a  change  from  specific  rates  to  the  ad  valorem! 

Senator  Brice.  I  did  not;  my  attitude,  so  far  as  the  sugar  question 
was  concerned,  was  entirely  indifferent.  It  was  to  be  sativsfied  with 
whatever  conclusion  the  Finance  Committee  arrived  at,  subject  to  roy 
request  of  them  that  they  should  not  give  any  higher  differential  in 
favor  of  refined  greater  than  one-half  of  that  in  the  McKinley  or 
existing  act.  My  interest  in  the  tariff  bill  was  entirely  in  other  sched- 
ules— general  manufacturing  and  commercial  interests. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  talked  with 
nobody  about  the  sugar  schedule  after  the  first  one  was  reported? 

Senator  Brice.  No  one  connected  with  the  Finance  Committee.  I 
have  had  general  discussions  with  Senators  as  to  the  effect  of  ad  valo- 
rem and  specific  duties,  and  the  effect  of  putting  the  tariff  in  operation 
on  a  given  date,  the  date  of  the  passage  of  the  bill,  or  extending  the 
time  to  the  1st  of  January  as  when  it  should  be  effective,  but  I  have 
had  no  preferences,  except  as  indicated. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  those  conversations  you  did  not  argue 

Senator  Brice.  I  made  no  condition  or  requirement  that  there  should 
be  any  particular  thing  done  with  sugar.  I  was  not  concerned  about 
that  portion  of  the  bill,  except  in  a  general  way,  as  every  Senator  is. 

Senator  Allen.  Senator,  I  understand,  then,  that  you  have  and  have 
had  no  concern  whatever  in  the  sugar  schedule  any  more  than  any  otlierf 

Senator  Brice.  Absolutely  none. 

Senator  Allen.  Only  that  based  upon  your  duty  as  a  Senator? 

Senator  Brice.  Absolutely  no  more.  And  1  have  not  sought  to  intlK 
ence  the  action  of  the  Finance  Committee  or  anyone  of  its  members, 
directly  or  indirectly,  on  the  sugar  question,  other  than  to  indicate  my 
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feeling  that  they  onght  not  to  go  further  than  one-half  the  protection 
given  by  the  McKinley  bill. 

Senator  Allen.  Any  pecuniary  interest  you  had  or  may  have  had 
daring  the  pendency  of  this  bill  would  not  be  affected  whether  the 
fchedule  was  adopted  upon  sugar  or  not  Y 

Senator  Bricte.  Kot  the  slightest;  nor  any  other  thing  that  there  is 
in  the  tariff  bill,  as  I  say,  from  the  enacting  clause  to  the  end  of  the 
fre.e  list.  I  was  concerned,  of  course,  with  the  question  of  corpora- 
tions in  the  income  tax. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  recognized  the 
necessity  of  putting  a  tax  upon  sugar  Y 

Senator  Brice.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  explain  that,  if  you  will. 

Senator  Brice.  I  recognize  the  fact  that  the  bill  must  have  43  votes 
to  pass,  and  that  43  votes  could  not  be  obtained  for  the  bill  unless 
there  was  a  duty  on  sugar. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  recognize  anything  in  the  condition  of  the 
fiscal  affairs  of  the  Government  which  demanded  a  tax  on  sugar? 

Senator  Brioe.  I  believed,  as  a  lawmaker,  that  it  was  proper  to  put 
a  revenue  duty  on  sugar;  that  there  was  a  necessity  for  some  tax  to 
make  up  the  deficit  left  by  the  Wilson  bill  as  it  left  the  House,  and  that 
it  was  proper  to  make  that  up  by  a  duty  on  sugar.  I  farther  had  some 
question  as  to  whether  putting  the  income  tax  into  this  bill  was  a  judi- 
cious act  under  the  circumstances,  and  believed  that  if  a  revenue 
duty  were  put  on  sugar  it  might  provide  for  the  deficit  without  the 
necessity  of  resorting  to  the  income  tax. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  there  anything  in  the  condition  of  the  Treas- 
ury, or  its  probable  condition,  that  made  you  recognize  the  necessity 
for  the  sugar  taxY 

Senator  Brice.  Yes;  the  actual  deficit  for  this  year,  and  the  proba- 
ble deficit  for  the  future  under  the  Wilson  bill,  would  put  the  Treasury 
in  such  a  condition  that  such  a  tax  was  natural  and  proper.  When  I 
said  I  was  opposed  to  any  tax  on  sugar  whatever  as  representing  my 
own  people  I  thought  they  would  prefer  to  have  free  sugar,  but  recog- 
nized that  the  circumstances  were  such  that  it  was  not  possible  to 
gratify  that  feeling  on  the  part  of  my  constituents. 

Senator  Davis.  You  reco^ized  the  fact  that  it  was  necessary  to 
have  43  votes  to  pass  the  billY 

Senator  Brice.  I  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  it  seem  that  to  get  those  43  votes  it  was  neces- 
sary to  have  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar  Y 

Senator  Brice.  It  did  not;  no  particular  thing  was  necessary,  but 
I  can  say  that  a  duty  on  sugar  in  some  form  was  essential  to  secure 
the  passage  oi  the  bill. 

Senator  Davis.  A  sugar  duty  was  necessary  to  secure  the  Louisiana 
votet 

Senator  Brice.  Some  duty  on  sugar  was  necessary  for  satisfying 
the  opinion  of  various  Senators.  Those  opinions  were  stronger  in 
some  cases  than  in  others.  It  was  not  the  Louisiana  Senators  alone 
who  believed  that  a  tax  on  sugar,  but  Senators  who  did  not  like  the 
income  tax,  and  were  not  locally  interested  in  sugar,  insisted  on  the 
tax  on  sugar,  with  the  idea  that  it  would  make  unnecessary  the  putting 
in  of  the  income  tax. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  ask  you  in  that  connection  whether,  to  your 
knowledge,  there  was  not  quite  a  numbei*  of  Senators  who  believed 


444  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMP18   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

that  in  a  proper  tariff  bill  a  tax  on  sugar  was  a  necessary  element  at 
a  revenue  tax  Y 

Senator  Bricb.  I  think  that  a  majority  of  the  Democratic  Senators 
were  of  that  opinion. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  not  true,  so  far  as  you  know,  that  the  LoiiiS; 
ana  Senators  preferred  the  present  McKinley  actio  any  tax  upon  sngar! 

Senator  Brice.  I  can  not  say  that  the  Louisiana  Senators  did. 
Tliere  was  undoubtedly  a  very  strong  element  in  their  own  State— a 
powerful  and  influential  element  in  their  own  State — that  ¥nould  have 
preferred  the  McKinley  act  to  remain  on  the  statute  books. 

Senator  Allen.  They  would  be  benefited  more  by  the  McKinlej 
act  than  by  this  bill? 

Senator  Brioe.  So  £eu:  as  the  Senators  spoke  for  the  stronii^  element 
in  their  State,  tliey  would  have  been  satisfied  with  the  McKinley  act, 
but  they  had  also  their  general  views  as  lawmakers  for  the  whole 
country,  and  as  members  of  the  Democratic  party. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  I  understand  that  the  Louisiana  Senators  pre- 
ferred specific  duties? 

Senator  Brice.  They  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  not  at  their  request  that  thet;hange  was  made 
to  ad  valorem? 

Senator  Brioe.  From  specific  to  ad  valorem;  no. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Was  that  done  owing  to  the  wishes  of  a  majority 
of  the  Democratic  Senators? 

Senator  Brice.  I  have  no  means  of  arriving  at  the  opinion  of  the 
Democratic  Senators  or  the  majority  of  them  on  that  subject,  but 
having  expressed  my  own  opinion  to  the  Finance  Committee,  which 
opinion  I  also  expressed  to  other  individual  Democrats  when  the  sab- 
joct  was  under  discussion,  I  allowed  that  matter  to  take  its  own 
course;  but  I  will  say  that  I  think  the  majority  of  the  Democratic 
Senators  have  been  in  favor  of  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar  as  well  as 
on  all  other  articles  wherever  practicable. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  that  form  of  duty  carried  originally? 

Senator  Brice.  Ad  valorem? 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Brice.  That  form  of  duty  was  carried  in  the  first  draft  of 
the  Finance  Subcommittee's  report.  In  the  first  Democratic  caufos 
the  ad  valorem  principle  was  carried  for  almost  everything  in  the  bill 

Senator  Lodge.  That  was  not  the  reported  draft? 

Senator  Brice.  No;  it  was  changed  after  that,  materially.  It  was 
changed  in  many  cases  before  the  report  of  March  11  was  made. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  that  earlier  report  carry  an  ad  valorem  on 
sngar! 

Senator  Brice.  It  did  not.  It  had  a  specific  duty  on  QVigor  aud  a 
specific  duty  on  coal. 

Senator  Lodge.  As  reported? 

Senator  Brice.  As  suggested  by  the  subcommittee  to  the  first 
Democratic  caucus,  and  substantially  as  reported  in  the  first  draft  It 
was  a  specific  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound. 

Senator  Lodge.  Not  a  graded  duty? 

Senator  Brice.  Not  a  polariscope  duty;  an  arbitrary  duty  of  1  cent 
a  pound  on  all  sugars. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Since  the  gentlemen  have  gone  into  an  iuvestiga- 
tion  of  the  interior  workings  of  the  Democratic  party,  and  asked  yon 
about  matters  which  I  do  not  believe  were  within  the  scope  of  the 
investigation,  1  vfiW  a»VL  ^oMiii  ^o\i  have  made  any  investigations  on 
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the  subject  of  the  operations  of  the  specific  as  compared  with  ad 
valorem  dntiesY 

Senator  Bbige.  I  have  made  enough  to  satisfy  my  own  mind. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  conclasion  did  you  reach? 

Senator  Bbice.  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  an  ad  valorem  duty 
on  sugar  was  the  only  proper  duty  to  be  levied  on  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  made  investigations  as  to  the  other 
question,  the  proper  time  for  the  sugar  duties  to  take  effect,  and  the 
reason  therefor! 

Senator  Brige.  I  made  a  very  careful  investigation  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  time  when  the  law  shall  take  effect. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Will  you  give  the  Committee  the  benefit  of  the 
researches,  conclusions,  and  data  upon  which  you  base  those  conclu- 
sions! 

Senator  Bbice.  Advancing  the  tariff  or  putting  a  tariff  on  an  article 
previously  on  the  free  list  is  of  advantage  to  the  holders  of  the  stock  of 
that  article  on  the  day  when  the  tax  goes  into  effect.  The  greatest 
advantage  will  be  on  the  day  on  which  the  greatest  stock  can  possibly 
be  on  hand.  As  to  whether  the  holders  of  sugar,  whether  refiners  or 
speculators,  will  get  a  greater  or  less  profit,  if  it  goes  into  effect  on  the 
1st  day  of  July  this  year,  or  the  1st  of  January  next  year,  depends 
upon  when  the  greatest  amount  of  sugar  can  possibly  be  held  by  these 
refiners. 

The  time  when  the  sugar  crop  matures,  and  the  time  when  the  con- 
sumption of  su^&r  is  greatest,  determine  that  question.  The  great 
sugar  crop  of  the  world  matures  so  that  it  is  brought  into  this  country 
in  the  spring  precisely  at  the  time  when  the  greatest  consumption  com- 
mences, the  greatest  consumption  being  in  the  months  of  July,  August, 
and  September,  the  summer  season,  when  it  is  used  in  fruits  and  in 
beverages.  It  is  not  possible,  commercially,  to  acquire  arid  hold  it 
without  taking  it  entirely  out  of  the  market  and  making  a  sugar 
famine,  which  of  itself  would  put  up  the  price  and  induce  the  holders 
to  dispose  of  it.  It  is  not  possible,  in  my  judgment,  to  acquire  as 
large  a  stock  and  have  it  on  hand  on  the  1st  day  of  January  as  on 
the  1st  day  of  July. 

I  have  looked  over  the  reports  of  the  stock  on  hand — visible  supply 
of  sugar  for  the  past  five  years — and  they  show  that  the  greatest  stock 
on  hand  is,  ordinarily,  along  about  the  Ist  of  June,  and  the  impor- 
tations come  along  in  those  months.  It  would  be  natural  that  the 
sugar  refiners  and  speculators,  seeing  that  the  law  was  likely  to  pass 
at  this  session  of  Congress,  and,  ordinarily,  would  take  effect  imme- 
diately after  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  would,  in  anticipation, 
acquire  and  have  on  hand  as  large  a  stock  of  sugars  as  possible.  That 
conjecture  is  borne  out  by  the  fact  that  on  the  1st  day  of  June,  twelve 
days  since,  there  wason  hand  in  the  four  ports  of  the  Atlantic  coast  more 
than  twice  the  ordinary  supply  of  sugar. 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  the  corresponding  season  of  the  year! 

Senator  Bbice.  At  the  corresponding  season.  The  largest  stock  of 
sugar  ever  known  in  this  country.  I  do  not  believe  that  it  would  be 
possible  for  them  to  keep  it  out  of  consumption  and  import  enough  to 
equal  on  January  1  that  which  they  to-day  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  had  occasion  to  investigate,  and,  if  so, 
give  the  result  of  your  investigation,  the  effect  that  the  legislation  of 
1890,  commonly  called  the  McKinley  bill,  had  upon  the  stocks  of  the 
then  sugar  trust,  and  those  who  ai'terw^vds  became  members  of  the 
sugar  trust! 
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Senator  Brice.  I  have.  Since  tliis  discussion  has  been  going  on  as 
to  speculations  during  this  year,  I  have  examined  the  market  quota- 
tions for  the  first  half  of  1890,  during  which  the  McKinley  bill  was  in 
progress  through  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  desire  that  you  should  erive  the  results  of  your 
investigation. 

Senator  Brioe.  The  sugar  trust  was  formed  in  1887,  with  a  capital 
of  $50,000,000.  The  stock  was  listed  in  one  of  the  departments  of  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  on  February  20, 1889,  about  one  year  and 
a  half  before  the  passage  of  the  McKinley  bill.  The  dealings  were  enor- 
mous all  through  theyear  1890,  and  the  fluctuations  werevery  great.  The 
McKinley  bill  was  in  the  House  of  Representatives  from  January  until 
April.  Passing  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  in  April,  1890,  it  came 
into  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  was  in  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  until  May  of  that  year.  Tbe  value  on  the  market  of  the 
sugar-trust  certificates  in  January  was  50  cents  on  the  dollar. 

During  the  month  of  January  it  fluctuated  between  50  and  60,  with 
as  wide  or  wider  fluctuations  in  each  of  tbe  four  following  months.  So 
that  when  the  bill  bad  passed  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  and  bad 
been  favorably  considered  and  settled  in  the  Senate  Finance  Commit 
tee  in  May  the  sugar-trust  certificates  had  advanced  to  95,  an  advance 
of  45  points,  or  $22,500,000  computed  on  the  capital  of  the  sugar  trust, 
or  $33,750,000  if  the  other  twenty-five  millions  which  were  added  a  few 
months  afterwards  as  representing  the  Spreckels,  Harrison,  and  Knight 
reiineries  are  taken  into  account.  During  tbe  fall  of  1890  the  Baring 
panic  temporarily  depressed  sugar-trust  certificates,  as  well  as  other 
securities  in  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  but  as  soon  as  that  bad 
gone  by  the  sugar-trust  certificates  went  above  par,  and  eventually, 
under  the  operations  of  the  McKinley  act,  reached  134  or  135. 

Senator  Allen.  Which  would  be  how  much  of  an  advance? 

Senator  Bbioe.  Which  would  be  an  advance  from  January,  1890, 
when  the  McKinley  bill  was  initiated,  of  85  points,  or  $42,500,000  on 
the  sugar-trust  certificates,  and  an  advance  of  $63,750,000  on  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Refining  Company's  stock,  the  company  which  succeeded  the 
trust. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  that  a  greater  advance  than  there  has  thus  &r 
been  during  the  pendency  of  the  present  bill? 

Senator  Bbige.  The  fluctuations  in  that  year  were  greater  than  they 
have  been  during  the  consideration  of  the  present  bill.  I  say  they 
were  greater.  The  dealings  in  1890  amounted  to  over  8,000,000  shares, 
or  $800,000,000. 

Senator  Allen.  During  that  period  you  speak  of? 

Senator  Bbice.  During  1890;  yes,  on  the  New  York  stock  exchange. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  computed  what  the  total  number  of  shares 
dealt  in  on  the  New  York  stock  exchange  since  tbe  first  of  January.  I 
mean  sugar  certificates? 

Senator  Bbice.  It  is  easily  accesible,  but  I  do  not  recollect  it  I 
have  not  computed  it. 
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SWOEH  STATEMEHT  OF  8EHAT0B  WILLIAM  E.  CHAVDLEE. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Are  you  a  Seuator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Kew  Hampshire  Y 

Senator  Chandler.  I  an. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sncht 

Senator  Chandler.  Since  the  year  1887. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate Y 

Senator  Chandler.  Constantly. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Chandler.  ISTot  to  my  recollection  I  believe  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Com- 
pany? 

Senator  Chandler.  I  have  not. 

Seuator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Chandler.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks, 
or  a])eculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on  your  account,  or  given  you  to 
understand  that  you  would  share  in  the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such 
stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  pur- 
cbase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money 
to  your  credit? 

Senator  Chandler.  No  one  has. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  trans- 
action in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Chandler.  No  one  was. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  auring  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Chandler.  No  one  has. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sngar  Eetining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Chandler.  I  have  not. 

8W0EE  STATEMEHT  OF  SEEATOE  WILKIESOE  CALL. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Florida? 

Senator  Call.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Call.  I  was  elected  to  take  my  seat  on  the  4th  of  March, 
1879. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  lieen  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  daring  the  i>endency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Call.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi 
rectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Call,  ^ot  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company? 

Senator  Call.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  coucemed  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Call.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Call.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  oi 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Call.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company  during  the  x)eriod  heretofore  mentioned. 

Senator  Call.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its 
employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Call.  I  have  not. 


8W0BH  STATEMEHT  OF  8EHAT0E  JOSSPH  M.  CABET. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  ftom  the 
State  of  Wyoming? 

Senator  Carey.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Caeey.  I  was  sworn  in  December,  1890. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  i>endency  of  the  taritt  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Cakey,  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Carey.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge,  Hav^  ^^oxx  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirecuyj 
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Since  the  begiuning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sagar  BeJiuing 
Company? 

Senator  Cabey.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  Y 

Senator  Carey.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Carey.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  trans- 
action in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Carey.  He  or  they  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Cabey.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Cabey.  I  have  not. 


8W0BH  8TATEKEHT  OF  8EHAT0E  8HELBT  M.  CTJIXOM. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Illinois? 

Senator  Cullom.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Cullom.  Since  4th  of  March,  1883. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Cullom.  All  the  time  except  about  three  weeks. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  afiect  its  value? 

Senator  Cullom.  Not  a  word. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
iDg  Company? 

Senator  Cullom.  Not  a  penny's  worth  of  any  kind  of  stock. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Cullom.  Not  directly  or  indirectly  in  any  possible  way. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  accou.\SLt<^  qx  \^ 
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your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  -credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Culloh.  Kot  a  cent  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  x)er8on  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tions in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Cullom.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of;  if  he  had  been  I  would 
have  discharged  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  t 

Senator  Cullom.  Not  a  penny's  worth. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Cullom.  Never, 


8W0BH  8TATEMEHT  OF  SEVATOB  RICHARD  OOEB.     (Becalled.) 

The  Chaibhan.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Texas  f 

Senator  Coke.  I  am. 

The  ChaibmAN.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Coke.  I  have  been  such  since  4th  of  March,  1877. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Coke.  All  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi* 
rectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca* 
lated  to  affect  its  value  Y 

Senator  Coke.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stocks  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  BefiniDg 
Company  ? 

Senator  Coke.  None  at  all;  never  owned  a  dollar's  worth  of  stock  of 
any  kind  in  my  life. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates f 

Senator  Coke.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yoor 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Coke.  No,  sirj  nothing  of  that  sort;  if  any  money  has  been 
placed  to  my  credit  I  have  not  heard  of  it. 
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The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned Y 

Senator  Coke.  No;  nobody. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Coke.  No,  to  all.  I  have  never  held  any  such  certificates, 
and  never  held  one  in  my  life. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
Ajnerican  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  Y 

Senator  Coke.  No,  sir;  I  have  not.  I  want  to  make  the  negative  to 
all  t^ese  questions  just  as  broad  as  can  be  made. 

8W0BV  STATEMENT  OF  8EHAT0E  FEAHCIS  M.  COCKEELL. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Missouri? 

Senator  Cookbkll.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodqe.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  Cookbsll.  Since  the  4th  of  March,  1875. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  at1;endauce  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  Y 

Senator  Cogksell.  1  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called^  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value  t 

Senator  Cookbell.  I  have  given  no  information  of  any  kind  what- 
ever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
GompanyY 

Senator  Cogksell.  Not  a  solitary  cent's  worth  of  that  kind  of  stock 
or  any  other  kind  of  stock. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  ? 

Senator  Cockbell.  JS'o;  no  one  directly  or  indirectly. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  promised 
or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  ? 

Senator  Cockbell.  No  one  in  any  manner^  shape,  or  form. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Cockbell.  No  one  has  been. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon,  or  has  aay  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Cockrell.  Kone  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Cockrell.  I  have  not  been,  and  do  not  know  a  solitary 
individual  who  is  connected  with  it. 


8W0BH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOB  JOSEPH  V.  DOLPH. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Oregon? 

Senator  Dolph.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  suchY 

Senator  Dolph.  My  term  commenced  the  4th  of  March,  1883. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Dolph.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcn- 
lated  to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Dolph.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  ? 

Senator  Dolph.  I  have  not,  either  durin|^  the  present  Congress  or 
ever  purchased,  owned,  or  sold  any  such  stock. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  oi)eration,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stock  or  certificates  t 

Senator  Dolph.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  yon  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  plaee  such  money  to  your  credit f 

Senator  Dolph.  No. 

Seantor  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  ^e  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Dolph.  No,  and  never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned f  or  have  you,  at  any 
time,  been  in  its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Dolph.  No,  and  never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  th<> 
i^merican  Sugar  Eefining  Company  t 

Senator  Dolph.  15o,  aninsvet. 
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BWOElf  STATEMEHT  OF  SEHATOB  JAMES  McMULAH. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Michigan  Y 

Senator  McMillan.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  yon  been  sucht 

Senator  McMillan.  Between  five  and  six  years. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  McMillan.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi* 
rectly,  to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value  Y 

Senator  McMillan.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  st(K)k  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Com- 
pany! 

Senator  McMillan.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  Y 

Senator  McMillan.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  sx)eculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share 
in  the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  McMillan.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  McMillan.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  McMillan.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  tbe 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  McMillan.  I  have  not. 


8W0EV  STATEMEHT  OF  SEHATOB  HEWTOH  C.  BLAHGHAED. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Louisiana  t 

Senator  Blanchabd.  I  have  been  since  the  12th  of  last  March  and 
my  testimony  will  cover  the  period  I  have  been  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present 
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session  of  Congress  dnring  the  pendency  of  Jthe  tariff  bill  in  the 
Senate? 

Senator  Blanchakd.  1  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  yon  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly,  to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so-called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Keiining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Blanohabd.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirecfly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company? 

Senator  Bulnohabd.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  Blanghabd.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  o^  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  plaoe  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Blanchabd.  !N'o,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  other  per- 
son in  your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  d 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stock  or  certificates  during  the  x>eriod  mentioned? 

Senator  Blanohabd.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Be- 
fining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Blanohabd.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Blanchabd.  I  have  not. 

8W0BN  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOE  JOHH  W.  DAVIEL. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Virginia? 

Senator  Daniel.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Danibl.  I  was  elected  a  Senator  by  the  legislature  of  Vir- 
ginia in  1885,  taking  my  seat  on  the  4th  of  March,  1887,  and  was  re- 
elected for  the  term  commencing  March  4, 1893. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Daniel.  1  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Danibl.  1  have  liot  \i^  ^t^^  vafotmation  on  the  subject 
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except  SQch  as  was  open  and  accessible  to  all  men.  I  do  not  know  any 
member  or  representative  or  person  in  any  way  connected  with  the 
company  mentioned,  and  I  have  given  no  information  to  any  one  on 
the  subject. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certihcates  of  the  American  Sugar  KeHn- 
ing  Company? 

Senator  Daniel.  I  have  not,  nor  any  other  stock. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  Y 

Senator  Daniel.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  books,  or  speculated  in  any  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreea  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  Y 

Senator  Daniel.  They  certainly  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated,  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Daniel.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Daniel.  ISoj  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Daniel.  I  have  not. 


8W0BH  8TATEMEHT  OF  8EHAT0E  WILLIAM  P.  FETE. 

■ 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Maine  Y 

Senator  Fbye.  Yes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  such. 

Senator  Fbye.  Thirteen  years. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present 
session  of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  Y 

Senator  Fbye«  All  the  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  in- 
directly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value  t 

Senator  Fryb.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing Company? 

Senator  Fbtb.  No,  sir. 


456  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  t 

Senator  Fryb.  No^ir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  slocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Frye.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transao- 
tion  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Fryb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned f 

Senator  Frye.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  lieflning  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwiset 

Senator  Frye.  No,  sir. 


SWOBV  STATEMENT  OF  SEVATOB  CHARLES  J.  FAULKHEB. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  West  Virginia  f 

Senator  Faulkner.  I  am. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Faulkner.  Since  May,  1887. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Faulkner.  I  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Elave  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company^  that  was  intended  or  ealca* 
lated  to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Faulkner.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly» 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress  any  so-called  sugar  stock 
or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefinmg  Com- 
pany f 

Senator  Faulkner.  I  have  not,  and  would  not  know  how  to  do  it  ii 
I  wanted  to. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates t 

Senator  Faulkner.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
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your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  sach  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Faulkneb.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  or  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tions in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Faulkner.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  t 

Senator  Faulkneb.  Not  to  my  knowledge;  none. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with,  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  I 

Senator  Faulkneb.  Never. 


SWOBV  STATEMEVT  of  SEVATOB  JACOB  E.  GALLIHGEB. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire! 

Senator  Gallingeb.  I  am. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  Gallingeb.  Since  the  4th  day  of  March,  1891. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present 
session  of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate t 

Senator  Gallinger.  Almost  every  day,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value  t 

Senator  Gallingeb.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
8ince  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress  any  so-called  su^ar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  f 

Senator  Gallingeb.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  t 

Senator  Gallingeb.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  promised 
or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Gallingeb.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned t 

Senator  Gallingeb.  No. 


458  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
auy  iiucb  clerk,  owned  or  held  certiAcates  of  the  American  Sugar  fie- 
fining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned ! 

Senator  Gallingeb.  Ko. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  io 
it-s  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Gallingeb.  I  have  not. 


SWO&H  STATEMEVT  OF  SEVATOB  FEED.  T.  DTJBOia 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Idaho  f 

Senator  Dubois.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Dubois.  Since  the  4th  of  March,  1890. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senatef 

Senator  Dubois.  I  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  value  t 

Senator  Dubois.  No. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectlj, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so  called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company? 

Senator  Dubois.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  t 

Senator  Dubois.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or 
in  your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such 
stocks  on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would 
share  in  any  of  the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  fitock,  or  placed 
auy  money  to  your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  d 
such  stock,  or  promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  creditt 

Senator  Dubois.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Dubois.  They  have  not  been  interested;  no  one  connected 
with  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise t 

Senator  Dubois.  I  have  not;  I  never  have  had  any  connectioB  wiib 
them  in  any  way. 
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8W0BH  STATEMEirr  OF  8EVAT0R  JAMES  Z.  GEORGE. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Mississippi? 

Senator  Geobge.  I  am. 

Senator  Lindsay,  flow  long  have  you  been  sncht 

Senator  Geobge.  A  little  over  thirteen  years. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Geobge.  Very  generally;  I  think  every  day. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or 
indirectly,  to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the 
stock  of  the  American  Sugar  fiefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or 
calculated  to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Geobge.  I  did  not  have  information  to  give,  and  knew 
nothing  except  what  was  pubHc  to  everybody,  and  made  no  communi- 
cation to  anybody  with  reference  to  affecting  their  conduct  in  relation 
to  the  sugar  trust. 

Senatob  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly; 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eeln- 
ing  Company  t 

Senator  Geobge.  Not  a  bit  of  it;  not  one  cent. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation, 
whether  by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Geobge.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stock,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stock 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stock,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit f 

Senator  Geobge.  Well,  now,  so  far  as  that  relates  to  any  matter  of 
which  I  may  have  personal  knowledge,  I  answer,  no.  What  people 
may  have  done  without  my  knowledge  and  consent  I  do  not  know,  but 
I  do  not  believe  anything  of  that  sort  has  been  done. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
Btock  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Geobge.  Ko. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
^ny  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
ng  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Geobge.  IN^ot  so  far  as  I  know  or  believe. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  at  anytime  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  anytime  been  in 
.ts  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwiset 

Senator  Geobge.  lif ever. 
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8W0BV  STATEMEirr  OF  SEVATOB  CHARLES  H.  OIBSOV. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  yoa  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Maryland! 

Senator  Gibson.  I  am. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Gibson.  Since  December,  1891. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate f 

Senator  Gibson.  I  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  vtdue? 

Senator  Gibson.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befinisg 
Company! 

Senator  Gibson.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest^ 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stock  or  certificates  t 

Senator  Gibson.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stock,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stock 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stock,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  promised 
or  agreed  to  place  6uch  money  to  your  credit  t 

Senator  Gibson.  !None,  whatever. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Gibson.  None,  sir,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Gibson.  Kone,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you^  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Gibson.  I  have  not. 

SWORN  STATEMENT    OF  SENATOR  ISHAM  G.  HARRI&    (Recalled.) 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate' 

Senator  Habbis.  Almost  the  entire  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  ind^ 
rectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  orcalca 
lated  to  affect  its  value  t 
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Senator  Harris.  Kever. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company! 

Senator  Harris.  I  have  not  during  the  present  Congress  or  at  any 
other  time. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation, 
whether  by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Harris.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or 
in  your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock,  or  pro- 
mised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit t 

Senator  Harris.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Harris.  None. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
mg  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Harris.  Never. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Harris.  Never. 


8W0BH  STATEMEHT  OF  SEVATOB  GEORGE  F.  HOAE. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  vou  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  MassaehusettST 

Senator  Hoar.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Hoar.  I  took  my  seat  here  on  the  4th  day  of  March,  1887, 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Hoar.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
^•ectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
cjulated  to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Hoar.  I  have  not,  nor  any  other  information  to  such  per- 
son. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
^ince  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
^tock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin 
ing  Company! 

Senator  Hoar.  1  have  not,  nor  any  other  stock  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
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direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  HoAB.  I  have  not,  nor  indeed  in  any  other  operation 
whatever. 

Senator  LoraE.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stock,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stock  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yonr 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Hoab.  No,  sir.    No  person  has  done  anything  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Lodqe.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ^  or  auy  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Hoab.  No  such  person  has  been  so  interested. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  auring  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Hoab.  I  am  quite  sure  no  such  person  has  held  any  sach 
stock. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otiierwiset 

Senator  Hoab.  Never. 


8W0&N  STATEXEHT  OF  SESATOB  EVGEIE  HAIB. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire? 

Senator  Hale.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Hale.  Thirteen  years. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Hale.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Hale.  I  have  given  no  information,  for  I  have  had  no 
information  to  give. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly^ 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sagar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company! 

Senator  Halb.  I  never  bought  any  of  that  or  any  other  kind  of 
stock  in  my  life,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Hale.  Never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  ^ 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
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yoor  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Hale.  No. 

Seuator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Hale.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Ee- 
fining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Hale.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Hale.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  the  least  thing  about  it. 


SWOBV  STATBMEVT  OF  SEVATOB  HEVBT  0.  HANSBBOVGH. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  North  Dakota  t 

Senator  Hansbrough.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Hansbrough.  Since  March,  189 L 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate f 

Senator  Hansbrough.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value  t 

Senator  Hansbsough.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stocks  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eeiin- 
ing  Company! 

Senator  Hansbrough.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stock  or  certificates! 

Senator  Hansbrough.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or 
in  your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
t:he  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stock,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Hansbrough.  No  one. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
3rour  emplov ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 


464  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,   ETC. 

the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questioTis,  in  any  traofr 
action  in  sngar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentionedf 

Senator  Hansbrough.  None  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you.  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  oi 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Re- 
fining company,  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Hansbrough.  I  have  not,  and  they  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Sl^nator  Hansbrough.  I  have  not. 


SWOBN  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  JOSEPH  B.  HAWLET. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  yon  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Connecticut! 

Senator  Hawlet.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Hawley.  Thirteen  years  last  March,  I  think. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tarifiL'  bill  in  the  Senate f 

Senator  Hawley.  I  have  missed  but  two  or  three  days. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information^  directly  or  iodi- 
rectly,  to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Hawley.  I  have  not  given  them  any.  I  never  had  any 
until  it  appeared  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company? 

Senator  Hawley.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Hawley.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stock,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yonr 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock,  or  prom- 
'  ised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  creditt 

Senator  Hawley.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction 
in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentionedf 

Senator  Hawley.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family^  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugtf 
Eefining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Hawley.  No. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Have  yoa,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sngar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  youi  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  £Lawi4EY.  Inc. 


SWO&H  STATEMENT  OF  8EVAT0B  AHTHONT  HlOOnrS. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Delaware  f 

Senator  Higkmns.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sncht 

Senator  Higgins.  Since  the  ith  of  March,  189  . 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  dnring  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Higgins.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Higkmns.  Kone  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called,  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  t 

Senator  Higgins.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Higgins.  I  have  not  ' 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stock,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  ox>eration  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock,  or  promised 
or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  t 

Senator  Higgins.  No  one  has. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ^  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  oi  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stock  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Higgins.  None;  certainly  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  Ainerican  Sugar 
Eefining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Higgins.  None. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwiset 

Senator  Higgins.  I  have  not. 

3(1  BRI 
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8W0BH  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  DAVH)  BENNET  HILL. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Kew  York! 

Senator  Hill.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  yon  been  sncht 

Senator  Hill.  My  term  began  in  March,  1891.  I  was  not  sworn  in 
nntil  Jannary,  1892. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Hill.  During  the  greater  portion  of  the  time  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefbiing  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  effect  its  value  f 

Senator  Hill.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Com- 
pany? 

Senator  Hill.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  Hill.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  S))eculated  in  any  of  such  stocks, 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  t 

Senator  Hill.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  x>er8on  in 
your  employ^  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sagar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Hill.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Hill.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  io 
its  employ,  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Hill.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Caffery,  being  asked  if  he  had  ever  had  a 
conference  with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  stated  in  his  testimony  before  tins 
committee  that  he  had  met  him  at  Senator  Brice's  house,  and  he  was 
then  asked  who  were  there  and  he  said : 

My  then  ooUeagne,  Senator  White,  who  perhaps — weU  he  was  there.  I  thin^ 
Senator  HiU  was  there.  I  do  not  remember  whether  Gorman  was  there  or  not,  ^^^ 
I  think  he  was. 

Do  you  recollect  that  occasion  f 

Senator  Hill.  I  recall  two  occasions  when  I  was  at  Senator  Bric^'^ 
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Aonse,  when,  I  think,  Senator  Oaffery  was  there.  I  do  not  recall  any 
occasions  I  was  ever  at  Senator  Brice's  house  when  Mr.  Havemeyer 
was  there. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yon  did  not  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  Senator  Brice's 
on  either  occasion? 

Senator  Hill.  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  seeing  Mr.  Havemeyer 
at  Mr.  Brice's  house. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  Senator  Oaffery  speak  of  seeing  him  on  either 
of  the  occasions  you  were  there  t 

Senator  Hill,  ^o,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  the  subject  of  discussion  at  those  meet- 
ings t 

Senator  Hill.  Discussion  of  the  tariff. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  the  sugur  schedule  discussed  f 

Senator  Hill.  The  sugar  schedule  was  discussed,  principally  by 
Senators  Caffery  and  White.  They  did  most  of  the  talking.  I  did  the 
listening,  in  the  main. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  any  other  timet 

Senator  Hill.  Mr.  Havemeyer  called  on  me  twice  at  my  rooms  at  the 
Normandie  Hotel,  in  this  city. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  did  he  say  in  substance  in  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  sugar  schedule  on  those  occasions  t 

Senator  Hill.  In  substance  he  said  he  feared  that  the  sugar  indus- 
try was  not  going  to  be  fairly  treated.  He  urged  reasons  why  there 
should  be  a  duty  upon  sugar. 

Senator  Lodge.  Specific  or  ad  valorem  t 

Senator  Hill.  I  don't  think  he  specified.  The  interviews  were  very 
short,  and  he  did  most  of  the  talking  and  I  did  the  listening. 

Senator  IjODGE.  Did  he  urge  upon  you  to  take  an  interest  in  the 
sugar  schedule  t 

Senator  Hill.  Not  specially. 

The  Chairman.  As  a  Senator  from  his  State  in  which  refineries  were 
located,  did  he  seek  to  interest  youf 

Senator  Hill.  I  think  he  submitted  it  to  my  judgment  as  to  what  I 
ought  to  do,  but  urged  that  the  sugar  interest  shoidd  have  protection. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  from  ^our  State,  is  he  nott 

Senator  Hill.  Yes^  he  lives  in  Long  Island  City. 

The  Chairman.  His  interests  are  to  some  extent  located  there  f 

Senator  Hill.  I  think  so ;  I  do  not  know  where  the  headquarters  of 
the  sugar  trust  are. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Havemeyer  stated  in  his  testimony  that  he 
called  upon  you  twice,  and 

Mr.  Havemeybr.  I  went  over  the  same  subject  with  him,  in  snbstanoe,  without 
my  samplesy  and  wanted  him  to  take  some  active  interest  in  securing  some  protection 
for  the  Amerioan  sugar-refining  industry,  and  likewise  in  the  event  of  it  being 
determined  to  aseeaa  a  doty  on  raw  sugar,  that  it  should  be  assessed  under  the 
ad  valorem  system. 

The  Chairxan.  Did  you  use  any  other  arguments  or  appeals  to  Senator  Hill  than 
those  you  have  given  in  substance? 

Mr.  Havbmetbb.  Except  that  the  industry  was  employing  a  large  number  of  men 
in  his  own  State,  and  that  he  ought  to  take  some  interest  in  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  remind  him  of  any  indebtedness  of  the  Democratic  party 
to  the  sugar  trust  or  industry,  or  to  the  individuals  connected  with  itt 

Mr.  Havbmbtbr.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  you  have  stated,  did  yon  mean  to  state  the  subjects  of 
conversation  at  both  interviews,  or  were  you  conmiing  yourself  to  one,  the  first  f 

Mr.  Uavbmbtbr.  Only  the  first  interview. 

The  Chaibmak.  What  ooouned  at  the  aeoond,  whan  waa  it^  and  how  long  after 
Ihefliatf 
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Mr.  Havbmbtbr.  After  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  had  reported  the  hill  pro- 
riding  for  speciflo  daties.  I  explained  to  him  the  discrimination  in  it,  and  wanted 
him  to  take  some  active  interest  to  have  it  remedied. 

The  Chairman.  What  discrimination t 

Mr.  Havembteb.  The  discrimination  incident  to  assessing  duty  under  specific 
rates,  a  discrimination  of  from  25  to  30  per  cent  on  the  difierent  low  gradee  ofsn^ar. 

The  Chairman.  Did* yon  nse  any  other  a rgument  than  statements  and  explaus- 
tions  of  that  kind  on  that  second  visit  t 

Mr.  Hayemeter.  No.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  agree  to  take  some  interest  in  itf 

Mr.  Havembybr.  No^  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  decline  to  take  any  interest  in  itf 

Mr.  Havbmbtbr.  No,  sir.  I  can  tell  you  what  he  said,  if  it  wonld  be  of  any 
interest. 

The  Chairman.  That  would  he  a  good  way  to  get  at  it. 

Mr.  Havbmbyer.  He  said  he  was  dominn  ted  by  other  interests  at  the  moment.  I 
think  at  the  first  interview  he  had  the  Peckham  matter  in  hand,  and  on  the  second 
interview  he  Iiad  the  income  tax  on  the  brain.  I  felt  that  a  New  York  Senator 
ought  to  be  big  enough,  besides  these  side  interests,  to  have  the  interests  of  his 
state  in  charge;  and  my  visit  was  with  the  intention  to  have  him  take  an  active 
interest  in  an  industry  which  was  imperiled  by  Congressional  action. 

The  Chairman.  Both  of  these  visits  were  visits  that  you  voluntarily  made  to  him 
and  which  he  did  not  seek  from  yout 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Precisely. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  a  Senator  from  your  State  f 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hill.  Mr.  Havemeyer  would  probably  recollect  the  details 
of  the  conversation  better  then  I  would,  because  he  had  the  subject  of 
sugar  on  hand  and  I  had  divers  other  thiugs  on  band.  I  think  I  did 
suggest  that  I  was  giving  some  attention  to  the  income-tax  matter 
then,  another  provision  of  the  tariff  bill.  He  endeavored  to  impress 
upon  me  the  importance  of  the  sugar  industry,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
fairly  treated.  He  said  nothing  improper  or  that  could  not  have  been 
addressed  to  me  in  the  open  Senate  as  well  as  at  my  rooms. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  any  of  the  other  officers  or  representa- 
tives of  the  sugar  trust  f 

Senator  Hill.  I^o;  I  do  not  know  who  the  officers  of  the  sugar 
trust  are. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Mr.  John  E.  Searles 

Senator  Hill.  I  was  standing  in  the  hall  here  in  the  corridors  of 
the  Capitol  once,  and  somebody  introduced  me  to  Mr.  Searles.  ■  I  said 
^^How  do  you  do,"  spoke  to  him  for  a  moment  and  passed  on. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Theodore  Havemeyer! 

Senator  Hill.  I  met  one  of  the  Havemeyers  years  ago,  in  Mr.  Til- 
den's  lifetime,  but  I  cannot  tell  which  one  it  was.  I  do  not  think  I 
would  know  Mr.  Theodore  Havemeyer  if  I  met  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  So  far  as  you  know,  Mr.  Henry  Havemeyer  is  the 
only  person  connected  with  the  trust  whom  you  have  seen  during  the 
present  consideration  of  the  billf 

Senator  Hill.  1  met  Mr.  Reed,  of  Boston.  I  was  introduced  to  him 
years  ago  by  Patrick  A.  Collins,  of  Boston.  I  shook  hands  with  Mr.  Reed 
once  or  twice  in  the  marble  room  of  the  Capitol,  but  have  never  had  any 
talk  with  him  in  regard  to  the  sugar  question. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  anyone  else  in  regard  to  it  except  Mr.  Henry 
Havemeyer? 

Senator  Hill.  I^o,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  his  testimony  which  I  have  read  to  you  is  a 
substantial  account  of  those  interviews? 

Senator  Hill.  Substantially  correct.  He  would  recollect  the  details 
more  than  I  would,  because  at  that  time  I  was  being  deluged  with 
various  arguments  from  the  various  interests  in  the  State  of  New  York. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Was  Mr.  Havemeyer  more  importunate  or  less  so 
than  the  representatives  of  other  interests  afi'ected  by  the  tarifft 

Senator  Hill.  Just  about  the  same. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  interview  at  Senator  Brice's  house  had  no  con- 
nection with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  so  far  as  you  were  concerned  f 
-    Senator  Hell.  None  at  all. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  were  not  aware  that  he  was  sent  for  or  had 
been  in  the  house? 

Senator  Hill.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  the  conversation  on  that  occasion  was  simply 
a  general  discussion  of  the  tariff  bill  t 

Senator  Hill.  Of  the  tariff  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Who  were  present  on  that  occasion  at  Mr.  Brice's 
house  f 

Senator  Hill.  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Gorman,  Senator  White,  Sen- 
ator Gaffery,  Senator  Murphy.    I  think  that  is  all. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  any  agreement  reached  on  that  occasion  in 
regard  to  the  sugar  schedule  f    I  mean  the  attitude  of  those  present. 

Senator  Hill.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Simply  discussed? 

Senator  Hill.  I  was  very  much  wearied  with  the  discussion. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  simply  discussed  and  left  there? 

Senator  Hill.  The  difference  between  ad  valorem  and  specific  duties 
was  gone  over  by  the  Louisiana  Senators,  and  the  interests  of  Louisi- 
ana were  presented  and  urged;  incidentally  other  things  pertaining 
to  the  tariff  bill,  as  Senators  mij^ht  converse  together  in  a  committee 
room,  or  upon  any  otlier  subjecArequiring  legislation. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  notice  that  Senator  Gaffery  left  the  roomt 

Senator  Hill.  I  do  not  recall  such  instance. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  do  not  recall  his  returning  to  the  room  and 
stating  that  he  had  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Havemeyer? 

Senator  Hill.  I  do  not  remember  it. 


8W0BV  STATEMENT  OF  SEVATOB  BPPA  HUirTOV— EaeaUed. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Hunton.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghatbman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Hunton.  None  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company? 

Senator  Hunton.  I  have  not  and  never  did. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Hunton.  None  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks, 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
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the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  t 

Senator  Hunton.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  x>erson  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Hunton.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Bedln- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  t 

Senator  Hunton.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  iu 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Hunton.  No,  sir. 

8W0BV  STATEMEVT  OF  8EVAT0R  DOHELSOV  CAEFEBT— EecaUed. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Caffbry.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Cappery.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stocks,  or 
stock  or  certL&cates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company? 

Senator  Capfery.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Caffery.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yoor 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Caffery.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  ol 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Caffery.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
ing Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  9 

Senator  Caffery.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Havt  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  tlie 
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American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  yon,  at  any  time,  been 
in  its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  f 

Senator  Oaffeby.  I  never  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  When  yon  were  at  Senator  Brice's  that  night,  after 
yon  returned  from  the  interview  with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  were  the  Sen- 
ators all  there  whom  yon  had  been  with  earlier  in  the  evening  f 

Senator  Oaffebt.  I  think  some  one  or  two  had  left,  bat  I  am  not 
I)ositive  on  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  yon  tell  them  about  your  interview  with  Mr. 
Havemeyer  and  the  arguments  he  presented  to  you? 

Senator  Gaffebt.  My  impression  is  now — ^it  is  merely  impression,  a 
pretty  strong  one — ^that  when  I  came  from  Brice's  library,  where  I  had 
an  interview  with  Havemeyer,  there  was  nobody  there  but  Brice  and 
White.  I  think  the  others  had  left.  That  is  my  recollection.  I  am 
not  x>ositive  about  that.  I  think  the  others  left  then  or  shortly  after- 
ward, and  I  think  some  of  them  had  left,  but  I  can  not  be  certain. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  remember  whether  Senator  Hill  was  still 
there? 

Senator  Gaffeby.  My  impression  is  that  Hill  had  left  when  I  came 
back. 


Washington,  D.  0.,  June  16j  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  Ghairman  (Senator Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Lodge, 
Davis,  and  Allen. 

SWORH  BTATEMEHT  OP  BEVATOE  JAHEB  H.  KTLE— EeoaUed. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  South  Dakota? 

Senator  Kyle.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Kyls.  Since  the  3d  of  March,  1891.  My  term  expires  March 
3, 1897. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Gongress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tarifi  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Kyle.  I  have. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Gompany,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Kyle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Gongress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certiiicates,  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  f 

Senator  Kyle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation, 
whether  by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Kyle.  No,  sir. 

Senatior  Lindsay.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or 
in  your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
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on  your  account,  or  ^iven  you  to  understand  that  you  would  Bbaitin 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Kyub.  No^ir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  i)er6on  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Kyle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk  owned  or  held  c^tificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Kyle.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  io 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Kyle.  No,  sir. 


8W0EV  BTATEMEHT  OP  SEVATOE  AVBLEH  J.  KcLATJKnr. 

The  Ohaibman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Mississippi? 

Senator  MoLauein.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  McLaubin.  Since  the  16th  of  February,  1894. 

The  Ohaibman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  McLaubin.  I  have  nearly  aU  the  time.  I  was  absent  at 
home  about  eight  or  ten  days  during  the  month  of  April. 

The  Ohaibman.  Have  you. given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Oompany,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  McLaubin.  I  have  not.  Some  two  or  three  weeks  ago  a 
Mr.  Oxnard,  who  told  me  he  was  a  citizen  of  Nebraska,  asked  me  if  he 
could  get  enough  votes  from  our  side  of  the  Ohamber — I  understood 
him  to  mean  from  the  Democratic  side — to  put  a  bounty  of  1  cent  a 
pound  on  sugar,  and  I  replied  to  him  that  he  could  not.  That  is  about 
the  only  information  I  gave  to  anybody. 

The  Ohaibman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Oongress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Oompany? 

Senator  McLaubin.  I  did  not,  since  the  beginning  of  this  Congress 
nor  at  any  other  time.  I  never  bought  a  particle  of  sugar  stock,  or 
stock  of  any  other  kind,  in  my  life. 

The  Ohaibman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  McLaubin.  I  have  not. 

The  Ohaibman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  such  stocks  on  your 
account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the  profits 
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of  any  operation  in  sach  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your  credit  as 
the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  promised  or 
agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  MgLaurin.  No,  sir;  no  one. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  or  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  McLaurin.  None  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
ing  Company  auring  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  MoLaurin.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been 
in  its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  MoLaubin.  I  have  not. 


BWOKH  STATEMEHT  OP  8EVAT0E  EOOEE  d  MILLS.— Eeoalled. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  fix>m  the 
Btate  of  Texas? 

Senator  Mills.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  yon  been  sucht 

Senator  Mills.  Since  the  4th  of  March,  1892. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Mills.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calculated  to 
affect  its  value? 

Senator  Mills.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company? 

Senator  Mills.  I  have  not;  nor  at  any  other  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Mills.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
yonr  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Mills.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
Hon  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 
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Senator  Mills.  No. 

The  Ohaibjcan.  Have  yon  or  has  any  member  of  yonr  family,  or  mj 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  daring  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Mills.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Betining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Mills.  No. 


BWOEH  TESTIMONY  07  HENET  T.  OZVAED. 

Senator  Allbn.  Where  do  you  reside! 

Mr.  OxNABB.  Grand  Island,  Nebr. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  occupation! 

Mr.  OxNABB.  Beet-sugar  manufacturer  and  producer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  state  if  you  are  at  the  head  of  the  bee^ 
sugar  industry  in  this  country. 

Mr.  OxNABD.  I  think  I  am.  I  am  president  of  the  American  Beet 
Sugar  Association. 

Senator  Allen.  The  other  day  Mr.  Henry  G.  BLavemeyer  spoke 
about  the  Oxnard  Eefining  Factory  and  all  of  them  being  in  the  sxigai 
trust.  You  may  state  if  you,  in  conjunction  with  others,  form^ly 
owned  the  Oxnard  factory! 

Mr.  OxNABD.  In  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  in  connection  with  my  brothers 
and  other  partners,  we  did.  It  was  a  small  refinery.  At  the  time  of 
the  formation  of  the  trust  we  put  it  into  the  trust  and  sold  the  cer- 
tificates of  that  trust  as  soon  as  we  could  afterwards  and  put  the 
money  in  the  beet-sugar  business. 

Senator  Allen.  When  did  you  establish  that  factory — ^the  Oznaid 
factory! 

Mr.  OxNABB.  We  were  there  in  1875. 

Senator  Allen.  When  did  you  sell  it! 

Mr.  OxNABD.  In  1887. 

Senator  Allen.  You  sold  to  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Gom- 
pany! 

Mr.  OxNAEB.  It  was  called  the  Sugar  Befineries  Company  at  that 
time. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  make  an  absolute  sale  to  them! 

Mr.  OXNAED.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  you  ever  a  member  of  the  trust! 

Mr.  OxNAED.  Kever. 

The  Chairman.  How  were  you  paid! 

Mr.  OxNABD.  In  stock  of  the  company. 

Seuator  Allen.  What  did  you  do  with  the  stock  of  the  companyt 

Mr.  OXNAED.  Sold  the  stock. 

Senator  Allen.  When! 

Mr.  OxNABB.  Some  of  it  within  six  months  afterwards,  and  the  bal- 
ance of  it  a  little  later;  perhaps  a  year  later. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  has  it  been  since  you  owned  or  had  any 
interest  in  the  stock  of  that  company! 

Mr.  Oxnaed.  Not  since  I  have  been  in  the  beet-sugar  business:  not 
since  1890. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  from  1890  until  now  you  have  had  no 
interest,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  C<m»" 
pany! 
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Mr.  OxNARD.  2^0,  sir;  none  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  And  are  not  a  member  ol  the  trust  t 

Mr.  OxNARB.  Ko,  sir;  not  at  alL    I  am  a  competitor  of  theirs. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  interest,  or  have  yon  had  any  interest 
since  1887,  in  what  is  known  as  the  Oxnard  Beflning  Company,  of 
Brooklyn,  1^.  Y.? 

Mr.  Oxnard.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  State,  if  yon  know,  whether  that  factory  has  been 
dismantled. 

Mr.  Oxnard.  I  know  there  is  nothing  absolutely  left  of  it. 


8W0EH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOE  CHAELES  F.  MAVDEESOH. 

The  Ohairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Nebraska? 

Senator  Manderson.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Manderson.  Nearly  twelve  years. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff'  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Manderson.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Manderson.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  f 

Senator  Manderson.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  coutingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Manderson.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Manderson.  No,  sir;  no  one. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Sen  a  tar  Manderson.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk  owued  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Manderson.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Manderson.  No. 
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SWORN  8TATEHEHT  OP  SEVATOE  JOHH  L.  MITCHELL 

Tbe  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Wisconsin? 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Mitchell.  A  year  ago  the  4th  of  March  last. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have. 

Tbe  Cblairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  any  one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  socalleid,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock'  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company? 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Mitchell.  ITo,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Mitchell.  No,  sir;  I  have  not  been  interested  in  any  such 
venture. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  fieunily,  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Mitchell.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befioing  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  io 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Mitchell.  No,  sir. 


8W0EH  STATEMENT  OF  EDWABD  MUEPHT,  JB. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
Stateof  New  York? 
Senator  Murphy.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 
Senator  Murphy.  Since  March  4,  1893. 
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The  Chairman.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  daring  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Murphy.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so-called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefiuing  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affeot  its  value? 

Senator  Murphy.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  f 

Senator  Murphy.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  Murphy.  1  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Murphy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Murphy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentionedf 

Senator  Murphy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Murphy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Henry  O.  Havemeyert 

Senator  Murphy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  present  at  any  time  or  place  where 
he  was  during  this  session  of  Congress  t 

Senator  Murphy.  Never. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recoUect  being  present  at  Senator  Brice's 
house  one  evening  when  he  was  sent  for  tMs  spring! 

Senator  Murphy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman  Were  you  present  at  Senator  Brice^s  house  any  even- 
ing or  evenings  when  other  Senators  were  there! 

Senator  Murphy.  One  evening. 

The  Chairman.  State  who  were  there. 

Senator  Murphy.  Senator  Gorman,  Senator  Gibson,  Senator  Brice, 
Senator  White — I  mean  now,  Judge  White — Senator  Oaffery,  Senator 
Hill,  and  myself. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  that  evening! 

Senator  Murphy.  Noy  sir. 
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The  Ohairman.  Do  yoa  recollect  Senator  Oaffeiy's  going  oat  of  the 
room  to  have  a  talk  with  him? 

Senator  Murphy.  Not  that  evening. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  recollect  that! 

Senator  Murphy.  No,  sir;  he  did  not.  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  not 
there  that  evening. 

The  Chairman.  Do  yon  recollect  on  that  evening  whether  Mr.  Have- 
meyer was  said  to  be  in  the  library  or  some  other  room  when  yon  were 
there! 

Senator  Murphy.  He  was  not  there. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  another  evening! 

Senator  Murpht.  It  may  have  been  another  evening.  This  was  the 
only  time  I  ever  was  at  Senator  Brice's  house. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  there  to  talk  about  the  sugar  schedule! 

Senator  Murphy.  We  were  talking  about  the  tariff  bill  generally; 
just  about  the  same  conversation  that  would  take  place  in  the  cloak 
room  down  here. 

The  Chairman.  What  particular  schedules  were  talked  about? 

Senator  Murphy.  The  Louisiana  Senators  were  talking  about  sugar. 
They  did  most  of  the  talking. 

The  Chairman.  Was  anything  said  there  about  the  indebtedness  of 
the  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  people! 

Senator  Murphy.  Oh,  no. 

The  Chairman.  Was  anything  said  there  in  regard  to  the  schedoles 
by  other  Senators  than  the  Louisiana  Senators! 

Senator  Murphy.  I  think  not. 

The  Chairman.  Were  they  talking  about  other  schedules  than  the 
sugar  schedules! 

Senator  Murphy.  Oh^  yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did[  you  see  anyone  else  who  was  connected  with 
the  sugar  trust  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill! 

Senator  Murphy.  You  mean  at  Senator  Brice's  house! 

Senator  Lodge.  No;  at  any  time  did  yon  see  anyone! 

Senator  Murphy.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  it! 

Senator  Murphy.  I  saw  Mr.  Searles  and  I  saw  Mr.  Cord  Meyer. 

Senator  Lodgs.  When  did  you  see  Mr.  Searles! 

Senator  Murphy.  I  think  about  the  time  the  committee  was  ready 
to  report. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  will  read  to  you  what  Mr.  Searles  said,  and  will 
then  ask  you  in  regard  to  it: 

The  Chairman.  WeU,  what  other  Senators  have  you  had  any  interriews  withf 

Mr.  Skarlbs.  I  had  an  interview  with  Senator  Marphy,  from  our  own  State,  is 
which  I  oovered  sahstantiallv  the  same  ground  with  the  same  argoments,  asldn; 
him  to  do  what  he  eould  with  members  of  the  committee  to  seoore  an  ad  valoieD 
tariff. 

The  Chairman.  Was  after  the  rate  in  the  present  biU— the  rate  suggested  by 
what  is  caUed  the  Senate  amendments — ^had  been  adopted  f 

Mr.  Searles.  Prior  to  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  his  attitude  in  regard  to  itf 

Bir.  Searles.  He  stated  that  he  did  not  understand  the  matter  very  well,  but  tfai^ 
he  would  gladly  do  what  he  could  to  secure  proper  action  by  the  oommittea. 

The  Chairman.  How  often  did  yon  see  him  on  that  subject  f 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not  reooUeot  but  two  interviews  with  Senator  Mnzplij. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  that  first  interview f 

Hr.  Searles.  At  his  house,  and  the  second  also. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  character  of  the  second  interriewf 

Mr.  Searles.  I  do  not  remember  distinctly,  but  it  was  along  the  same  line. 
.  Senator  LoPQS.  Was  the  second  after  the  adoption  of  the  fint  aohednlef 
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Mr.  Searles.  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Lodok.  Yon  were  opposed  to  that  first  schedule f 

Mr.  Searles.  I  was,  most  emphatically. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  did  all  in  your  power  to  have  it  changed? 

Mr.  Searles.  I  did. 

That  is  the  statement  of  Mr.  Searles. 

Senator  Muphhy.  I  am  under  the  impression  that  it  was  before  it 
was  reported  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  mean  the  last  schedule? 

Senator  Mitbpht.  Before  the  last  schedule,  and  after  the  first  sched- 
ule was  reported. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  make  an  argument,  as  he  states  here,  in  febvor 
of  substituting  an  ad  valorem  for  specific  duties. 

Senator  Murpht.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  agree  with  him  in  that  view? 

Senator  Mubphy.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  His  statement  is  substantially  correct? 

Senator  Mubphy.  Yes,  sir;  his  statement  is  substantially  correct. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  anyone  else  who  is  connected  with  the 
sugar  trust? 

Senator  Mubpht.  No  one;  unless  you  call  Oord  Meyer  connected 
with  the  sugar  trust. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  testified  here: 

<^  I  tried  to  impress  upon  both  of  them  <  that  is.  Senator  Smith  and 
yourself'  '  the  necessity  of  protection  to  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company,  and  the  last  time  I  saw  Senator  Smith  I  tried  to  show  that 
the  present  schedule  was  not  protection  enough,  and  the  only  time  I 
think  I  spoke  to  Senator  Murphy  about  it  was  after  this  schedule  had 
passed.  I  tried  to  show  him  that  I  did  not  think  there  was  protection 
enough  to  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company.' " 

Senator  Mubpht.  He  said  it  was  not  enough. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  see  anyone  else  except  Mr.  Searles  and  Mr. 
Cord  Meyer  in  regard  to  it? 

Senator  Mubphy.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  are  chairman  of  fhe  Democratic  state  commit- 
tee of  New  York? 

Senator  Mubphy.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  you  chairman  in  1892  and  1893? 

Senator  Mubphy.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Havemeyer  testifies  that  the  sugar  trust  made 
contributions  to  the  Democratic  State  campaign  fund  in  those  years. 
Is  that  correct? 

Senator  Mubphy.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it.  He  surely  did 
not  to  me.    I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  met  Mr,  Havemeyer. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  does  not  say  he  made  it  personally.  He  states 
that  contributions  were  made  by  the  sugar  trust  to  the  Democratic 
State  campaign  fund., 

Senator  Mubphy.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  anjrthing  said  by  Mr.  Searles  or  Mr.  Cord 
Meyer  to  you  in  regard  to  those  contributions  when  they  saw  yon 
about  the  schedule? 

Senator  Mubphy.  No,  sir. 
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SWOEV  GnATEMSFr  OF  BENATOE  JUBTIH  KOESILL 

The  Chairman.  Are  yon  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  fhi 
State  of  Vermont! 

Senator  Morrill.  I  am. 

The  Ohaisman.  How  long  have  you  been  sncht 

Senator  MoIirill.  Since  1867. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Morrill.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcn* 
lated  to  altect  its  value! 

Senator  Morrill.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befinmg 
Company! 

Senator  Morrill.  I  have  not.  I  have  never  speculated  in  any  kind 
of  stocks. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Morrill.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  accoont  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stock,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom* 
ised  or  agreea  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Morrill.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the 
ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction 
in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Morrill.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Biefiuing 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Morrill.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  yon  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Morrill.  No;  I  have  not. 


8W0EN  STATEMEHT  OP  SEVATOE  JOHH  K.  PALMEE. 

The  Chairman.  Are  yon  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Illinois! 
Senator  Palmer.  I  am. 
The  Chairman.  How  long  have  yon  been  such! 
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Senator  Palmeb.  I  became  a  member  of  the  Senate  in  December, 
1891. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  duriug  tbe  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senatet 

Senator  Palmeb.  During  the  whole  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Palmer.  Not  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company? 

Senator  Palmer.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Palmer.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  of  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Palmer.  Not  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  trans* 
action  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Palmer.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Palmer.  Not  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  wit^  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Palmer.  No,  sir.  I  have  never  been  connected  with  it,  nor 
in  its  employment  in  any  way  whatever. 


SWORH  8TATEMEVT  OF  SEHATOE  KATT  W.  RAHBOK. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  North  Carolina! 

Senator  Bansom.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Ransom.  Since  January,  1872. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Ransom.  I  have;  that  is,  generally. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
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of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Oompany,  that  was  intended  or  cat* 
colated  to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Ransom.  I  have  not  in  any  way  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Betin* 
ing  Company! 

Senator  Bansom.  I  have  not  in  any  way  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  oi>eration,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Bansom.  I  have  not  in  the  slighest  way. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  iji 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Bansom.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  i>er8on  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Bansom.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  make  a  statement  about 
that: 

On  last  Thursday  night,  the  14th,  this  week,  Mr.  Howland,  the  corre 
spondent  of  the  ^ew  York  Press,  sent  me  his  card  and  called  to 
see  me  at  my  rooms  at  the  Metropolitan  with  a  stenographer  by  the 
name  of  Bobinson  or  Bobertson.  He  asked  me  questions  very  much 
like  those  that  you  put  to  me  now ;  I  mean,  the  substance  of  them.  He 
then  informed  me  that  the  New  York  Press  did  not  wish  to  do  me  or 
any  other  Senator  any  injury  without  giving  us  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  and  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  tell  me  that  they  had  in  their 
possession  or  he  had  or  somebody  had,  a  broker's  scrip— I  do  not  know 
that  he  called  it  scrip,  but  I  call  it  scrip — upon  which  were  recorded  the 
purchases  of  different  gentlemen  or  different  persons  in  buying  stock, 
and  that  upon  that  scrip  it  appeared  that  I  had  been  a  frequent  par- 
chaser  of  sugar  stock  in  this  city  during  this  sugar  debate  here. 

I  protested  to  him  as  positively  as  a  man  is  capable  of  doing  that  it 
was  impossible  it  could  be  so;  that  I  never  owned  one  certificate  or 
piece  of  a  certificate  of  sugar  stock  in  my  life.  That,  in  fact,  since  I 
have  been  in  the  Senate  I  had  never  tr sided  in  one  dollar's  worth  of 
stock  of  any  sort  in  any  way,  shape,  or  form.  I  insisted  upon  his  see- 
ing the  broker.  He  told  me,  upon  my  asking  him,  that  it  was  Silsby 
&  Co.,  who  had  a  house  near  Seventli  street,  on  Pennsylvania  aveuue, 
and  that  this  thing  was  certainly  there. 

I  told  him  to  telegraph  to  his  paper  at  once  that  there  was  not  a 
word  of  truth  in  it;  there  was  no  foundation  for  it;  it  was  without  even 
a  shadow.  He  asked  me  if  any— he  seemed  to  be  earnest,  and  doubt- 
less was — ^he  asked  me  if  this  could  be  the  work  of  some  malicious 
enemy  of  mine.  I  told  him  I  could  hardly  believe  that,  but  I  could 
not  account  for  it  to  save  me,  how  it  was  possible.  I  said,  "  I  will  1)6 
glad  if  you  will  see  this  broker  again  before  you  indidge  in  any  publi- 
cation of  this  sort,  and  find  out  if  this  information  is  not  absolutely 
without  foundation,  as  false  as  it  can  be." 
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He  said  he  woald  do  that,  and  he  then  asked  me,  he  said:  <^Well, 
general,  this  is  a  very  clear  statement  of  yours;''  or  "  Senator,  this  is  a 
very  clear  statement  of  yours.  Do  you  know  any  other  person  by  the 
name  of  Bansom  in  the  cityf  I  told  him  I  knew  but  one  person  in 
the  city  by  the  name  of  Kansom  now,  and  that  was  my  son  George, 
who  was  my  clerk.  He  a^ked  me  where  he  was,  and  I  said,  '^He  is  in 
the  parlor  now.  I  left  him  there  when  I  got  your  card,  talking  with  some 
ladies.  I  will  step  in  and  bring  him  here,  so  that  you  can  examine  him 
in  a  minute."  I,  perhaps,  was  more  cautious  than  the  occasion  required. 
I  said,  '^I  would  thank  you  to  come  with  me  to  my  door  here,  and  see 
that  no  communication  takes  place  between  me  and  my  son." 

I  went  to  the  parlor  door,  saw  my  son  George,  and  beckoned  him  to 
come  in.  I  did  not  speak  to  him  or  see  him  between  the  parlor  and  my 
room,  and  when  he  got  to  my  room  I  asked  the  gentlemen  to  state  their 
business  to  him,  and  told  my  son  whatever  the  matter  was  to  tell  the 
truth  about  it. 

My  son  then  stated  to  those  persons  in  my  pres^ice  that  he  had 
bought  some  sugar  stock  on  the  17th  or  18th  of  ApriL  He  bought  910 
worth  of  sugar  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  Ten  dollars'  worth! 

Senator  Ransom.  Yes,  sir;  $10  worth. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  margin  f 

Senator  Bansom.  Margin  I  ought  to  have  said.  I  mean  he  paid  the 
broker  $10. 

He  said  on  the  same  day  he  bought  $25  worth  of  cotton;  he  put  $25 
on  cotton. 

Senator  Allen.  A  margin  on  cotton  f 

Senator  Ransom.  Yes.  sir;  he  said  he  lost  the  cotton  and  made  $10 
on  the  sugar.  That  after  that  he  repeated  the  same  bet  on  sugar,  not 
on  cotton,  and  I  think  he  lost  the  second.  He  then  stated  that  a  Capt. 
Barnes,  a  messenger  here  at  the  Commerce  Committee  room,  after  that 
on  two  occasions  bought  with  him  $10  worth  of  sugar  stock  apiece — 
they  went  in  together — and  I  asked  the  correspondent  to  examine  mv 
son  fully,  as  much  as  he  pleased,  and  to  see  Capt.  Barnes  and  examine 
him.  About  two  weeks  ago  Capt.  Barnes  came  to  me  in  my  room,  in 
the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

The'CHAiRMAN.  He  is  a  messenger  of  the  committee! 

Senator  Ransom.  Yes,  sir;  he  is  a  North  Carolinian  and  has  been 
here  for  some  time,  and  he  told  me  he  had  something  to  tell  me  and  it 
was  very  rough;  that  a  partfcular  friend  of  his  had  told  him  that  they 
had  a  paper  on  which  my  name  was  down  for  so  much  sugar  stock  and 
that  I  was  deeply  in  it.  I  told  him  how  false  it  was,  how  absolutely 
false,  and  asked  him  to  go  to  his  friend  and  tell  him  the  same  thing  and 
to  insist  upon  his  inquiring  into  it  and  to  let  me  know  in  what  shape 
and  form  it  was,  what  way  it  was,  and  what  it  meant,  and  how  it  was. 

The  next  day  he  came  to  me  and  told  me  his  friend  had  looked  into 
it  and  thought  there  was  nothing  in  it,  and  I  told  him  he  must  look 
into  it  thoroughly  and  see  and  know  there  was  nothing  in  it;  that  I 
eould  not  live  if  there  was  anything  of  that  sort  in  anybody's  breast 
about  it,  svRd  that  he  must  go  and  see.  He  returned  the  next  morning 
and  told  me  his  friend  said  it  was  all  a  myth,  all  nothing,  and  not  to 
give  myself  any  concern  about  it;  that  he  was  very  much  gratified  to 
know  who  it  was.  This  correspondent  asked  me  the  name  of  that  per- 
son, and  I  told  him  it  was  given  to  me  in  confidence  and  I  had  no  right 
to  give  the  name  without  Capt.  Barnes'  consent,  but  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  giving  the  nam^  to  the  committee. 
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I  have  seen  Mr.  Howland  to-day.  I  just  this  minute  sent  foi  him 
and  told  him  I  should  ask  the  committee  to  summon  him  to  give  thfl 
account  of  his  interview  with  me  to  you. 

I  may  not  have  stated  correctly  as  to  details  of  this  purchase  by 
my  son.  I  asked  him  yesterday  morning  to  go  to  the  broker  shop  and 
get  an  account,  a  paper,  to  show  the  exact  transaction,  and  to  be  ready 
to  come  before  the  committee,  and  I  nhall  ask  the  committee  to  examine 
him. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  you  any  knowledge  whatever  until  this  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Howland,  on  the  evening  you  speak  of,  of  the  bets  of  your 
son  with  this  broker  in  sugar  and  cotton? 

Senator  Ransom.  I  never  dreamed  of  such  a  thing.  I  never  thought 
of  it.  I  would  not  have  believed  it.  The  truth  of  it  is,  I  went  to  my 
son  with  a  great  deal  of  confidence  when  this  broker  wanted  to  see  him. 

The  Chairman.  Tou  mean  when  the  correspondent  wanted  to  see 
him? 

Senator  Bansom.  I  mean  when  the  correspondent  wanted  to  see  him. 
The  paper  shows  when  he  bought  the  first  stock  I  was  out  of  the  city. 
The  18th  of  April  was  when  we  were  at  Governor  'V  ance's  funeral  at 
Asheville.  I  may  state  to  the  committee  that  I  have  no  interest  what- 
ever, and  never  have  had  any,  in  any  stock  or  trade  or  anything  else  la 
any  way  since  I  have  been  conuected  with  the  Senate. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  repeat  the  question  which  I  put  to  j'ou.  Has 
any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in  your  employ,  or  any  clerk 
employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  your  service,  been,  to 
your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the 
preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates 
during  the  period  mentioned,  and  you  answer  as  you  have,  with  that 
exception? 

Senator  Ransom.  With  the  exception  I  have  already  indicated. 

Senator  Davis.  Then  you  answer  no,  with  the  exception  as  you  have 
just  stated? 

Senator  Bansom.  That  is  it,  and  in  which  I  did  not  have  any  shadow 
of  interest  or  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sagar 
Eefining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  ? 

Senator  Bansom.  I^othing  whatever,  except  the  statement  I  have 
just  made,  the  explanation  I  have  just  maifle. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
Atnerican  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Bansom.  No,  sir;  I  never  knew  anybody  connected  with  it 
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The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Michigan? 

Senator  Patton.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Patton.  I  was  commissioned  on  the  5th  of  May  and  sworn 
in  on  the  10th  of  May,  1894. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  ses- 
sion of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate* 

Senator  Patton.  I  have. 
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The  Chaibhan.  Have  yon  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  ot 
the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  aft'ect  its  value  f 

Senator  Patton.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  t 

Senator  Patton.  Fo. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  t 

Senator  Patton.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
is^  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Patton.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
m  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Patton.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  fiEimily,  or 
any  such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Patton.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  In 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Patton.  No. 


BWOEN  BTATEMEHT  OF  SENATOR  OEOEOE  0.  PEEKIES. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  California! 

Senator  Perkins.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Perkins.  Since  last  August,  1893. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Perkins.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  liefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Perkins.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Beflnini; 
Company! 

Senator  Perkins.  Not  a  share. 
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The  Ghaibman.  Have  yon  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  ssde,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Perkins.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yoni 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Perkins.  N'o,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ^  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  oi  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Perkins.  I^o,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Perkins.  !No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
Amerii'>an  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Perkins.  I  have  not. 
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The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  ot  the  United  States  fh>m  the 
State  of  Connecticut? 

Senator  Platt.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  Platt.  Since  March  4, 1879. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senatef 

Senator  Platt.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value f 

Senator  Platt.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectiy, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sngar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company! 

Senator  Platt.  Ifo. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  oi>eration,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Platt.  ISo, 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  io 
the  profits  of  any  op^atiou  in  each  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
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yoar  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed* to  place  snp^h  money  to  yoar  credit? 

Senator  Platt.  ISo.   ' 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
yonr  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  nnder  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  yonr  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  or  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  daring  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Platt.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Platt.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Platt.  No. 

swoBV  statemeht  of  sehatob  kedfield  pboctob. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Vermont? 

Senator  Proctor.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Proctor.  Since  December  1, 1891. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Proctor.  With  reasonable  regularity. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu* 
lated  to  affect  tts  vnlue? 

Senator  Proctor.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company? 

Senator  Proctor.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  any  one  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Proctor.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Proctor.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed]  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  trans- 
action in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Proctor.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  or  has  any  membeot  ot  'joxix  t^mSg  ^t  ^sotj 
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sach  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sagau*  Beflnini 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned?  - 

Senator  Proctor.  ISo. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  yoa  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 


8W0KH  STATEHEHT  OF  8EHAT0B  JAMBS  L.  PVOH. 

Senator  Loboe.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 

State  of  Alabama? 

Senator  Pugh.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  yon  been  snoht 

Senator  Puoh.  Since  December,  1880. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Pugh.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  orcalcn- 
lated  to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Pugh.  I  have  given  no  such  information  to  anyone,  because 
I  had  none  to  give. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befiuing 
Company  t 

Senator  Pugh.  ]^o,  sir;  no  stocks;  not  a  cent. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  Pugh.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  g^ven  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Pugh.  No,  sir;  I  never  bought  a  dollar's  worth  of  stock  of 
any  description  in  my  life. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your-  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  o; 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  tranfl- 
action  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Pugh.  Not  one  that  I  ever  heard  of  or  know  anything  of. 
No  one  in  my  family  has  ever  been  interested  in  anything  of  the  kind. 

Senater  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefiniug 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Pugh.  Not  a  cent. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Hefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  is 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  1 

Senator  Pugh.   ']So,  ak. 
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SHVORH  8TATEHEHT  OF  SEVATOB  THOMAS  J.  JABVIS. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  jou  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  North  Carolina  f 

Senator  Jabyis.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  yon  been  suchf 

Senator  Jab  vis.  Some  time  about  the  last  of  April,  I  believe  the 
26th  day,  1894. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Jabvi&  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value  f 

Senator  Jarvis.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company? 

Senator  Jabvis.  Never  since,  or  before. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Sienator  Jabvis.  Kever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  spe(*iilated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Jabvis.  Never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  includ- 
ing stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Jabvis.  None. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  liefining 
Company  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Jabvis.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Jabvis.  Never. 


SWOBJr  8TATEHEVT  OF  SEVATOB  SAMUEL  PASCO. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Florida? 
Senator  Pasco.  I  am. 
Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sacht 
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Senator  Pasgo.  I  am  on  the  first  year  of  my  second  term — a  little 
more  than  seven  years. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  seasioii 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  t 

Senator  Pasoo.  I  have  been,  constantly. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi* 
rectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  valuef 

Senator  Pasco.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates,  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
iiig  Company! 

Senator  Pasoo.  Ko;  either  those  stocks  or  any  other. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificatef 

Senator  Pasgo.  Iso;  I  have  taken  no  action  in  anything  of  the  sort, 
and  had  no  interest. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  acconnt  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  pro^eds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Pasoo.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  i>eriod  mentioned! 

Senator  Pasco.  None. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  had  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Pasco.  Not  within  my  knowledge  or  belief. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Pasco.  Never  in  any  way. 


SWORN  8TATEMEHT  OF  SENATOR  WILLIAM  ALFRED  PEFFBB. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Kansas! 

Senator  Pbffbe.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Peffer.  Since  March,  1891. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  sesdoD 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Peffer.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  mtereated  tn  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stook 
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of  the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu* 
lated  to  affect  its  value  T 

Senator  Peffeb.  'So. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  dii-ectly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company? 

Senator  Peffeb.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  Peffeb.  !No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Peffeb.  Ko. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  x>€rson  in 
your  employ  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  trans- 
actions in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Peffeb.  Ko. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Peffeb.  Ko. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Peffeb.  ^o. 


8W0BH  8TATEHEVT  OF  SEVATOB  JOHV  B  GOBDOV. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Georgia  f 

Senator  Gordon.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Gobdon.  At  this  election,  since  1891. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Gobdon.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Gobdon.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  llcfining 
Company! 

Senator  Gobdon.  None. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  yon  been  concerned  witti  au^owi^  VxiVsiXwt^'^^ 
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direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation^  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates f 

Senator  Gordon.  In  no  way  whatever. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Has  any  one  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Gordon.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  m 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  T 

Senator  Gordon.  !None  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin* 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Gordon,  l^one. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its 
employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Gordon.  In  no  way. 


SWOEIT  STATEMENT  OF  SEBTATOB  JOHN  MABTIH. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Kansas? 

Senator  Martin.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Martin.  Since  the  4tb  of  March,  1893. 

Sedator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  dnring  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Martin.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Martin.  I  have  not,  either  directly  or  indirectly. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining 
Company? 

Senator  Martin.  I  have  not.  I  have  never  had  a  dollar's  worth  of 
interest,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  such  stocks  on  earth. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Martin.  I  have  not  in  the  remotest  degree. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 

your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 

on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 

the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 

jour  credit  as  the  ptocee>4a  oi  \Xie»  ^xxtO^i^^fc  ^x  ^"^\ft  <\^  wich  stocks,  or 

promised  or  agreed  to  place  «ae\i  mo\i<K^  \»  i^^oct  ^^<i^^\ 
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Senator  Martin.  No,  sir;  none,  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  memDer  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  lavs  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  t 

Senator  Martin.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  sut^h  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company  during  the  time  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Martin.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  at  any  time,  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you,  at  any  time,  been  in 
its  employ,  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Martin.  I  never  have,  nor  have  I  had  any  relation  with  it 
whatever. 


SWOEH  STATEMEirr  OF  SEHATOB  BXJSTELY  M.  TELLER 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Colorado  ? 

Senator  Teller.  I  am. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Teller.  I  was  elected  in  1876,  served  until  the  spring  of 
1882,  when  I  went  into  the  Cabinet  with  Mr.  Arthur,  remained  there 
until  March,  1885,  when  I  was  returned  to  the  Senate  on  the  5th  of  the 
previous  January;  and  I  have  been  elected  once  since. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present 
session  of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  t 

Senator  Teller.  I  have. 

Senator  Alli^j^.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or 
indirectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the 
stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or 
calculated  to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Teller.  I  have  not,  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stocks  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing Company? 

Senator  Teller.  I  have  not,  either  since  the  session  or  at  any  time* 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stock  or  certificates? 

Senator  Teller.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stock,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Teller.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  emi>loy,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
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the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  traii» 
action  in  sugar  stock  ^r  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  Y 

Senator  Teller.  They  have  not,  and  I  know  they  have  nott 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befiniug  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Teller.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the  Am«- 
lean  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its 
employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Teller.  I  never  had  any  connection  with  it  in  any  shape 
or  form. 

Senator  Davis.  Tour  colleague.  Senator  Wolcott,  is  now  necessarily 
absent  in  Europe,  and  has  been  some  weeks,  and  will  not  probably 
return  for  some  timet 

Senator  Teller.  He  is  in  Europe.  He  went  to  Europe  to  have  a 
surgical  operation  performed.  I  can  not  remember  the  date,  but  he 
went  away,  and  he  is  now  away  in  Europe,  and  will  be  probably  for 
two  months. 

Senator  Davis.  ^Necessarily  so. 

Senator  Teller.  Yes,  sir.  He  has  had  an  operation  performed, 
and  that  will  keep  him  in  Europe  for  some  time.  I  am  satisfied  that 
Mr.  Wolcott  has  had  no  dealings  in  sugar  stocks.  I  know  pretty 
nearly  what  he  does  in  business  when  he  is  here.  He  is  quite^  confi- 
dential with  me. 

Senator  Allen.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  had  an  intimate 
knowledge  of  his  business  affairs. 

Senator  Teller.  Yes.  I  should  be  likely  to  know  if  he  had,  unless 
it  was  something  extraordinary.  I  do  not  believe  that  Mr.  Wolcott 
has  dealt  in  sugar  stocks,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  through  himself 
or  anybody  else. 

Senator  Davis.  You  are  confident  that  his  answers  would  be  as  posi- 
tive in  the  negative  as  your  own! 

Senator  Teller.  They  would  probably  be  the  same.  I  am  satisfied 
he  has  not  been  dealing  in  sugar  stocks.  I  would  like  to  add  for  myself 
that  1  do  not  deal  at  all  in  stocks  at  any  time.  I  am  not  a  stock  dealer, 
and  have  had  no  connection  with  speculations  of  that  kind  at  any  time. 


SWORN  STATEMEirr  OF  SEHATOB  GEOEOE  L.  8H0UP. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  United  States  Senate  firom 
the  State  of  Idaho  Y 

Senator  Shoup.  1  am. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Shoup.  Since  December,  1890. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tarifi"  bill  in  the  Senate f 

Senator  Shoup.  I  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  afiect  its  value! 

Senator  Shoup.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  thii  session  of  Congress,  any  so-call^  sugar 
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stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Beflniiig 
Company  t 

Senator  Shoup.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Shoup.  None. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks, 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks, 
or  promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Shoup.  !N"one,  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Shoup.  None. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  during  the  i)eriod  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Shoup.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senater  Shoup.  I  have  not  been  connected  with  it  in  any  way* 


SWOEV  8TATEMEHT  OF  8EVAT0B  DAVID  TUBPIR 

* 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Indiana? 

Senator  Tubpis.  I  am. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Tubpie.  Since  December,  1887. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Turpie.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Turpie.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so  called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing Conipany? 

Senator  Tuepie.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Tuepie.  Not  at  all,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks, 
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on  yooT  accoant,  or  given  yon  to  understand  that  yon  would  share  ii 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock^  of 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  t 

Senator  Tubpie.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction 
in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Tuepie.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Tuepie.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Tubpie.  No.  I  have  had  no  connection  with  it  or  any 
employment  from  it. 


SWORN  STATEMEHT  OF  8EHAT0B  JAMES  K.  J0HE8.— BecaUed. 

Senator  Lodge.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Arkansas? 

Senator  Jones.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Jones.  Little  over  nine  years,  I  think. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  ^ill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Jones.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of 
the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Jones.  I  have  not,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing Company? 

Senator  Jones.  I  have  not,  nor  any  other  kind. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest^ 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whel^or 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Jones.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Jones.  They  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
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the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction 
in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentionedf 

Senator  Jones.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  t 

Senator  Jones.  None. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  m 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Jones.  I  have  not. 


8W0BH  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  MATTHEW  S.  QUAY. 

Senator  Lodoe.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania  f 

Senator  Quay.  I  am. 

Senator  Lodge.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Quay.  Since  the  4th  of  March,  1887,  I  think. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Quay.  Fot  continuously;  I  was  absent  a  month  or  six 
weeks,  in  Florida. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indirectly 
to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calculated  to 
affect  its  value! 

Senator  Quay.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock, 
or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany ! 

Senator  Quay.  I  have.  I  have  bought  and  sold,  not  continuously, 
but  incidentally  with  other  stocks,  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Refin- 
ing Company  during  the  last  twenty  months,  beginning,  say,  twenty 
months  ago.  The  last  transaction,  I  think,  was  on  the  day  that  was 
fixed  for  the  vote  upon  the  sagar  schedule,  when  I  closed  out  at  some 
loss  to  enable  me  to  vote  without  having  any  interest  in  the  stock.  I 
had  been  away  a  week,  and  did  not  know  the  schedule  was  about  to  be 
voted  upon.  I  have  done  nothing  in  it  since.  I  do  not  feel  that  there 
is  anything  in  my  connection  with  the  Senate  to  interfere  with  my 
buying  or  selling  the  stock  when  I  please;  and  I  propose  to  do  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Quay.  I  have  not;  and  I  will  say  further,  inasmuch  as  I 
have  testified  that  I  have  dealt  in  the  stock,  that  I  have  no  acquaint- 
ance with  either  of  the  Havemeyers,  or  Mr.  Searles,  or  Mr.  Terrell, 
and  have  never  met  anyone  at  Washington  or  elsewhere  who  T  under- 
stood was  an  agent  of  the  sugar  trust  or  connected  with  it,  and  that  I 
have  never  received  any  information  from  any  member  of  the  Senate 
Finance  Committee  in  relation  to  legislation.  I  have  acted  entirely  in 
all  sales  or  purchases  I  have  made  without  regard  to  pending  legisla- 
tion. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Quay,  let  me  ask  you  a  c^uesUoii.    Xwx\k»N^ 
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been  in  the  practice  for  years,  haven't  you,  of  operating  in  varions 
stocks  upon  the  stock  board|  more  or  less  f 

Senator  QuAT.  Yes,  sir;  since  1861.  Sometimes  for  two  or  three 
years  I  do  not  buy  stocks;  sometimes  I  am  very  active.  I  simply  have 
nothing  at  all  to  explain,  except  that  I  have  no  relation  whatever  with 
the  sugar  trust,  and  had  not  any  participation  in  the  framing  of  the 
sugar  schedule  or  in  any  legislation  upon  it. 

Senator  Davis.  You  were  not  consulted  about  itf 

Senator  Quay.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  By  the  sugar  people? 

Senator  Quay.  I  am  not  acquainted  with  them,  and  never  knew  any 
of  them.  That  is  probably  a  pretty  broad  assertion.  I  am  very  weU 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Harrison,  of  Philadelphia,  who  was  the  proprietor 
of  a  refinery  there  which  went  into  the  trust;  and  he  might  possibly 
be  in  it  now.  I  am  not  sure  about  it.  But  I  have  never  conversed 
with  him  in  reference  to  the  sugar  trust. 

Senator  Davis.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  making  up  the  sugar 
schedule  f 

Senator  Quay.  Ko,  sir. 


SWOEH  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  WATSON  C.  SQTJIEK 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  firom  the 
State  of  Washington  ? 

Senator  Squire.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  been  such. 

Senator  Squire.  Since  the  first  Monday  in  December,  1889. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Squire.  I  have. 

Senator  AlLLEN.  Have  you  g^ven  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  v^uef 

Senator  Squire.  Not  that  I  am  aware;  not  that  I  remember. 

Senator  Axlen.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  l^e  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company? 

Senator  Squire.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stock  or  certificates? 

Senator  Squire.  No,  sir. 

Senator  AlLLEN.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stock,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stock  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stock,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock,  or  promised 
or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Squire.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  CTnited  States 
in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  wv* 
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indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
Btock  or  certificates  during  tlie  period  mentioned  Y 

Senator  Squire.  Well,  I  have  a  brother-in-law,  who,  I  think,  has 
been  speculating  some  in  it,  but  I  do  not  know  that  he  would  be  a 
member  of  my  family.  I  do  not  know  what  he  has  been  doing,  but  he 
has  written  me  letters  asking  me  to,  but  I  have  given  him  no  informa- 
tion. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  your  brother-in-law  in  your  employment  or  serv- 
ice in  any  way! 

Senator  Squire.  !No. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  not  a  member  of  your  family  t 

Senator  Squire.  ISo. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  connected  in  business  in  any  respect? 

Senator  Squire.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  your  brother-in-law  in  the  service  of  the  Govern- 
ment? 

Senator  Squire.  !No. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  &mily,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Squire.  I^o. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Squire.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  furnished  to  your  brother-in-law  any 
information  as  to  the  probable  result  of  the  tariff  bill? 

Senator  Squire.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  the  sugar  schedule? 

Senator  Squire.  I  have  said  I  did  not  think  anybody  could  telL 


8W0BV  8TATEMEHT  OF  SEHATOB  JAMES  SMITH,  JB. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  Fnited  States  from  the 
Stdte  of  New  Jersey  ? 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Smith.  Since  a  year  ago  last  March. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Smith.  I  have;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stock,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company? 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Smith.  No>  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  Ha«  anyone  bought  or  soid  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tions in  sugar  stock  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  ? 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  duriug  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  t 

Senator  Smith.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  an  article  published  in  the  Philadelphia  Press  on 
May  14,  this  year,  signed  Holland,  it  is  stated,  among  other  things, 
that  you  were  present  at  a  meeting  in  the  room  of  Mr,  Terrell  in  the 
Arlington  Hotel  with  Mr.  Havemeyer,  who  is  president  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Refining  Company,  some  time  in  March  last — March  7  has 
been  indicated  by  witnesses  as  the  time  when  Mr.  Havemeyer  was 
present  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room.  What  have  you  to  say  about  that  state- 
ment! 

Senator  Smith.  Some  time  in  March — ^what  date  it  was  I  do  not 
know — I  called  at  Senator  Brice's  house  one  evening  to  see  him,  and 
they  informed  me  that  he  was  at  Mr.  Terrell's  room  at  the  Arlington 
Hotel.  On  my  way  back  I  stopped  at  the  Arlington  Hotel  and  sent 
my  card  up  to  Mr.  Brice,  and  when  I  went  up  there  I  found  Mr.  Ter- 
rell, Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  Mr.  Brice.  When  I  went  in  they  were  not 
discussing  any  question,  that  is,  not  apparently.  I  remained  there,  I 
suppose,  about  ten  minutes.  I  think  it  must  have  been  about  10 
o'clock,  maybe  10:30.  While  I  was  there  I  remember  Mr.  Havemeyer 
spoke  and  said  that  the  committee  were  not  treating  them  very  well 
on  the  sugar  schedule,  and  I  said  to  him  that  he  was  not  alone,  that 
we  heard  that  same  story  from  nearly  all  the  manufacturers  who  c>anie 
before  the  committee,  and  that  was  about  the  whole  of  the  conversation 
on  the  sugar  schedule  that  took  place,  as  I  remember  it  now. 

The  Chairman.  While  you  were  there  t 

Senator  Smith.  While  I  was  there;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  other  conversation  that,  you  can 
recollect,  touching  the  sugar  schedule  or  the  interests  of  the  s\igar 
refiners! 

Senator  Smith.  Then  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  go  away  before  Mr.  Havemeyer! 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir.  I  do  not  think  I  was  there  over  ten  to 
fifteen  minutes  altogether. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr  Havemeyer  afterwards! 

Senator  Si^riH.  1  A\4-,  ^^«»,  ot. 
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The  Chairman.  Is  there  a  sugar  refinery  located  in  yonr  State  f 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir;  one  of  the  largest.  The  corporation  itself 
is  a  New  Jersey  corporation,  and  one  of  the  largest  refineries  is  located 
at  Jersey  City. 

The  Chairman.  Does  it  belong  to  the  so-called  sagar  trust  f 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  again  did  you  see  Mr.  Havemeyer  about  mat- 
ters connected  with  the  trust,  or  did  he  see  you  about  matters  of  the 
trust  t 

Senator  Smith.  He  came  to  see  me  two  or  three  times  at  the  hotel. 

The  Chairman.  What  hotel  f 

Senator  Smith.  The  Normandie,  where  I  was  living;  and  it  was  in 
regard  to  his  schedule  on  raw  and  refined  sugars.  He  went  on  to  state 
that  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Vest  were  treating  his  interests  very  badly  and 
that  if  the  schedule  as  it  was  then  talked  about  would  go  into  effect 
it  would  ruin  and  drive  out  the  refining  industry  from  this  country. 

Senator  Davis.  Now,  Mr.  Smith,  what  schedule  was  that,  the  one 
reported  from  the  Senate  Finance  Committee  f 

Senator  Smith.  I  think  it  was  the  schedule  that  was  reported  by 
the  Finance  Committee,  something  on  polarization  or  degrees  from  a 
certain  point  up  to  96  degrees,  and  then  16  Dutch  standard.  I  don't 
know 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  understand  those  terms  f 

Senator  Smith.  No;  I  do  not.  I  am  not  familiar  with  them.  He 
claimed  that  the  schedule  that  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Vest  made  up  would 
drive  the  refineries  all  out  of  this  country,  and  he  felt  that,  as  their 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  where  they  had  large  interests,  I  ought  to 
see  that  they  were  treated  as  fairly  as  I  would  treat  any  other  manu- 
facturing industries  in  my  State. 

The  Chairman.  Just  state  the  whole  conversation,  in  substance— 
the  character  of  it.    You  are  8])eaking  of  his  first  visit  to  yout 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir.    I  think  that  was  the  first  time  he  called. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  after  you  met  him  in  Mr.  Terrell's  roomt 

Senator  Smith.  No;  1  think  that  was  before  I  met  him  in  Mr.  Ter- 
rell's room.  As  nearly  as  I  can  recollect,  it  was  before  1  met  him — I 
think  may  be  a  day  or  two  before,  I  am  not  positive.  I  kept  no  par- 
ticular account. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  not  positive  whether  it  was  before  or  after  ? 

Senator  Smith.  I  am  not  positive. 

The  Chairman.  But  you  think  it  was  before! 

Senator  Smith.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  before.  I  told  him 
that  I  felt,  while  I  was  willing  to  do  anything  I  could  that  was  fair  or 
right  for  them  to  have,  still  I  considered  them  in  a  little  different  light 
from  that  in  which  I  did  the  other  industries  in  my  State;  that  he  was 
concerned  in  a  trust,  and  the  public  generally  felt  that  they  were  not 
entitled  to  the  same  consideration  as  those  engaged  in  private  manu- 
facturing; and  that  it  did  not  seem  to  me,  and  I  did  not  believe,  that 
the  committee  would  be  inclined  to  give  them  the  treatment  they  would 
give  private  individuals  or  manufacturers. 

He  said  he  did  not  see  why;  that  he  was  engaged  in  an  honorable 
business  and  was  employing  a  very  large  nunft)er  of  men,  saying, 
dircrtly  or  indirectly,  100,000;  that  in  my  State  he  employed  a  very 
lai  *^e  number,  and  that  he  not  only  employed  men  there  himself,  but  he 
bought  the  product  of  a  very  large  concern  in  my  State,  the  bone  char, 
which  they  use  for  coloring  sugar;  and  that  he  felt  that  I  should  take 
•  very  large  interest  in  seeing  that  they  were  properly  taken  cax^  <n1^ 


502  INVESTIGATION   OP   ATTEMPTS   AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

owing  to  the  fact  that  they  had  so  many  men  working  directly  and 
indirectly  in  my  State  in  their  industry. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  make  any  response  or  engagement  in  regard 
to  the  matter  f 

Senator  Smith.  Only  that  I  said  to  him  that  I  believed,  if  a  duty 
was  put  on  raw  sugar,  that  refined  sugar  ought  to  receive  the  same 
consideration. 

The  Chairman.  D'd  you  settle  upon  any  particular  rate  or  schedule 
with  him  then  or  at  any  s^ther  timet 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir.  Only  that  he  said  this  committee,  Mr. 
Jones  and  Mr.  Vest,  were  not  treating  him  fairly,  and  that  the  sugar- 
refining  industry  would  be  driven  out  of  this  country,  even  on  a  basis 
of  40  and  an  eighth. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  use  arguments  of  any  other  character  than 
those  you  have  indicated f 

Senator  Smith.  I^o,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  remind  you  of  the  supposed  indebtedness  of 
the  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  trust f 

Senator  Smith.  He  never  spoke  about  anything  of  that  kind,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  stated  in  the  article  to  which  I  have  referred 
that — 

Upon  one  occasion,  there  were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  hotel  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  ''  Brice's  Terrell/'  and  one 
other  man  whose  name  it  may  be  worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present.  At  that 
interview  Mr.  Havemeyer  displayed  a  great  deal  of  indignation.  He  rebnked  Senator 
Brice  for  failing  to  secure  such  influence  in  the  Senate  as  the  sugar  people  expected 
him  to  secure.  He  turned  to  Senator  Smith  and  asked  him  bluntly,  almost  brusquely, 
whAt  he  was  going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  the  party  leaders  to  the  sugar  men 
and  to  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule.  Senator  Smith  replied  that  he  did  not  see  what 
he  could  then  do,  but  he  said  there  was  always  this  consolation,  that  if  they  conld 
not  secure  the  schedule  they  wanted  they  could  sorely  defeat  the  bill,  leaving  the 
present  law  operative. 

What  have  you  to  say  in  reference  to  that  statement  f 

Senator  Smith.  All  of  it  is  untme,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Havemeyer,  at  any  time  or  place,  address 
you  in  that  manner  in  form  or  substance  f 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir;  never. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  spoken  of  one  interview.  I  asked  you 
when  the  other  interviews,  other  than  the  one  you  have  spoken  of, 
occurred,  and  where! 

Senator  Smith.  I  met  him  at  the  Arlington;  I  think  he  was  at  my 
hotel  twice. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  say  you  met  him  at  the  Arlington,  yon 
mean  the  occasion  to  which  you  have  referred! 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  met  him  at  the  Arling^n  at  no  other  timet 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  meet  him  at  any  other  placef 

Senator  Smith.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Did  anything  occur  at  the  other  interviews  other 
than  you  have  described! 

Senator  Smith.  They  were  only  on  the  same  lines;  that  he  thougW 
they  were  entitled  to  fair  protection  the  same  as  any  other  manufactn- 
rers,  that  they  were  engaged  in  an  honorable,  legitimate  business  and 
that  a  large  part  of  their  interests  were  in  my  State ;  and  that  I  shonld 
try  to  protect  them  as  well  as  I  would  any  other  manufacturing  inter- 
ests we  have. 
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The  Chairman.  And  nothing  else^  and  no  argnments  of  any  other 
character  were  nsedt 

Senator  Smith,  l^o,  sir;  not  any. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  him  in  the  Capitol  t 

Senator  Smith.  !N'o,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  go  before  the  committee  in  his  interest! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Or  make  anyrequest  of  them  in  regard  to  thematterf 

Senator  Smith.  Not  before  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Before  any  members  of  the  committee! 

Senator  Sj\nTH.  I  think  I  did.  I  think  I  said  to  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  that  if  raw  sugar  was  protected  they  ought  to 
do  something  for  refined;  and  this  was  prior  to  my  meeting  Mr.  Have- 
meyer  or  having  any  conversation  at  all  with  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  anything  of  that  nature  to  any  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  after  you  met  Mr.  Havemeyert 

Senator  Smith.  I  think  not. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  in  the  Capitol  building  ^ith  Mr. 
Havemeyer,  or  either  of  the  Havemeyers,  Mr.  Cord  Meyer,  or  with  any 
other  person  interested  in  sugar  stocks  f 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  On  Sunday  or  any  other  day! 

Senator  Smith.  At  no  time. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht  with  Mr. 
Cleveland  when  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  present,  or  any  other  member  of 
the  sugar  trust  f 

Senator  Smith.  I  never  had  that  pleasure. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht f 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever,  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill, 
speculated  in  any  wise  or  in  any  way  in  sugar  stocks  f 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  contributions  by  the  people 
interested  in  the  so-called  sugar  trust  and  the  American  Sugar  Kefin- 
ing  Company  to  the  campaign  funds  of  1892 1 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  received  any  from  them  in  your  State 
personally! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  in  the  years  1892  and  1893! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis,  Or  in  any  other  years! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  went  to  some 
of  the  individual  members  of  the  finance  committee  with  reference  to 
this  sugar  schedule  before  you  had  any  talk  with  Mr.  Havemeyer! 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir.  In  talking  over  the  tariff  bill  in  general, 
^hen  it  came  to  the  sugar  schedule  somebody  asked  me  the  question — 
I  forget  now  just  who  it  was,  because  1  took  quite  an  interest  in  the 
tariff  bill,  coming  from  a  State  that  has  as  many  or  more  manufacturing 
interests  in  it  than  any  other  State  represented  on  our  side  of  the 
chamber — somebody  asked  me  when  it  came  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and 
I  said  that  I  thought  that  whatever  it  was  in  both  raw  and  refined  at 
^hat  time — I  was  not  familiar  with  what  the  bounty  amounted  to,  or 
^hat  the  rate  was  on  refined  sugar  under  the  McKiuley  bill — I  stated 
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then  and  there  that  whatever  that  was  I  would  advocate  a  redaction  of 
one-half,  or  catting  in  two  the  protection  on  both. 

Senator  Davis.  To  what  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  did  yon 
make  those  statements  f 

Senator  Smith.  I  think  I  made  the  statement  to  Senator  Jones  and 
to  Senator  Vest. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  times  f 

Senator  Smith.  Only  once. 

Seuator  Davis.  The  sugar  schedule,  then,  was  the  schedule  that  had 
been  reported  to  the  Senate  by  the  committee? 

Senator  Smith.  This  was  long  before  there  was  any  schedule  fixed 
by  the  committee. 

Senator  Davis.  Long  before  the  committee  made  any  report  at  ^t 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir.  This  was  a  general  conversation  in  regard 
to  the  tarifi'  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  where  that  conversation  wast 

Seuator  Smith.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  upon  the  House  bill  as  it  then  stood;  they 
were  considering  itt 

Senator  Smith.  They  were  considering  the  House  bill;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  now  ask  you  the  question,  do  you  recoUect  where 
that  conversation  wast 

Senator  Saiith.  I  think  it  was  in  the  Senate  Chamber,  because,  more 
or  less  every  day,  I  was  talking  with  them  on  the  sugar  schedule. 

Senator  Davis.  After  the  committee  had  reported  the  tarili'  bill,  did 
you  exert  or  help  to  exert  any  influence  in  regard  to  the  change  ia  the 
su^ar  schedule  from  the  one  that  the  committee  reported! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir. 

Senator  I^AVis.  At  any  time  or  anywhere t 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir.  My  own  view  on  the  sugar  schedule  was, 
free  raw  and  free  refined  sugars.  That  not  being  done,  I  believed  then 
and  believe  now  that  if  there  is  a  tax  on  raw  sugar  there  should  be 
one  on  refined.    That  has  been  my  position  on  the  sugar  question. 
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The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Ohio  t 

Senator  Sherman.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Sherman.  Twenty-nine  years. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senatet 

Senator  Sherman,  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefiuing  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value  t 

Senator  Sherman.  No,  sir;  emphatically. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugtf 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  t 

Senator  Sherman.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairs AK.  Have  'soxibeew  concerned  with  anyone  in  intere»* 
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direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certincatesf 

Senator  Sherman.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Sherman.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or,  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the 
ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Sherman.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Sherman.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its 
employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  t 

Senator  Sherman.  No  ^  in  no  respect,  except  I  was  very  much 
opposed  to  it. 


SWOEH  STATEMENT  OF  8EEAT0E  WILLIAM  M.  STEWAET. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  fi:om  the 
8tat«  of  Nevada! 

Senator  Stewart.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Stewart.  I  was  elected  first  in  18G4,  and  served  until  1875, 
and  then  again  in  1887  my  term  commenced,  and  I  am  on  my  full  term. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Stewart.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Stewart.  I  have  not.    I  had  no  information  to  give. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
Btock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company! 

Senator  Stewart.  No;  nor  at  any  other  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purcbase'or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Stewart.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  ^ix^  \£k!cys^^^  \f^ 
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Senator  Davis.  Are  jon  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  North  Dakota! 

Senator  Eoagh.  I  am.    . 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  Roach.  I  was  sworn  in  March  4, 1893. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  iu  the  Senate! 

Senator  Roach.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Refining  Sugar  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal* 
culated  to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Roach.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany! 

Senator  Roach.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Roach.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yonr 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  pla<;e  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Roach.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Roach.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Roach.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Roach.  No,  sir. 


SWOBH  STATEMEHT  OF  SEHATOB  STEPHEN  M.  WHITK 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  California! 
Senator  White.  I  am. 

Senator  Davis.  How  lon«^  have  you  been  such! 
Senator  White.  Since  the  4th  day  of  March,  1893, 
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The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
fiuch  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  I 

Senator  Jones.  No^  sir;  nor  at  any  other  period. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Jones.  No,  sir. 


8W0BH  8TATEMEHT  OF  SEITATOB  JOHN  T.  MORGAN. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Alabama! 

Senator  3Ioroan.  I  am. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  sncht 

Senator  Morgan.  Nearly  eighteen  years. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Morgan.  Yes;  nearly  all  the  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks  so  called  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Morgan.  No,  sir;  I  had  none  to  give. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefin- 
ing Company! 

Senator  Morgan.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  inter- 
est, direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation, 
whether  by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Morgan.  No. 

Senator  Davts.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Morgan.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Morgan.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Morgan.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Morgan.  No,  not  at  alL 
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Senator  Dayis.  Are  jon  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  North  Dakota  f 

Senator  Eoagh.  I  am.    . 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  Eoagh.  I  was  sworn  in  March  4, 1893. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate f 

Senator  Roach.  Yes,  air. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  dire<5tly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Kefining  Sugar  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Eoagh.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Com- 
pany! 

Senator  Eoagh.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Eoagh.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  yonr 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  plaice  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Eoagh.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicat^ed  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Eoagh.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Eoagh.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Eoagh.  No,  sir. 


8W0EH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOE  STEPHEN  M.  WHITK 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  California! 
Senator  White.  I  am. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 
Senator  White.  Since  the  4th  day  of  March,  1893. 
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Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  t 

Senator  White.  I  have. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi« 
rectly,  to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  White.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock 
or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany t 

Senator  White.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  White.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  White.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  trans- 
action in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  White.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  White.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  White.  No. 


8W0BH   STATEMEITT   OF  SEITATOB  DANIEL  W.   VOOBHEES.-Be- 

called. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Indiana! 

Senator  Voorhees.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such  ! 

Senator  Voorhees.  Nearly  17  years  now. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Voorhees.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Voorhees.  Not  a  particle  of  any  kind  or  d.es>ctY^\iQ\i. 
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The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining 
Company  t 

Senator  Voorhebs.  !N"o. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  VooRHEES.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Voorhees.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in  your 
employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in 
your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  su^ 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Voorhees.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
any  such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing  Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Voorhees.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eeflning  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Voorhses.  No. 


SWOBir  STATEMENT  OF  SEITATOE  WILLIAM  F.  VILA& 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Wisconsin! 

Senator  Vilas.  I  am. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Vilas.  Since  the  4th  of  March,  1891. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Vilas.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of 
the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Campany,  that  was  intended  or  calolated 
to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Vilas.  I  have  not,  in  any  way. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugtf 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befimof* 
Company! 

Senator  Vilas.  K"o  sir;  not  at  any  time. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interestj 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Vilas.  "Swet. 
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The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  j'^ou  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Vilas.  Never;  nothing  of  the  sort. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Vilas.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Vilas.  Never;  nothing  of  the  kind. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Vilas.  Never. 


SWORH  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  THOHAS  G.  POWER 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Montana! 

Senator  Power.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Power.  Since  April  16, 1890. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  biU  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Power.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Power.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining 
Company! 

Senator  Power.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Power.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Power.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  ia 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  tti^  \a.^^  q\  \>ol^  \i\s^Xfc\ 
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your  statiDg  it.  But  you  must  be  goyerned  by  what  you  think  is  due 
to  the  committee  and  yourself.  I  know  very  well  that  that  is  the  role 
of  the  Senate  in  regard  to  transactions  in  committee. 

Senator  Vest.  The  first  bill  prepared  by  Senator  Jones,  Senator 
Mills,  and  myself  put  about  1  cent  specific  duty  on  raw  sugar,  to  be 
tested  according  to  the  polariscopic  strength,  without  any  duty  at  all 
upon  refined  sugars.  We  agreed  to  report  the  bill  with  that  provision, 
and  it  was  so  printed.    The  morning 

Senator  Lodge.  Excuse  me  for  interrupting  yon  a  moment.  Was 
that  a  graded  duty  or  a  uniform  duty  t 

Senator  Vest.  It  commenced  at  82°  and  went  up  so  much. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  a  graded  dutyt 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir;  it  was  according  to  the  saccharine  strength 
by  the  polariscope. 

Senator  Lodge.  It  was  graded  upt 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  It  ran  from  what  to  whatf 

Senator  Vest.  From  82. 

Senator  Davis.  It  ran  from  what  to  what  in  dutyl 

Senator  Vest.  I  can  not  say. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  maximum f 

Senator  Vest.  One  cent  a  pound,  according  to  the  degree.  On 
Tuesday  morning  we  were  to  lay  that  bill  before  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  the  Finance  Committee.  Senators  Harris,  Voorhees,  and 
McPherson  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  Senator  Mills  had  taken  the 
place  of  Senator  Vance,  who  was  sick.  On  Monday  morning  preced- 
ing the  meeting  of  the  Finance  Committee,  we  were  inform^  that  a 
caucus  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Senate  was  to  be  held,  and 
that  caucus  was  called  by  Mr.  Gorman,  who  was  chairman  of  the 
caucus.  We  went  into  the  caucus,  of  course,  as  Democrats,  Senator 
Jones  and  myself.  Senator  Mills  never  attended.  We  stated  to  the 
caucus  what  we  had  done.  The  caucus  remained  in  session  three  days, 
and  we  were  instructed,  the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  to  go 
back  with  our  bill  and  readjust  it  so  that  it  would  be  acceptable,  if 
possible,  to  all  the  Democratic  members. 

We  went  into  our  committee  room,  and  there  appeared  before  us 
Senator  Gorman,  Senator  Brice^  Senator  Hill,  Senator  Smith,  of  New 
Jersey,  Senator  Caffery,  of  Louisiana,  and  Senator  White,  now  a  jus- 
tice of  the  Supreme  Court,  who  was  then  in  the  Senate  and  had  been 
appointed  but  had  not  taken  his  seat  on  the  bench.  The  discussion 
was  taken  up  at  once  on  the  sugar  schedule  as  soon  as  we  got  there, 
and  Senator  Gorman,  I  think,  stated  that  he  was  in  favor,  or  he  thought 
it  would  be  right,  to  put  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  40  per  cent  on  sugars, 
with  one-fourth  differential  on  refined  sugars.  Caffery  did  the  talking 
for  the  Louisiana  side  of  the  question — the  producers.  He  combated 
the  idea  of  an  ad  valorem  duty.  He  went  so  far  as  to  say  that  no  ad 
valorem  duty  would  be  accepted  by  the  producers  at  all,  auci  he  denied 
that  he  had  ever  agreed  to  any  ad  valorem  duty. 

Senator  Gorman  said  that  the  understanding  was  between  the  Louisi- 
ana Senators  and  the  balance  of  them  that  they  should  all  act  together, 
making  an  impression  on  me,  and  I  think  on  all  the  committee,  that 
they  had  an  understanding  that  they  would  fix  this  duty  to  suit  both  the 
producers  and  the  refiners,  and  they  discussed  that  question,  one  affirm- 
ing and  the  other  denjang.  That  went  on  for  three  quarters  of  an  hour 
or  an  hour.  The  principal  contention  was  sustained  by  Senator  Gor- 
man.   Senator  Brice  may  have  said  something,  but  I  think  he  said  he 
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did  not  care  mucli  about  it,  but  he  wanted  the  matter  adjusted.  That 
seemed  to  be  his  idea. 

Senator  Caffery  was  very  emphatic  and  pronounced.  Finally  I  got 
up  and  said :  "  Gentlemen,  we  came  here  under  instructions  of  our  caucus 
to  hear  any  complaints  that  have  been  made  and  any  suggestions, 
ifow,  it  is  evident  to  me  that  you  gentlemen  do  not  agree  as  to  what 
you  want,  and  that  you  have  made  an  agreement  to  stand  by  each  other 
as  to  the  sugar  schedule,  and  I  do  not  want  to  be  impolite — the  commit- 
tee does  not  want  to  be  impolite — but  if  you  will  give  us  the  committee 
room,  we  will  make  this  schedule  at  once,  as  you  do  not  seem  to  be  able 
to  agree  among  yourselves  as  to  the  tariff,"  or  words  to  that  effect. 

They  all  got  up  then  and  went  out,  and  we  went  back  to  work  on 
this  schedule  and  made  it  finally  at  4(J  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all 
sugars,  with  one-eighth  differential,  as  it  is  now  in  the  bill.  Of  course, 
1  do  not  know  what  passed  between  those  gentlemen,  except  what 
they  stated  there  to  us.  It  seems  they  had  conferences,  I  understood, 
and  when  they  came  in  and  made  the  proposition  to  the  committee 
they  disagreed  about  it  themselves. 

Senator  Lindsay.  None  of  that  party  of  gentlemen  suggested  or 
approved,  so  far  as  you  know,  the  schedule  that  you  reported  ! 

Senator  Vest.  No,  sir.  The  proposition,  as  I  understood  it  from  the 
refiners,  was  33J  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  afterwards  40  per  cent  ad 
valorem  and  one-quarter  differential.  Mr.  Havemeyer  filed  a  paper 
with  the  committee,  in  which  he  asked  33J  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all 
sugars,  with  one-quarter  differential.  Afterwards  the  suggestion  or 
demand,  or  whatever  you  might  call  it,  was  40  per  cent  ad  valorem 
and  one-quai-ter  differential,  and  that  they  could  not  live  for  less. 

I  never  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  about  this  schedule  now  in 
the  bill.  The  only  time  I  ever  saw  him  was  before  we  took  up  this 
sugar  matter,  and  that  was  at  my  house,  when  he  brought  his  samples. 
But  I  understood  that  this  present  duty  in  the  bill  was  not  at  all 
agreeable  to  the  refiners.  They  complained  of  it.  I  did  not  get  that 
from  them  personally. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Searles  testified  as  follows : 

Mr.  Searles.  I  had  an  interview  with  Senator  [Mnrphyi  from  onr  own  State,  in 
which  I  covered  substantially  the  same  ground  with  the  same  arguments,  asking 
him  to  do  what  he  could  with  members  of  the  committee  to  secure  an  ad  valorem 
tariff. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  after  the  rate  in  the  present  bill — ^the  rate  suggested  by 
what  is  caUed  the  Senate  amendments — ^had  been  adopted  t 

Mr.  Searles.  Prior  to  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  his  attitude  in  regard  to  itt 

Mr.  Searles.  He  stated  that  he  did  not  understand  the  matter  very  well,  but 
that  he  would  gladly  do  what  he  could  to  secure  proper  action  by  the  committee. 

You  did  not  mention  his  name  as  present  on  this  oceasion.  Was 
he  presents 

Senator  Vest.  I  do  not  think  he  was.  My  impression  is  that  Sena- 
tor Murphy  was  not  there.  I  have  stated  the  Senators  who  were  there. 
There  waa  Senator  Gorman,  Senator  Brice,  Senator  Hill,  Senator  Smith, 
of  New  Jersey;  Senator  Caffery,  and  Senator  White,  now  on  the  Supreme 
bench.  The  conversation  was  sustained  by  Senator  Gorman  and  Sena- 
tor Brice  made  a  remark  or  two,  but  did  not  seem  very  much  inter- 
ested in  the  matter;  but  Senator  Caffery,  representing  the  producers, 
talked  very  energetically  and  emphatically.  We  were  listeners.  We 
sat  there  and  heard,  because  we  were  instructed  to  go  and  hear  what 
those  gentlemen  had  to  say,  and  make  up  a  bill  which  would  meet 
everybody's  views. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Was  Senator  Caffery  for  specific  dutyf 

Senator  Vest.  Yes,  sir;  from  the  beginning.  He  insisted  that  he 
had  never  agreed  to  an  ad  valorem  duty.  Senator  Oorman,  and  pos- 
sibly Senator  Brice,  said  they  had  understood  differently,  and  that  they 
had  agreed  to  take  any  sort  of  duty  that  a  majority  of  these  gentle- 
men would  agree  to.  That  is,  as  I  understand  it,  they  had  made  an 
agreement  to  have  a  sugar  schedule  which  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
producers  and  refiners,  and  when  they  disagreed  about  the  terms  of 
their  own  agreement,  then  I  was  tired  of  the  business  and  not  iu  a 
very  good  humor,  and  I  said:  "Gentlemen,  give  us  the  committee 
room  and  we  will  take  charge  of  this  thing." 

Senator  Davis.  Did  any  of  these  parties,  on  the  occasion  of  this 
conference,  present  a  draA  of  that  schedule  advocating  his  or  their 
rate  of  duty  t 

Senator  Vest.  No,  sir;  I  am  certain  they  did  not.  Senator  Gorman 
said,  "  Now,  I  think  this  would  be  right,"  and  suggested  ad  valorem, 
and  as  soon  as  he  suggested  ad  valorem  Senator  Caffery  took  issue 
with  him  and  said  the  producers  could  not  and  would  not  stand  an  ad 
valorem;  that  they  wanted  a  specific  duty  and  tested  by  the  polari- 
scope,  which  he  had  put  in  the  bill  already. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday,  June  18, 1894,  at  11  o'clock 
a.  m. 


WASHiNaTON,  D.  0.,  June  18j  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:   The  chairman  (Senator    Gray)  and    Senators   Lindsay, 
Lodge,  Davis,  and  Allen. 

AFFIRMED  STATEMEITT  OF  SEKATOB  J.  B.  CAHEEOK. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  ot  Pennsylvania! 

Senator  Cameron.  I  am. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Cameron,  feince  1877. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariif  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Cameron.  Yes,  sir;  practically  all  the  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  that  was  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Cameron.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefiniiig 
Company! 

Senator  Cameron.  Not  a  share. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Cameron.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Ha^  ^^h^otl^  boa^ht  or  sold  for  your  account,  oriB 
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your  interest,  any  of  sacb  stocks,  or  si)eculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  any  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Oamekon.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  i)erson  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Camebon.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  liefiuing 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned? 

Senator  Camebon.  Not  that  I  know. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Eefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its 
employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise? 

Senator  Camebon,  Never. 


SWORK  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  JOHNSON  N.  CAMDEN. 

• 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  West  Virginia? 

Senator  Camden.  I  am. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Camden.  I  have  forgotten  exactly  when  I  did  qualify. 
I  think  some  time  in  February. 

Senator  Davis.  Of  the  present  year? 

Senator  Camde^.  No,  sir:  a  year  ago. 

Senator  Davis. 'Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Camden.  I  have.  If  you  will  excuse  me,  I  have  prepared  a 
statement  in  order  that  I  might  explain  one  matter  fully,  and  I  will 
bring  it  in  whenever  you  prefer. 

Senator  Davis.  You  can  bring  it  in  in  answer  to  any  question  with 
which  it  seems  to  connect  itself.  I  will  rei)eat  the  question  again. 
Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  during 
the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Camden.  I  have. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value? 

Senator  Camden.  Well,  I  expect  I  might  as  well  make  the  statement 
now.  While  it  is  germane  to  that,  it  is  not  exactly  in  answer  to  it.  I 
think,  perhaps,  it  had  just  as  well  come  in  here. 

Senator  Davis.  Very  well ;  make  your  statement. 

Senator  Camden.  In  the  testimony  of  Senator  Jones,  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee  on  Finance,  and  of  Messrs.  Havemeyer  and  Ter- 
rell, an  interview  has  been  referred  to  as  having  taken  place  at  my 
rooms,  opposite  the  Arlington  Hotel,  which  it  is  due  to  myself  to  explain 
in  detail,  and  in  doing  so  I  will  refer  to  the  fact  that  pleasant  and 
somewhat  intimate  relatione  have  existed  between  Senator  Jones  and 
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myself  for  more  than  ten  years,  a  large  portion  of  which  time  we  have 
served  together  in  the  Senate,  and  it  has  been  no  unusnal  thing  to  cou- 
fer  on  matters  of  interest  and  importance.  That  after  the  rejwrt  of 
the  Senate  Finance  Committee  had  been  made  to  the  Senate,  carrying 
with  it  its  amendments  to  the  Wilson  bill,  it  became  evident  that  some 
modifications  and  compromises  would  be  necessary  in  order  to  passtlie 
tariff  bill  through  the  Senate  in  any  reasonable  time. 

One  of  the  chief  difiRculties  was  the  adjustment  of  the  sugar  sched- 
ule, which  would  be  sufficiently  liberal  to  justify  the  representatives  of 
the  sugar-producing  interest  and  of  the  refining  interest  to  vote  for  the 
bill,  and  in  a  general  conversation  with  Senator  Jones,  in  which  I  urged 
first,  that  the  Democrats  must  pass  a  tariff  bill,  and  second,  that  speedy 
action  in  the  passage  of  the  bill  was  of  far  more  importance  to  the  busi- 
ness interests  of  the  country,  and  to  the  Democratic  party,  than  shades 
of  difference  as  to  items  making  up  the  shedules,  where  duties  had 
already  been  decided  to  be  imposed  upon  given  articles  for  revenue 
purposes,  and  that  in  my  judgment  such  concessions  ought  to  be  made 
within  reasonable  limits  as  would  unite  the  Democrats  in  the  Senate  in 
support  of  a  bill,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  was  extremely  desirable 
that  at  least  43  Democratic  votes  should  be  cast  for  whatever  bill 
should  be  passed. 

The  general  situation  was  fully  talked  over  from  time  to  time,  and 
Senator  Jones  expressed  himself  favorably  to  that  view  of  the  situa- 
tion, and  the  duty  of  the  committee,  and  the  Senate,  provided  it  conld 
be  done  on  the  general  lines  of  Democratic  policy.  At  the  same  time 
Senator  Jones  stated  to  me  that  my  business  and  personal  relations  in 
the  Senate  could  be  of  service  to  the  committee,  and  asked  me  if  I 
would  help  him  and  other  members  of  the  committee  in  ascertaining 
and  arriving  at  the  real  points  of  difference  to  be  adjusted,  which  I 
readilv  consented  to  do. 

I  will  state  here,  that  as  I  understood  the  matter,  whilst  the  sugar- 
producing  interest  and  the  refining  interest  had  started  out  together 
with  friendly  relations  in  regard  to  the  sugar  schedule,  that  differences 
had  soon  after  arisen  in  which  the  two  interests  became  very  far  apart, 
and  there  was  danger  of  serious  antagonisms  between  the  two  interests 
which  might  endanger  the  bill  from  either  one  side  or  the  other. 

Soon  after  this  conversation  and  understanding  between  Senator 
Jones  and  myself  I  happened  in  one  of  the  committee  rooms,  in  Avhich 
Senator  Jones  was  interrogating  Mr.  Searles  (whom  I  did  not  know 
before  that  time),  upon  the  i>rocess  and  particulars  relating  to  the  busi- 
ness of  refining.  Senator  Jones  nodded  to  me  to  take  a  seat,  which  I 
did,  and  listened  to  the  questions  of  Senator  Jones  and  the  answers  of 
Searles  ui)on  the  subject.  After  he  got  through — it  only  occupied  a  few 
minutes — and  Mr.  Searles  had  left  the  room,  Senator  Jones  turned  to 
me  and  said  that,  whilst  he  was  posted  from  his  standpoint  through 
the  examination  of  reports,  statistics,  et<5.,  he  was  very  anxious  to 
understand  both  sides  fully  and  fairly,  and  to  get  reliable  data  and 
information  from  the  refining  interest  side  of  the  question,  and  that  he 
was  not  at  all  satisfied  with  the  explanations  given  by  Mr.  Searles. 

In  fact.  Senator  Jones  was  not  at  all  pleased  \vith  the  result  of  the 
interview,  in  which,  of  course,  I  had  taken  no  part,  but  was  simply 
listening.  Senator  Jones  suggested  that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  for 
some  one  who  was  regarded  as  high  authority  in  sugar  matters  to  pre- 
sent to  him,  or  to  the  conunittee,  the  facts  they  relied  upon  in  order 
that  he  might  judge  for  himself  the  merits  of  the  conflicting  claims. 
I  replied  that  I  had  no  doubt  it  conld  be  brought  about.    I  afterwards 
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repeated  the  conversation  substantially,  I  think,  to  Senator  Brice,  or  to 
some  other  person ;  but  my  present  recollection  is  it  was  to  Senator 
Brice.  At  any  rate,  through  means  of  which  I  have  no  personal  knowl- 
edge, Mr.  Havemeyer  came  to  Washington,  and  I  was  advised  that 
Mr.  Havemeyer  was  at  the  Arlington  Hotel,  and  desired  to  appear 
before  Mr.  Jones  or  the  subcommittee,  and  I  so  informed  Senator 
Jones,  and  asked  Senator  Jones  where  he  would  prefer  Mr.  Havemeyer 
should  see  him.  He  replied,  that  if  agreeable,  he  would  meet  Mr. 
Havemeyer  at  my  rooms  opposite  the  Arlington  Hotel  at  10  o'clock  the 
next  morning. 

I  then  informed  Mr.  Terrell,  with  whom  I  had  been  personally 
acquainted  for  a  very  long  time,  perhaps  as  long  as  fifteen  years,  that  if 
Mr.  Havemeyer  would  call  at  my  rooms  at  10  o'clock  the  next  morning 
he  could  see  Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Havemeyer  did  call  with  Mr.  Terrell 
at  about  that  time  the  next  morning,  and  within  a  minute  or  two  Sena- 
tor Jones  came  in.  There  were  present  Senator  Jones,  myself,  Mr. 
Terrell,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  and  possibly  some  other  persons.  My  recollec- 
tion is  not  distinct  as  to  who  were  present.  I  attached  no  particular 
importance  to  the  matter  at  the  time,  as  I  considered  it  the  duty  of  a 
Senator,  if  he  was  to  serve  his  country  usefully,  to  get  information  from 
any  source  that  came  within  his  reach.  Mr.  Havemeyer  brought  with 
him  a  large  sample  case,  containing  small  boxes  of  crude  and  refined 
sugars. 

My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Havemeyer  stated  to  Senator  Jones 
that  the  crude  sugar  embraced  samples  of  all  the  sugars  grown  in  the 
world,  and  it  made  a  most  interesting  exhibit,  which  Mr.  Havemeyer 
explained  in  detail  to  Mr.  Jones,  ^o  person  took  any  part  in  the  con- 
versation except  Mr.  Jones  and  Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  listened  to  all  the 
conversation  and  felt  interested  in  the  explanations  given.  The  chief 
point  discussed  was  the  fact  that  an  ad  valorem  duty  was  the  only 
fair  duty  that  could  be  placed  upon  raw  sugars,  for  the  reason  that 
there  was  a  very  greatdifferencein  the  value  of  tho  sugars,  and  a  uniform 
specific  tax  would  at  times  prevent  the  purchase  of  certain  grades  of 
sugar  and  comjiel  the  purchase  of  other  grades,  whereas  the  markets 
should  be  left  open  to  the  purchase  of  any  grade  upon  an  ad  valorem 
dutiable  basis;  that  is,  according  to  the  value  of  the  crude  sugar. 

Senator  Jones  then  took  up  other  practical  questions  of  detail  as  to 
why  a  differential  was  necessary  between  the  crude  and  refined,  and,  if 
necessary,  to  what  extent.  He  also  questioned  him  jwintedly  as  to 
methods  and  cost  of  refining,  and  as  to  the  yield  of  refined  sugars  from 
different  kinds  of  raw  sugar,  and  put  many  questions  to  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, some  of  which  were  not  answered  to  Mr.  Jones's  satisfaction.  At 
any  rate,  in  a  short  time  Senator  Jones  bundled  up  his  tables  of  sta- 
tistics, calculations,  etc.,  and  remarked  somewhat  unceremoniously  that 
he  had  given  as  much  time  to  the  matter  as  he  could  spare  and  must 
go  to  the  Senate.  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  Mr.  Terrell  left  at  the  same 
Snie  or  within  a  few  minutes. 

I  never  had  a  conversation  myself  with  Mr.  Havemeyer  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  sugar  other  than  perhaps  a  few  casual  remarks,  and,  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection,  had  never  seen  Mr.  Havemeyer  before  his  visit  to 
Washington  at  that  time;  but  it  had  been  understood  that  Senator 
Jones  would  call  at  my  rooms  about  8  o'doi^k  the  evening  before,  which 
Mr.  Jones  afterwards  concluded  he  could  not  do,  but  Mr.  Havemeyer 
called  for  a  few  minutes  and  was  informed  ^hat  he  could  not  see  5Tr. 
Jones  until  the  next  morning.  He  then  left  without  any  conversation 
with  me  \bout  sugar.    This  was  the  first  time  I  had  seen  Mr « ILd»N^\si<^^sL 
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during  his  visit  to  Wavshington,  and  the  second  time  was  when  \\e  met 
Senator  Jones  at  10  o'clock  the  next  moniing.  I  was  not  a  member  o! 
the  Finance  Committee,  nor  did  I  seek  in  any  way  to  impress  any  v*ews 
npon  any  member  of  the  committee  on  that  or  any  other  subject.  My 
whole  object  was  to  help  the  committee  gain  reliable  infoiination  and  to 
find  a  common  gionnd  on  which  all  Democrats  could  stand, 

I  did  have  several  talks  with  the  Louisiana  Senators,  especially  Son- 
ators  Catfery  and  White,  before  Senator  White  accepted  the  office  of 
associate  justice,  and  in  conversations  with  them,  as  my  coll<»:igues  in 
the  Senate,  I  urged  upon  them  the  necessity  of  some  amicable  ananire 
ment,  and  that  they  must  expect  to  make  some  saorifice^  and  concessions 
in  order  to  make  the  passage  of  a  Democratic  tarilf  bill  possible,  and 
as  Democrats  they  could  not  aftbrd  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  measure 
that  would  give  reasonable  recognition  to  the  great  sugar  interests  they 
represented,  and  that  they  ought  not  to  hope  to  get  all  they  wanted. 

This,  as  ftir  as  I  recollect  it,  is  a  full  explanation  of  the  interview  at 
my  rooms,  which,  I  will  add,  in  my  view,  was  only  fulfilling  the  repre- 
sentative duty  of  a  Senator,  who  is  presumed  to  legislate  in  the  ii»t^r- 
est  of  the  whole  conntry,  to  see  and  confer  with  any  persons  whose 
interests  are  to  be  atl'ccted  by  legislation.  With  this  view  I  had  no 
hesitation  in  meeting  anyone  who  called  to  see  me.  I  met  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  domestic  cigar  interests  of  my  State  and  presented 
data  which  induced  the  committee  to  modify  the  tax  on  domestic  cigars. 
I  also  met  and  conferred  with  the  sheet-iron  interests  of  my  State, 
and  the  facts^hat  they  presented  induced  the  committee  to  make  some 
changes  which  were  unimportant  to  the  schedule,  but  important  toihe 
diflerent  parts  and  grades  of  the  articles  manufactured.  I  also  luot 
with  the  coal  men  from  my  State  and  discussed  that  matter,  and  will 
add  that  I  think  my  views  on  that  subject  were  never  very  satisfactory 
to  most  of  the  representatives  of  that  interest. 

1  have  a  personal  interest  in  coal  in  West  Virginia,  but  the  interest 
I  represent  in  that  is,  in  my  judgment,  in  no  wise  affected  by  the  tariff. 
The  geographical  location  of  the  coal  section  in  which  I  am' interested 
does  not  come  into  competition  in  any  way  with  the  coal  that  would  be 
shipped  in  from  !N^ova  Scotia  to  the  Eastern  seaboard,  and  thereto 
could  not  influence  either  my  judgment  or  interests  in  that  question. 
I  have  no  interest  in  tobacco  or  cigars,  or  iron  mills,  or,  manufacture  j^ 
of  any  kind  affected  by  tariff  legislation,  nor  in  sugar,  or,  so  far  as  I 
know,  in  any  other  special  interest  affected  by  tariff*  legislation  except 
lumber.  I  have,  perhaps,  a  larger  interest  in  lumber  than  in  any  other 
thing  affected  by  the  present  tariff  bill,  but  I  consented  to  have  lum- 
ber put  wholly  upon  the  free  list,  where  it  now  stands. 

I  very  rarely  deal  in  stock  of  any  kind,  and  I  have  not  speculated  in 
sugar  stocks  nor  bought  or  sold  sugar  stocks,  nor  have  I  been  interest€<l 
in  the  same,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  since  the  meeting  of  this  ses- 
sion of  Congress. 

Senator  Davis.  That  answer  may  not  possibly  be  held  to  cover  tbe 
question  in  response  to  which  it  was  given,  and  I  will  read  it  again. 

Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  anyone 
interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of  the  American 
Sugar  Kelining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calculated  to  affect  its 
value? 

Senator  Camden.  No, 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  sitice 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany! 
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Senator  Camden.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether  by 
purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates? 

Senator  Camden.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
promised  or  agreed  to  place  any  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Camden.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Camden.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Camden.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Camden.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  In  your  statement  you  refer  to  the  representatives 
of  the  sugar-producing  interest  whose  vote  it  was  necessary  to  obtain. 
Whom  do  you  mean  by  such  representatives! 

Senator  Camden.  I  mean,  in  a  general  way,  the  Louisiana  Senators 
and  one  or  both  of  the  California  Senators.  I  do  not  speak  from  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  what  they  would  or  would  not  have  done.  Of  course 
they  contended  for  a  tariff  on  sugar  and  were  very  firm  in  their  demands 
in  the  interests  of  their  constituents. 

Senator  Davis.  In  the  same  sentence  in  that  statement  you  refer  to 
the  sugar-refining  interests  whose  vote  it  would  be  necessary  to  obtain. 
Whom  do  you  mean  by  that  expression! 

Senator  Camden.  That,  perhaps,  was  not  the  expression  I  should 
have  used.  I  do  not  know  of  any  representatives  of  the  sugar-refining 
interests,  but  I  referred  to  the  fact  that  there  were  certain  Senators 
who  claimed  that  there  should  be  a  modification  of  that  schedule  and 
other  schedules  in  which  their  constituents  were  interested. 

Senator  Davis.  What  were  the  names  of  those  Senators! 

Senator  Camden.  In  a  general  way,  it  was  understood  that  Senator 
Murphy,  Senator  Smith,  Senator  Hill,  perhaps,  and  perhaps  other  Sen- 
atorii  were  not  favorable  to  the  bill.  In  other  words,  they  required 
some  modifications  to  be  made  in  certain  portions  of  the  bill  before  it 
would  receive  their  approbation. 

Senator  Davis.  Protection  to  the  sugar  refining  interest? 

Senator  Camden.  Not  especially.    That  was  one  of  the  group. 

Senator  Davis.  One  of  the  group  representing  those  views! 

Senator  Camden,  Yes;  one  of  the  group  of  modifications. 

Senator  Lodge.  Were  there  any  other  Senators  besides  those  you 
have  named! 

Senator  Camden.  I  speak  of  those  in  a  general  way.  What  names 
did  I  mention! 
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Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Murphy,  Senatoi  Smith,  Senator  Hill,  and 
perliaps^  other  Senators. 

Senator  Camden.  Perhaps  Senators  Brice  and  Gorman.  I  could  not 
speak  of  any  particular  Senators  within  my  knowledge  demanding  any 
particular  tbiiig,  but  it  was  known  that  they  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  bill,  and  unless  some  concessions  were  made  to  important  sched- 
ules that  it  was  likely  the  bill  would  not  receive  their  support.  In 
other  words,  there  were  some  Senators  designated  as  conservatives  by 
the  newspapers.  I  do  not  pretend  to  speak  with  any  personal  knowl- 
edge or  to  know  anything  about  what  those  Senators  would  have  done. 

Senator  Davis.  In  which  of  the  committee  rooms  did  the  conference 
with  Mr.  Searles  and  Senator  Jones  take  place? 

Senator  Camden.  My  impression  is  it  was  in  the  committee  room  on 
Public  Printing,  or  in  Senator  Jones's  committee  room. 

Senator  Davis.  Who  was  present  besides  those  two  and  yourself? 

Senator  Camden,  l^o  one.  I  went  into  the  committee  room  and 
found  Senator  Jones  and  Mr.  Searles  in  the  rear  room. 

Senator  Davis.  This  conference  took  place  before  Mr.  Havemeyer 
came  to  Washington  from  New  York? 

Senator  Camden.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  before,  do  you  think! 

Senator  Camden.  I  should  think  it  was  three  or  four  days;  I  do  not 
know  exactly. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  he  come  here,  as  near  as  you  can  state! 

Senator  Camden.  I  have  no  recollection  of  particular  dates.  It  was 
between  the  time  that  the  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  by  tlie 
Finance  Committee  and  the  time  that  the  bulk  of  the  amendments  to 
the  bill  were  reported  to  the  Senate. 

Senator  Davis.  It  was  between  those  dates! 

Senator  Camden.  Between  those  dates. 

Senatcjr  Davis.  How  long  before  the  conference  bf^tween  Senator 
Jones  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  at  your  room  was  it  that  Mr.  Havemeyer 
came  from  New  York  f 

Senator  Camden.  1  did  not  charge  my  mind  with  it  and,  in  fact^  I 
don't  think  I  know. 

Senator  Davis.  I  simply  want  to  get  the  proper  relation  of  thisnioie 
than  anything  else. 

Senator  Camden.  I  did  not  charge  my  memory  with  any  of  tlioso 
dates,  and  without  referring  to  something  I  could  not  tell,  and  I  do  not 
know  that  I  have  anything  to  refer  to. 

Senator  Davis.  In  your  efforts  to  impress  upon  the  Louisiana  Seiia- 
ators  the  necessity  of  concessions  which  you  speak  of  in  your  state- 
ment, those  were  concessions  upon  the  sugar  question,  were  they  not! 

Senator  Camden.  Concessions  as  to  their  demands  for  the  protection 
of  their  own  people. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  they  demand  which  you  wished  them  to 
make  concessions  from! 

Senator  Camden.  I  do  not  think  there  were  any  special  demands. 

Senator  Davis.  For  instance,  at  that  time  they  were  demanding  a 
specific  duty,  were  they  not! 

Senator  Camden.  I  do  not  know  that  they  were  specially.  I  think 
they  were,  though;  a  specific  duty  of  li  cents,  my  recollection  is. 

Senator  Davis.  And  the  sugar-retiuing  interests  were  objecting  to 
that,  and  demanding  an  ad  valorem  duty,  were  they  not? 

Senator  Camden.  So  far  as  1  know  the  refining  interests  were  in 
favor  of  an  ad  vaVoxem  Awt^  v\\V  t\\^  tiiuo^  and  that  for  a  time  the  pro- 
ducing interests  were  \\V\\v\\g,\i\x^  W^^  \nv\\\\^v5l^\!:\^^^  a.<L  valorem. 
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Senator  Davis.  Did  not  Mr,  Haveineyer,  in  his  conference  with  Sen- 
ator Jones,  fully  explain  his  reasons  for  preferring  an  ad  valorem  to  a 
speciiic  duty? 

Senator  Camden.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  not  the  specific  duty  the  main  point  in  his 
objection  to  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  in  his  conference  with 
Senator  Jones! 

Senator  Camden.  It  was  certainly  one  of  the  strong  points  he  was 
urging,  and  the  explanation  was  that  if  a  specific  duty  were  of  the  same 
amount;  for  instance,  a  cent  or  a  cent  and  a  fraction  were  placed  alike 
on  all  crude  sugars,  some  of  which  might  not  be  worth  more  than  If 
cents,  and  other  grades  more  than  that,  we  will  say,  for  illustration, 
3  cents  or  2^  cents,  that  it  would  compel  at  times,  or  prevent,  rather, 
at  times,  the  purchase  of  certain  grades  and  compel  the  purchase  of 
other  grades,  whereas  the  duty  ought  to  be  so  as  to  leave  the  markets 
open  to  the  choice  of  the  purchasers  upon  an  ad  valorem  basis  of  the 
value  of  the  sugars.    That  was  the  strong  point  he  was  making. 

Senator  Davjs.  Was  not  the  substance  of  your  advice  to  the  Louisi- 
ana Senators  that  they  make  concessions,  that  they  should  concede  or 
recede  from  the  istand  that  they  had  taken  as  to  the  specific  duty,  and 
accede  to  an  ad  valorem  duty! 

Senator  Camden.  No;  I  never  indicated  nor  had  anything  more  to 
urge  than  as  Democrats.  I  may  say  that  I  am  a  Democrat,  and  both 
those  Senators  are  Democrats. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  itt 

Senator  Camden.  It  was  that  a  common  point  should  be  reached 
in  some  way  by  which  the  whole  subject  could  be  adjusted.  I  knew 
very  little  about  the  sugar  schedule.  1  did  not  know  widether  it  should 
be  ad  valorem  or  specific  duty,  and  I  do  not  think  the  question  of  ad 
valorem  duty  was  ever  discussed  between  the  Louisiana  Senators  and 
myself.  If  it  was  it  was  only  incidental,  and  not  in  the  way  of  making 
any  i^oint  on  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  any  other 
person  representing  the  sugar  trust  ever  had  any  conference  with 
either  of  the  Louisiana  Senators  f 

Senator  Camden.  I  do  not  from  my  own  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you,  in  any  of  your  conferences  with  those  Sen- 
ators or  any  other  Senator  represent,  or  rather  state  what  Mr,  Have- 
meyer^s  views  were  upon  the  questions  you  have  heard  him  discuss!  • 

Senator  Camden.  Ifo;  I  never  did,  for  the  reason  that  my  conversa- 
tions were  not  conferences,  but  were  mere  conversations  in  the  Senate 
chamber,  and  they  told  me  their  troubles  about  it.  One  was  the  dis- 
agreement as  to  the  extent  of  the  duty  and  the  question  whether  it 
should  be  ad  valorem  or  specific. 

Senator  Davis.  Disagreement  between  whom! 

Senator  Camden.  Between  the  sugar  refining  interests  and  the  crude 
interests  or  the  producers. 

Senator  Davis.  Whom  do  you  mean  by  "they;''  that  the  Louisiana 
Senators  told  you  this! 

Senator  Camden.  You  must  bear  in  mind  that  there  was  no  actual 
conference  with  the  view  of  convincing  anyone  about 'anything  of  that 
kind.  Those  things  were  alluded  to  in  a  general  way,  and  they  were 
simply  alluded  to  in  a  general  way. 

Senator  Davis.  Awhile  ago  you  used  the  expression  "they,"  I  want 
to  know  whom  you  alluded  to  by  "  they!" 

Senator  Camden.  Senator  Cafi'ery  and  Senator  ^\i\\i^\  ^\i*^^x 
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White,  before  lie  was  on  the  bench.  After  Mr.  Blanchard  came  in,  I  do 
not  think  I  had  much  to  say  on  the  subject. 

Senator  Davis.  What  did  they  tell  you  those  points  of  difference 
were! 

Senator  Camden.  I  never  entered  into  details  as  to  the  particular 
points  of  difference. 

Senator  Davis.  In  general,  what  did  they  say  those  points  were! 

Senator  Camden.  In  general,  that  they  preferred  a  specific  duty,  and 
if  they  had  to  take  an  ad  valorem  duty  they  wanted  higher  ad  valorem 
duties  than-  the  one  about  which  they  were  talkiug  of  agreeing. 

Senator  Davis.  Whom  did  they  say  preferred  the  ad  valorem  duty! 

Senator  Camden.  The  refining  interest  preferred  the  ad  valorem 
duty. 

Se vator  Davis.  And  as  to  each  duty  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  rate! 

Senator  Camden.  As  to  the  rate,  yes;  I  think  I  can  st«te  in  a  gen- 
eral way  that  it  was  understood  that  the  refining  interest  did  not  c^re 
what  the  rate  was,  whether  it  was  25  or  30,  or  35  or  40,  or  any  other 
rate,  so  it  was  an  ad  valorem  duty,  and  the  producers  wanted  not  less 
than  45  per  cent. 


SWORN  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  A  P.  GORMAN. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Maryland! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  am. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Gorman. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tarift'bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Gorman,  I  have,  except  the  past  two  weeks. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  (tailed,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lat(3d  to  aflect  its  value! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefiuiug  Com- 
pany! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks^  or  prom> 
ised  or  agreed  to  place  any  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
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the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Gorman.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any 
such  clerk  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Gorman.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the  Ameri* 
can  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its  employ 
as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Gorman.  No,  sir;  in  no  way  whatever. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Terrell,  whose  name  has  been 
mentioned  in  connection  with  this  investigation! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  do ;  very  well. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  known  him! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  should  say  five  or  six  years! 

Senator  Davis.  During  the  pendency  of  the  present  tariff  bill  in  the 
Senate  have  you  had  any  conference  with  Mr.  Terrell  on  the  subject 
of  the  sugar  schedule! 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes;  he  has  talked  to  me  three  or  four  times.  I 
can  not  give  you  the  exact  number,  but  several  times. 

Senator  Davis.  When,  first,  did  they  begin,  and  where! 

Senator  Gorman.  Always  here  in  Washington.  The  date  when  he 
first  came  here  I  can  not  give  you,  but  I  should  think  it  was  about  the 
time  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  was  considering  the  bill,  and 
before  their  first  report  was,  I  think,  about  the  first  time  I  saw  him. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  was  this  conference! 

Senator  Gorman.  He  called  to  see  me. 

Senator  Davis.  At  your  house! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  think  so;  that  is  my  impression. 

Senator  Davis.  State  what  was  said  by  him  or  you  on  that  occasion. 

Senator  Gorman.  He  made  the  conversation,  especially  about  the 
sugar  business,  as  I  understand  it.  He  was  interested  in  other  mat- 
ters, and  as  was  his  habit  the  past  four  years,  he  called  to  see  me  and 
talked  generally  about  it.  I  think  that  is  the  best  of  my  recollection. 
At  that  time  he  also  talked  about  the  sugar  schedule  among  other 
items  of  the  bill,  and  it  was  generally  on  the  line  that  injustice  had 
been  done  them  in  the  shape  in  which  the  bill  came  from  the  House,  and 
my  belief  is  he  was  advocating  that  the  bill  should  be  restored  to  the 
condition  it  was  in  when  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
House  reported  it  to  the  House. 

Senator  Davis.  In  what  condition  do  you  understand  that  to  be! 

Senator  Gorman.  That  was  that  the  raw  sugars  siiould  be  free  and 
a  duty  of  one  quarter  of  a  cent  a  pound  on  the  refined,  and  that  is 
about  the  line  of  his  talk  to  me.  I,  of  course,  could  not  give  the  con- 
versation in  detail,  because  I  did  not  charge  my  mind  with  it. 

Senator  Davis.  In  what  did  he  state  that  the  injustice  of  which  he 
complained  consisted! 

Senator  Gorman.  It  was  in  this  great  business  enterprise  the  dis- 
crimination was  made  against  him,  different  from  that  of  any  other 
manufactured  article  in  the  bill.  It  was  put  upon  the  free  list,  and  it 
would  destroy  the  refining  interest  of  this  country. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  assert  any  views  as  to  whether  the  duty 
should  be  specific  or  ad  valorem! 

Senator  Gorman.  That,  as  I  say,  was  specific,  the  duty  he  talked  to 
me  about  on  the  refined.    As  I  recollect,  he  did  not  discuss  with.  \£k^ 
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any  duty  upon  the  raw  at  all,  but  his  view,  as  I  remember  it,  was  tluit 
they  would  like  to  have  the  provision  restored  to  what  it  was  when 
the  bill  was  reported  to  the  House. 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  about  all  that  took  place  theuf 

Senator  Gubman.  That  was  about  aU  that  took  place  then. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  and  when  did  you  next  see  himf 

Senator  Goeman.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say,  but  it  was  some- 
where here  in  Washington.  He  came  across  me  accidentally.  He 
called  to  see  me,  whether  at  my  house  or  the  Capitol  I  do  not  recall 

Senator  Davis.  State,  as  brieHy  as  you  can,  the  substance  of  that 
conversation. 

Senator  Gorman.  It  was  all  the  same  purx)ort,  until  he  reached  the 
point  where  it  was  understood,  and  so  published,  that  the  Committee 
on  Finance  of  the  Senate  had  agreed  upon  the  specific  duty  on  the  raw, 
and  then,  as  I  remember,  went  on  to  try  and  show  me  that  that  was 
very  unfair  to  the  refining  interest  and  would  operate  disastrously  all 
fbround,  because  the  duty  was  not  uniform,  the  higher  rate  of  duty 
would  be  upon  the  low  grades  of  sugar,  and  therefore  it  ojM»rated 
unjustly.  That  was  about  the  purport  of  all  his  conversation  after  the 
action  of  the  committee  was  understood  to  be  public. 

Senator  Davis.  When  and  where  did  you  next  see  him  ? 

Senator  Gorman.  I  can  not  separate  the  two  or  three  interviews, 
wherever  they  were.  I  can  not  recall  the  exact  interviews,  but  they 
were  all  to  that  effect  and  nothing  beyond  tnat. 

Senator  Davis.  The  interviews  were  three  or  four  in  number? 

Senator  Gorman.  1  think  so.  I  wiU  not  be  positive  about  it.  There 
may  have  been  two,  and  maybe  four.  I  think  I  met  him  accidentally, 
on  the  street  possibly. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyert 

Senator  Gorman.  I  met  Mr.  Havemeyer  here  about  the  same  time. 
I  never  saw  him  until  then. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Havemeyer  call  upon  you  in  this  city! 

Senator  Gorman.  He  did. 

Senator  Davis.  At  your  house! 

Senator  Gorman.  At  my  house. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  have  a  conference  with  him  on  the  sugar 
question! 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  About  when  was  this! 

Senator  Gorman.  My  impression  is  that  it  was  a  few  days  after  the 
conference  of  the  Democratic  Senators.  The  Committee  on  Finance— 
I  can  not  give  you  the  date 

Senator  Davis.  Allow  me  to  interrupt  you  there.  A  few  days  aft^ 
the  conference  of  Democratic  Senators,  after  the  committee  had  reported 
the  bill  to  the  Democratic  caucus! 

Senator  Gorman.  The  Committee  on  Finance  considered  the  bill 
a  few  days  before  they  reported  it,  or  when  it  was  supposed  they 
were  reporting  it  a  conference  of  the  Democratic  Senators  was  caUed 
ui)on  the  request  in  writing  of  a  suflBcient  number  of  Democrats  to  me, 
as  chairman  of  the  caucus.  I  thereupon  called  the  caucus.  We  had 
a  conference  lasting  three  days.  Of  course,  not  the  whole  time  waa 
consumed  in  the  conference,  but  the  better  part  of  it  was. 

Senator  Davis.  I  am  now  trying  to  fix  your  first  interview  with  Mr. 
Havemeyer. 

Senator  Gorman.  That  is  what  I  want  to  do.  I  prefer  to  do  it  that 
way,  so  that  you  may  have  the  exact  state  of  the  case.    That  conference 
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lasted  the  better  part  of  three  days,  at  the  end  of  which  the  Committee 
on  Finance  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Kow,  it  was  immediately  after  that,  if  my  recollection  serves  me,  tlial 
Mr.  Havemeyer  came  here,  as  did  the  representatives  of  all  sorts  of 
interests.  The  newspapers  had  given  the  impression  to  the  public  that 
the  bill  was  being  considered  again,  and  being  considered  by  the  caucus, 
and  being  chairman  of  it,  naturally,  and  to  my  very  great  inconven- 
ience, everybody — I  say  everybody,  but  I  mean  a  great  number  of  gen- 
tlemen who  had  interests  in  the  bill — came  to  see  me ;  among  them,  Mr, 
Havemeyer. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  said  by  Mr.  Havemeyer  and  yourself  on 
occasion  when  he  first  came  to  you! 

f;3enator  Gorman.  He  went  on  to  explain  to  me  the  condition  of  his 
particular  business,  the  sugar  interest,  and  to  show  that  tliey  had  been 
unfairly  dealt  with,  or  were  about  to  be,  and  that  he  ought  to  have  a 
duty  on  the  refined  article  of  one-quarter  of  a  cent  a  pound,  essentially 
as  it  was  reported  to  the  House  by  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means, 
and  any  duty  upon  the  raw  article  other  than  ad  valorem  duty  would 
operate  very  unjustly  to  the  American  interest.  He  did  not  advocate, 
however,  any  duty  upon  the  raw  sugars.  He  referred  to  the  bill  as 
reported  to  the  House.  But  upon  that  he  did  not  insist,  and  did  not 
attempt  to  go  beyond  the  point  of  having  a  fair  duty,  as  he  called  it, 
levied  upon  the  refined  article. 

Senator  Davis.  He  objected,  did  he  not,  very  strenuously  to  any 
specific  duty! 

Senator  Gorman.  He  did.  He  said  it  was  unfair  and  opera  te^d  badly; 
unequal;  made  the  low-grade  sugar  pay  a  higher  rate  of  duty  than  the 
better  grades,  and  would  have  a  tendency  to  destroy  our  commerce 
with  the  countries  south  of  us. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  illustrate  these  views  by  exhibiting  his 
samples  of  sugar  1 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir;  but  he  did  not  at  that  interview.  He 
did  nothave  those  samples  of  sugar  when  he  first  came  to  see  me  about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Where  was  it  that  he  showed  his  samples! 

Senator  Gorman.  I  do  not  think  he  showed  me  any  samples  of  sugar. 
I  am  not  positive  about  that,  but  he  explained  the  diflFerent  grades  of 
sugar. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  interviews  did  you  have  with  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, or  have  you  had  with  him,  on  this  subject? 

Senator  Gorman.  I  think  two. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  remember  where  the  next  one  wasi 

Senator  Gorman.  At  my  house ;  I  think  he  called  there  twice.  That 
is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  the  same  subject  gone  overt 

Senator  Gorman.  The  same  thing. 

Senator  Davis.  Pretty  much  the  same  thing! 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir;  nothing  beyond  that,  and  nothing  more 
than  that. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  anybody  else  present  at  any  of  these  inter- 
views except  yourself  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  1 

Senator  Gorman.  No,  sir;  I  think  he  called  at  my  house  in  the 
morning  before  1  came  to  the  Capitol. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  campaign  contri- 
butions 1 

Senator  Gorman.  Nothing  whatever.  I  never  said  anything  to  Mr. 
Havemeyer  about  campaign  contributions.    1  never  saw  him  Tiiitvlt\v&\^ 
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Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Seaiies,  the  treasurer  of  the  sn^t 
trii>t,  so  called! 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir;  I  have  known  Mr.  Searles — well,  I  think 
probably  the  first  time  I  saw  Mr.  Searles  was  when  the  tariff  bill  of 
1883  was  up.    I  talked  with  him  then  and  frequently  since. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  he  here  in  the  interest  of  the  sugar  refining 
business! 

Senator  (tOBMAN.  I  so  understood ;  he  seemed  to  have  no  other 
business  here. 

Senator  Davis.  He  has  been  in  Washington  almost  continuously, 
has  he  not,  since  the  tariff  bill  came  over  from  the  House  this  yeai-! 

Senator  Gobman.  I  can  not  answer  that.  I  have  seen  him  here 
three  or  four  times.  I  have  seen  him  on  the  street  and  saw  him  about 
the  Capitol. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  yon  had  any  conference  with  Mr.  Searles  dur- 
ing the  pendency  of  this  bill! 

Senator  Gor3IAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many! 

Senator  Gobman.  I  saw  him  at  the  Capitol  here  with  Senator  Jones 
and  went  through  the  details  about  the  calculations  of  the  sujxar. 

Senator  Davis.  Whereabouts  in  this  Capitol  was  the  conference! 

Senator  Gobman.  In  one  of  the  committee  rooms  here. 

Senator  Davis.  Which  one! 

Senator  Gobman.  I  do  not  remember  now. 

Senator  Davis.  The  committee  room  on  printing! 

Senator  Gobman.  I  think  so;  probably  that. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  Senator  Camden  present;  is  that  your  recol- 
lection ! 

Senator  Gobman.  Yes,  sir;  Senator  Jones,  Senator  Camden,  and 
myself.    I  do  not  think  there  was  anybody  else. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  you  if  that  was  on  the  Sabbath  day! 

Senator  Gobman.  Oh,  no,  sir;  it  was  on  a  week  day. 

Senator  Allen.  This  article  of  May  14,  published  in  the  Philadel- 
phia Press,  speaks  about  a  meeting  that  was  held  on  the  Sabbath  day; 
held  in  the  Finance  Committee  room. 

Senator  Gobman.  No,  sir;  1  never  attended  such  a  meeting,  never 
knew  of  it,  and  never  heard  of  it.  I  heard  the  statement  in  the  public 
prints,  but  outside  of  that  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Searles  in  the  conference  that  took  place  in 
the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Printing  with  Senator  Jones,  when  you 
and  Senator  Camden  were  present,  discuss  this  question  of  the  sugar 
schedule! 

Senator  Gobman.  There  had  been  quite  a  controversy  among  all  the 
gentlemen  who  were  specially  charged  with  the  franung  of  the  bill, 
particularly  about  that  amendment  as  aft'ecting  certain  rates  of  duty, 
and  I  think  there  was  a  wide  dirt'erence  of  opinion  whether  the  ad 
valorem  rate  of  40  per  cent  gave  the  reliners  any  advantage  over  tlie 
raw  material,  in  addition  to  the  specific  tax,  and  as  I  recall  it,  nobody 
was  satisfied  with  the  figuring  of  each  other,  and  Mr.  Searles  was  tel- 
ephoned for  to  meet  Senator  Jones,  who  had  special  charge  of  that 
s<.'hedule  and  who  was  very  well  posted  upon  the  figures,  and  they  sim- 
ply discussed  figures  and  tried  to  ascertain  exactly  what  would  be  the 
operation  of  the  schedule  based  on  41)  per  cent  and  oneeighth  differ- 
ential; and  Senator  Camden  and  I  were  in  there  and  listened  to  the 
conversation  or  discussion,  and  we  had  the  figures  made  by  both  Sen- 
ator Jones  and  Mr.  Searles^  and  the  result  of  it  was  that  they  did  not 
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agree  altogether,  but  nearly  so,  as  I  remember.    There  was  nothing 
else  in  the  interview. 

Senator  Davis.  What  was  the  particular  point  of  difference  between 
Senator  Jones  and  Mr.  Searles,  as  you  remember  iti 

Senator  Gorman.  The  thing  boUed  down  in  a  nut  shell  was  the  cost 
of  raw  sugars  on  the  other  side. 

Senator  Davis.  The  question  of  ad  valorem  and  specific  rates  was  at 
the  bottom  of  the  difficulty,  was  it  not? 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir;  it  was. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Searles  advocating  an  ad  valorem  rate  and 
Insisting  upon  it,  was  he  not? 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  And  trying  to  convince  Senator  Jones? 

Senator  Gorman.  Trying  to  convince  Senator  Jones  that  a  specific 
duty  was  altogether  wrong  and  would  operate  badly  to  the  interests  of 
the  country  and  his  refining  interest  particularly. 

Senator  Davis.  I  do  not  remember  how  many  times  you  stated  you 
had  seen  Mr.  Searles  on  this  business? 

Senator  Gorman.  I  think  Mr.  Searles  met  me  on  the  street  orce 
afterwards.  He  spoke  to  me  half  a  dozen  times  on  the  street,  as  far  as 
I  know,  but  there  wa.s  no  special  interview  about  it. 

Senator  Davis.  That  was  all? 

Senator  Gorman.  That  was  all. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  this  conversation  in  the  room  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Printing? 

Senator  Gorman.  It  was  during  the  time  between  the  general  con- 
ference of  the  Democrats  and  the  reporting  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Lodgb.  Which  bill  do  you  refer  to? 

Senator  Gorman.  I  mean  the  first  report  that  the  committee  made, 
but  exactly  when  that  is  I  can  not  give  you. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  do  not  expect  it.  I  merely  want  to  connect  one 
event  in  relation  to  another.  About  how  long  was  it  before  the  bill  was 
reported  that  this  conference  in  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Printing 
took  place? 

Senator  Gorman.  I  should  think  a  week;  that  is  my  recollection; 
four  days  or  a  week. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  favor  the  ad  valorem  rate? 

Senator  Gorman.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  either  Mr.  Havemeyer  or  Mr.  Searles  or  any 
other  person  connected  with  the  sugar  trust  ever  intimate  to  you  that 
the  Democratic  party  was  under  obligation  to  them  for  contributions 
to  the  campaign  fund  of  1892? 

Senator  Gorman.  Never  at  any  time,  in  any  shape  or  form. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  know  of  no  obligation  existing  upon  the 
part  of  the  Democratic  party  to  that  company? 

Senator  Gorman.  None  whatever.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Havemeyer 
until  he  was  here  in  Washington,  and  with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Searles 
I  do  not  think  I  knew  anybody  connected  with  the  trust. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  of  no  contributions  of  either  of  them,  or 
any  contributions  that  the  company  made? 

Senator  Gorman.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  know  of  neither  moral  nor  pecuniary  obli* 
gation  upon  the  part  of  the  Democratic  party  existing  to  these  men? 

Senator  Gorman.  Not  the  slightest.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it  in 
any  shape  or  form.  I  never  knew  of  any  contributions  being  made  to 
the  Democratic  committee  while  I  was  connected  with  it^  and  I  bA.^% 
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• 

been  connected  with  it  a  great  many  years.  Still,  at  the  same  time,  I 
have  not  been  a  collector  fbr  the  committee  and  know  nothing  abont  it. 
The  whole  consideration  of  this  matter  was  upon  the  highest  possible 
plane,  so  far  as  I  know,  without  any  regard  to  the  interest  of  any 
particular  individual.  It  was  on  a  line  with  the  d arrow  margin  that 
the  Democrats  have  in  the  Senate,  to  perfect  the  bill,  so  that  we 
might  be  united  and  pass  it,  and  such  a  bill  that  came  as  near  as 
possible  to  the  obligations  of  the  party.  It  was  considered  in  that 
way,  as  honorable  men  representing  the  /srreat  party  would  naturally 
consider  the  bill,  with  a  due  regard  to  the  matter,  of  course,  of  the 
interest  involved,  careful  not  to  destroy  any,  and  yet  at  the  same  time 
to  make  the  tax  as  light  as  possible  upon  the  people  of  the  country. 

Senator  Allen.  In  none  of  the  conversations  or  interviews  with  the 
representatives  of  the  sugar  trust  of  which  you  have  any  knowledge 
was  there  any  mercenary  consideration  taken  into  account  or  con- 
sidered f 

Senator  Oobman.  As  a  matter  of  course  not;  not  with  this  interest 
or  any  other  that  was  affected  by  the  tariff. 

Senator  Allen.  The  article  in  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14 
probably  implies,  more  than  expresses,  that  these  interviews  were 
actuated  by  mercenary  considerations.  Therefore  I  asked  these  ques- 
tions. 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir.  There  is  one  thing  in  this  article  in  the 
Press  to  which  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Davis.  Anything  that  occurs  to  you  that  you  desire  to  state. 

Senator  Oobman.  Yes,  sir.  I  saw  that  they  used  my  name  in  con- 
nection with  Mr.  Elkins's.  I  want  to  say  in  regard  to  this  statement 
that  this  gentleman  made— I  do  not  think  I  know  him — that  Mr. 
Stephen  B.  Elkins,  as  I  recall  the  statement,  and  you  can  correct  me  if 
I  am  wrong,  introduced  me  to  some  of  these  sugar-trust  people  and  in 
that  way  I  became  acquainted  with  them,  and  further,  that  the  i-ela- 
tions  between  Mr.  Elkins  and  myself  were  close  because  he  had  married 
a  relative  of  mine. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  committee  that  the  only  word  of  truth  in  that 
statement  is  that  Mr.  Elkins  did  marry  a  relative  of  mine.  Mr.  Elkins 
is  a  very  pronounced  party  man  of  the  Republican  party  and  I  am  a 
Dedlocrat,  and  he  has  never  discussed  tlie  matter  of  sugar  with  me, 
nor  any  other  item  in  this  bill  probably,  except  the  one  that  he  is 
specially  interested  in,  and  that  is  coal.  But  so  far  as  tliis  sugar  busi- 
ness is  concerned  he  has  never  named  it  to  me  in  any  shape  or  form. 

I  want  to  say  that  he  never  introduced  me  to  this  gentleman.  I 
knew  Mr.  Elkins  to  be  a  pronounced  Eepublican  and  I  assumed,  as  I 
nad  a  right  to  do,  that  he  was  very  hostile  to  this  bill,  and  his  brother 
Republicans  were  very  anxious  to  defeat  it,  and  I  was  very  auxioas  to 
to  pass  it  in  the  best  form  we  could  get  it.  Therefore  we  have  never 
entered  into  any  discussion  about  the  matter. 

Senator  Allen.  The  only  statement  of  truth,  then,  in  this  article  of 
this  correspondent  is  the  mere  fact  of  the  relationship  by  marriage? 

Senator  Gorman.  Yes,  sir;  he  married  a  second  cousin  of  mine. 
With  that  exception  there  is  not  a  grain  of  truth  in  it. 

Senator  Davis.  The  statement  of  the  witness  Edwards,  concerning 
which  you  have  just  testified,  appears  to  be  this: 

Brioe  was  associated  with  them  through  friendly  aUiances,  and  particaltfi^ 
through  his  friend,  H.  L.  TerreU,  of  Cleveland,  •  Brice*s  Terrell,"  as  they  called 
him,  and  Mr.  Gorman  was  brought  into  close  association  with  them,  and  by  anoiba 
agency  which  it  may  be  well  at  present  not  to  reveal. 
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Senator  Davis,  TLat  is  the  newspaper  extract! 
Senator  Gobman.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Davis: 

What  agency  was  thatf 

Mr.  Edwards.  Would  yon  like  to  know  what  agency  that  waaf 

The  Chaikman.  Yee. 

Mr.  Edwaiids.  I  would  like  to  be  frank  and  aay  to  the  committee  that  I  refer  tc 
Stephen  B.  Klkins. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  agency  you  refer  to  tberef 

Mr.  Edwards.  Yes ;  by  common  report. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  that  Mr,  Gorman  was 
brought  into  close  association  with  the  sugar  people  through  Mr.  Elkinsf 

Mr.  Edwards.  Not  if  you  put  that  question  to  me  in  a  legal  sense. 

The  Chairman.  In  what  sense,  then  ? 

Mr.  Edwards.  It  is  common  understjinding  that  Mr.  Elkins  and  Mr.  Gorman,  being 
relatives  by  marriage,  having  had  very  great  business  interests  in  common,  their 
relations  had  been  very  close.  That  is  a  matter  of  common  report.  In  that  sense  I 
know  it;  not  from  individual  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  from  that  fact  that  you  inferred  that  Mr.  Gorman  was  brought 
into  relations  with  the  sugar  trust  and  Mr.JBlkins  had  relations  with  the  sugar  trust  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Jb^om  the  fact  that  it  is  a  matter  of  oonunon  report  that  Mr.  Elkins 
is  interested  in  the  sugar  trust. 

The  chairman.  Is  your  statement  based  upon  any  other  information  than  com- 
mon report? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No;  not  from  personal  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  your  information  goes,  is  it  founded  upon  the  common 
report  of  the  relationship  of  these  two  gentlemen f 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  personal  information  is  that  it  is  founded  upon  common  report. 

Is  that  the  statement  concerning  which  you  wish  your  testimony 
jast  given  to  apply  t 

Senator  Gobman.  It  is. 

Senator  Davis.  I  see  there  something  about  having  very  great  busi- 
ness interests  in  common  ? 

Senator  Gobman.  I  want  to  make  it  very  emphatic  that  Mr.  Elkins 
has  never  discussed  with  me  the  sugar  schedule  or  anything  in  rela- 
tion to  it ;  that  he  never  brought  me  into  relation  with  anybody  con* 
nected  with  the  sugar  trust  or  sugar  interest.  My  connection  with  him 
in  business  interests  is  that  I  happened  to  be  a  small  stockholder  in  two 
or  three  comx)auies  in  which  he  is  a  large  one.  My  personal  relations 
with  him  are  very  pleasant.  Our  politics,  as  I  have  before  stated,  are 
the  very  opposite. 

Senator  Davis.  These  companies  have  no  relation  to  the  sugar 
interest! 

Senator  Gobman.  Nothing  whatever. 


SWOBir  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  JOHH  L.  M.  IBBT. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  South  Carolina  t 

Senator  Ibby.  I  am. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  have  you  been  suchi 
.  Senator  Ibby.  Since  March,  1891. 

Senator  Davis.  Mave  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Ibby.  I  have. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of 
the  American  Sugar  Kehning  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calculated 
to  affect  its  value! 
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Senator  Irby.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  Indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-ealled  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  defin- 
ing Company! 

Senator  Ibby.  I  have  not;  not  only  since  Congress,  but  never  in  my 
life.    I  never  bought  stock  of  any  sort  in  my  life. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Irby.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  tbe 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  slocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Irby.  No. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  emx)loy,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the 
ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Irby.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any 
sucli  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! 

Senator  Irby.  I  think  1  may  safely  answer  that  no  one  connected 
with  me  that  I  know  of  owns  any  of  them.    I  do  not  own  any  of  them. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Kefining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Irby.  No. 


8W0BN  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  WILLIAM  D.  WASHBURN. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Minnesota! 

{Senator  Washburn.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such! 

Senator  Washburn.  Since  1889. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Washburn.  1  have. 

The  Chairmln.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Eelining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  affect  its  value! 

Senator  Washburn.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectiy, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  »np^ 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certiffcates  of  the  Auierican  Sugar  Kefining 
Company! 

Senator  Washburn.  1  have  not  during  this  session,  or  in  my  life. 

The  Chaikmak.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
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director  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whetlier 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! 

Senator  Washburn.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks 
on  your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in 
the  profits  of  any  operation  m  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to 
your  credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or 
2)rouiiscd  or  agreed  to  phice  such  money  to  your  credit? 

Senator  Wasiibuun.  Never. 

The  CHAIR3IAN.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  eniploy,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
m  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions  in  any  transactions  in 
sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned? 

Senator  Washburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any 
8u  h  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
C.mipany  during  the  ])eriod  heretofore  mentioned! 

^Senator  Washburn.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  w^ith  the 
American  Sugar  Eetining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  a^int,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  W^ashburn.  No. 

SWORN  TESTIMONY  OF  EDW'ABD  C.  HOWLAND. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Howland,  on  Saturday,  when  Senator  Bansom 
was  before  the  committee  and  was  asked  whether  any  member  of  hia 
family  had  dealt  in  sugar  stocks  in  any  way,  or  speculated  in  them,  he 
said  that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  any  such  thing  until  last  Friday 
wh<Mi  he  had  an  interview  with  you  at  the  Metropolitan  Hotel,  when  he 
discovered  for  the  first  time  that  his  son,  George  Ransom,  had  been 
engijged  in  some  operations  in  so  called  sugar  stock.  Will  you  be 
kintl  enough  to  tell  the  committee  what  you  know  about  the  interview 
to  which  he  alluded. 

31  r.  Howland.  Yes,  sir.  That  was  on  Thursday  night.  I  was 
directed  by  the  editor  of  the  New  York  Press  to  call  upon  Mr.  Ransom. 
1  called  upon  the  Senator  and  informed  him  that  the  Press  had  in  its 
possession  photograph  copies  of  the  stock  sheets— I  suppose  you  call 
them — the  form  used  by  the  firm  to  record  the  day's  business 

The  Chairman.  W^hatfirm! 

Mr.  Howland.  The  sheets  were  from  the  firm  of  Silsby  &  Co.,  of 
this  city.  Each  of  the  three  sheets  of  which  the  Press  had  copies  con- 
tained the  name  of  Ransom,  the  kind  of  stock  dealt  in,  and  the  result 
of  the  transaction.  I  said  to  the  Senator  that  the  New  York  Press 
did  not  wish  to  make  any  publication  without  giving  him  the  oppor- 
rnnity  for  explanation  or  denial. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  the  sheets  or  photograph  copies  of 
themf 

M.-.  Howland.  I  have  seen  one  of  them;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  that  they  showed  Senator  Ransom's 
name  with  his  initials,  or  just  "Ransom!" 

Mr.  Howland.  Just  "  Ransom." 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  that  they  just  showed  the  name  '^  Rqjki.^ 
8om"  without  any  initials. 
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Mr.  HowLANB.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  mean.  I  made  this  statement 
to  Mi.  Eansom,  as  instructed.  He  then  denied  in  the  most  emphatic 
terms  that  he  had  dealt  in  sugar  stocks;  that  he  knew  no  broker  in  the 
city  of  Washington.  In  every  possible  way  he  denied  the  story  in  the 
most  positive  terms.  I  repeated  to  him  the  statement  that  the  Press 
had  these  sheets  in  its  possession,  and  he  repeated  again  his  denial 
Remembering  that  the  name  upon  the  sheets  was  simply  that  of  ^'Ban- 
som"  with  no  initials,  I  asked  the  Senator  whether  he  knew  of  any 
other  Eansom  in  Washington.  He  said  that  he  did  not,  but  then  recollect- 
ing himself,  I  suppose,  he  said  his  son  was  here,  Mr.  George  Ransom,  who 
was  clerk  to  the  Commerce  Committee  of  the  Senate.  He  said  that  his 
son  was  just  outside  the  door  of  the  room  where  we  were  talking,  and 
that  he  would  call  him  in.  He  said  that  he  was  in  the  parlor  talking 
with  some  ladies,  where  he  had  left  them  when  he  received  my  card.  As 
he  stepped  to  the  door  he  suggested  that  I  go  with  him  so  as  to  make 
sure  that  there  was  no  communication  between  himself  and  his  son«  I  did 
not  consider  that  necessary  and  I  did  not  do  it.  The  Senator  returned 
at  once  with  his  son,  and  told  him  to  answer  any  questions  I  might  ask 
him  and  tell  me  everything.  There  was  notliing  to  indicate  that  the 
son  knew  what  that  instruction  meant,  that  is,  that  he  knew  what  I  was 
going  to  ask  him  to  tell.  So  I  asked  young  Mr.  Bansom  whether  he 
had  had  any  dealings  in  stocks  in  Washington.  He  said  that  he  had. 
He  then,  in  answer  to  my  question,  in  the  course  of  which  the  Senator 
interjected  the  statement  that  I  had  called  to  see  him  because  of  the 
story  that  he,  the  Senator,  had  been  dealing  in  stocks,  and  gave  a  de- 
tailed account,  apparently  with  some  effort  of  memory,  of  all  the  trans- 
aetions  of  which  I  knew  the  Press  to  have  a  record.  He  explained  that 
they  had  been  made  by  himself  without  his  father's  knowledge. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  sort  of  transactions  were  they,  the  character 
of  themi 

Mr.  HowxAND.  I  would  not  undertake  to  repeat  in  detail  from 
memory  exactly. 

The  Chairman.  Large  or  small  T 

Mr.  HowLAND.  They  were  small.  One,  I  recollect,  was  an  invest- 
ment of  $10  in  sugar  stock.  Another  was  an  investment  of  $25  in 
June  cotton,  and  there  were,  I  believe,  two  other  investments  in  sugar 
of  something  like  $20  each. 

Senator  Ransom,  in  making  his  denial,  said  that  all  the  speculation 
he  had  ever  done  in  Washington  was  in  cotton.  I  do  not  know  that 
he  said  speculating  in  cotton,  but  that  ail  inquiries  he  had  ever  made 
about  any  speculating  material  of  that  kind  had  been  through  tbe 
telephone  in  the  office  of  the  Sergeant-at- Arms  in  the  Senate.  He  said 
there  was  a  telephone  in  there,  and  that  he  had  sent  down  town  by  it 
very  frequently  to  inquire  the  prices  of  cotton. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  was  a  large  producer  of 
cotton  1 

Mr.  HowLAND.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  As  I  understand,  his  inquiries  about  cotton  were 
simply  to  keep  track  of  the  price  of  cotton  as  a  producer  of  cotton 
naturally  would! 

Mr.  HowLAND,  I  inferred  that  from  what  he  said. 

The  Chairman.  On  those  sheets  you  had  were  there  the  names  of 
any  other  Senators! 

Mr.  HoWLAND.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Alli^i^«  There  was  nothing  in  what  Senator  Bansom  said  to 
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yoa  that  indicated  that  lie  was  a  speculator  in  cotton  stocks  on  the 
litock  exchange,  was  there! 

Mr.  HowLAND.  Ko,  sir;  that  he  was  or  was  not. 

Senator  Allen.  There  was  nothing  to  indicate  one  way  or  the  other? 
Did  you  observe  on  these  lists  of  Silsby  &  Co.  the  names  of  any  Sena- 
tors' clerks  or  any  person  in  the  employment  of  any  United  States 
Senator,  other  than  George  Bansomi 

Mr.  HoWLAKD.  My  recollection  is  that  the  name  of  Barnes  appears 
here. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  a  messenger,  is  he  not,  to  Senator  Bansom's 
committee,  the  Committee  on  Commerce  1 

Mr.  HowLAND.  I  believe  he  is  the  messenger.    His  name  is  BameS. 

The  Chairman.  So  Senator  Bansom  testified  on  Saturday  that 
Barnes  had  been  interested  with  George  Bansom  in  one  or  two  of 
those  purchases,  or  had  made  purchases  at  the  same  timef 

Mr.  HowLAND.  So  the  young  man  stated  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  Was  the  name  of  any  other  clerk  or  employ^  of  a 
Senator  on  the  list,  so  far  as  you  knowl 

Mr.  HoWLAND.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  satisfied,  are  you  not,  from  your  inquiries, 
that  yomig  Bansom's  speculation  was  entirely  upon  his  own  responsi- 
bility and  without  the  knowledge  of  his  father! 

'Mi,  Howland.  I  have  no  evidence  to  the  contrary. 


SWORN  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  PATRICK  WALSH. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  Georgia! 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Senator  Walsh.  Since  the  9th  of  April,  this  year. 

The  Chairman.  Bave  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Bcfining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calcu- 
lated to  afi'ect  its  value! 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugM* 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  SefiU- 
ing  Company  ! 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operations,  whether 
by  i)urchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  said  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit! 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 
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The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  r'amily  or  any  x>er8on  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  m  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  T 

Senator  Walsh.  Ko. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentionedt 

Senator  Walsh,  No. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  T 

Senator  Walsh.  If o. 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  19j  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davifl, 
and  Ailen^ 


SWOBir  TE8TIM0NT  OF  OEOEOE  W.  BUSBY. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Silsby,  what  is  your  full  namel 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  George  W. 

The  Chairman.  Your  aget 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  am  47  years  old. 

The  Chairman.  Your  occupation  f 

Mr.  Silsby.  Broker. 

The  Chairman.  Besidencel 

Mr.  Silsby.  City  of  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  a  broker  in  Washington! 

Mr.  Silsby.  Since  last  November. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Bansom  has  testified  that  he  was  informed 
by  a  Mr.  Qowland  that  he  (Howland)  had  seen  copies  of  lists  from  your 
firm — what  was  the  name  of  your  firm! 

Mr.  Silsby.  Silsby  &  Co. 

The  Chairman.  Showing  the  names  of  persons  who  bought  or  sold 
sugar  stock  or  certificates,  and  that  on  one  or  more  of  the  lists  he  saw 
there  was  the  name  of  Eansom.    Will  you  tell  what  you  know  about  itt 

Mr.  Silsby.  I  can  not  say  I  know  anything  about  it,  except  what  I 
have  seen  in  the  papers. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  know  of  those  lists  ux)on  which  tbe 
name  of  Bansom  appeared  as  a  buyer  or  seller  of  sugar  stock? 

Mr.  Silsby.  I  know  that  my  manager  of  what  I  call  the  branch 
office  on  the  avenue  notified  me  Saturday  night  that  two  or  three  lists 
containing  the  original  entries  of  purchaser  and  sales  of  stock  had  been 
stolen  from  the  office.    That  was  the  first  Intimation  I  had  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Had  been  stolen  from  the  office! 

Mr.  Silsby.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  discovered  by  whomi 

Mr.  Silsby.  I  have  not.  I  have  paid  out  considerable  money  since 
then  to  a  detective  agent  to  find  out,  and  I  think  he  has  the  man. 
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The  Chairman.  Well,  what  did  those  lists  disclose  in  regard  to 
Bansom  T  Do  yon  know  the  facts  in  regard  to  those  entries  on  those 
lists  of  the  name  Bansom  as  having  bought  or  soldi 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  never  knew  that  Bansom  or  any  other  name  bought 
or  sold  there,  because  those  records  are  kept  at  the  branch  office  and 
the  result  of  the  day's  work  is  transferred  to  the  main  office  at  night 
without  names. 

The  Chairman.  Had  Senator  Bansom  bought  or  sold  sugar  stock 
through  you? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  Inasmuch  as  he  has  stated  before  your  honorable  body, 
I  will  answer,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  He  never  has? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  would  know  if  he  had,  would  you? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  do  not  know  that  I  would.  I  would  now,  inasmuch 
as  the  matter  has  been  made  so  public  in  connection  with  his  name.  I 
could  have  ascertained.    Perhaps  I  would  never  have  known. 

^e  Chairman.  But  you  say  now  that  he  has  neither  bought  nor 
sold. 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  have  ascertained  that  he  has  not. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  what  the  transactions  with  his  son 
were? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  do  now ;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  were  they? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  could  hardly  state  briefly  without  looking 

The  Chairman.  State  generally,  so  far  as  you  know. 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  Unfortunately,  or  fortunately,  as  the  case  may  be,  the 
records  containing  those  transactions  have  been  stolen  or  taken  from 
the  office 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  reason  to  think  they  were  otherwise  than 
as  stated  by  Senator  Bansom  and  Mr.  Howland  ? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  have  not.    I  believe  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  did  you  discover  those  sheets  were  stolen  ? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  I  discovered  it  Saturday  afternoon,  when  my  manager 
— or  was  it  Friday  afternoon — possibly  Friday  afternoon — I  will  not  be 
positive  about  it—iny  manager  said  that  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of 
Howland  had  called  there  and  wanted  to  purchase  some  stock,  and  he 
was  very  curious  to  see  how  it  was  done  and  to  see  the  sheets  upon 
which  the  original  transactions  are 

Senator  Lindsay.  Who  was  that  that  called? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  Mr.  Howland.  And  my  manager,  whose  name  is 
Ayres,  is  a  rather  young  man,  and  he  unconsciously  allowed  him  to  see 
a  blank  sheet,  and  he  gave  him  a  good  deal  of  information  that  he  was 
not  entitled  to,  and  it  was  at  that  time  that  I  ascertained  from  Mr. 
Ayres  that  the  original  sheets  containing  Mr.  Bansom's  transactions 
were  lost — were  out  of  the  office.  I  asked  him  to  bring  those  sheets 
to  me  and  let  us  see.  I  went  to  the  office  and  examined  the  records 
and  found  that  everything  was  gone  from  the  office. 

I  know  that  Mr.  Ayres  could  not  have  given  that  information;  at 
least,  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  he  did  not  do  it,  for  he  is  a 
very  honorable  man,  in  my  opinion,  and  a  trustworthy  one,  and  I  trust 
iim  with  a  great  deal  of  money  every  day.  I  have  reason  to  know  who 
^d  it.  I  think  we  will  detect  who  did  it.  There  is  one  line  of  inquiry 
1.  would  like,  if  it  is  at  all  incident  to  the  investigation,  on  this  particu- 
lar point,  that  an  inquiry  be  made  as  to  how  Howland  obtained  that 
Information.  My  business  has  suffered  very  materially^  ^cAl Y^q^^^% 
that  you  make  the  giiilty  party  suffer  for  it. 
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The  Chairman.  This  committee  has  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  But  I  would  like  to  say  that  Mr.  Howland  could  easily 
have  come  to  me  and  said,  <^Mr.  Silsby,  has  Senator  Eansom  speculated 
with  yout"  I  oould  have  ascertained  from  Mr.  Ayres  in  fire  minutes^ 
time. 

Senator  Davis.  Were  those  sheets  missing  before  Mr.  Howland 
called  upon  you! 

Mr.  SiLBBY.  Yes,  sir.  You  might  naturally  ask  yourself  the  question 
why  he  should  go  in  there  and  ask  for  information  after  they  were 
stolen,  but  he  did  it  just  the  same. 

I  do  not  accuse  Mr.  Howland,  or  even  think  that  Mr.  Howland  took 
the  sheets.  I  think  he  used  them  knowing  the^^  were  stolen  property, 
and  that  he  knew  the  information  was  false  when  it  was  published. 

The  Chairman.  It  never  was  published. 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  Except  that  Senator  Eansom  published  it  here. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  not  published  in  the  pai)ers  until  then? 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  !Not  until  then. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  you  to  mean  that  he  knew  that  the 
accusation  against  Senator  Bansom  wasfalsel 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  Absolutely  false.    He  knew  it  without  any  reservation. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  before  he  published  it. 

Mr.  SiLSBY.  It  was  published  in  the  Kew  York  Press  and  the  other 
New  York  papers  severely  criticised  the  Press  for  it.  The  point  I 
wanted  to  make  was  that  I  should  have  been  very  glad  indeed  to  state 
to  Mr.  Howland,  after  ascertaining  from  Mr.  Ayres,  that  Senator  Ban- 
som did  not  speculate.  Of  course^  Mr.  Howland  was  anxious  to  get  in 
a  very  sensational  article. 


8W0EN  TE8TIM0HY  OP  JOHH  W.  MACA&THE7. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Macartney,  where  do  you  reside! 

Mr.  Macartney.  My  house  address! 

Senator  Allen.  No.    The  city  in  which  you  reside. 

Mr.  Macartney.  Washington. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  occupation! 

Mr.  Macartney.  1  am  in  the  banking  and  brokerage  business  in 
this  city,  and  am  a  member  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  in  partnership  with  any  other  gentlemen  f 

Mr.  Macartney.  No  one  has  any  interest  in  my  business  except 
myself. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  name,  or  has  been  the  name,  of  your 
firm! 

Mr.  Macartney.  Corson  &  Macartney.  My  partner  died  aboat 
two  years  ago,  and  I  bought  his  interest  from  his  estate. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  the  business  conducted  in  your  naraet 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  have  never  changed  the  firm  name. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  just  Corson  &  Macartney,  of  which  yon  are 
sole  owner! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  am  sole  owner. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  E.  B.  Ohapman,  of  the  firm  <i 
Moore  &  Schley,  of  New  York  City! 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  him  here  within  ten  days! 

Mr.  Macartney.  Becently;  I  can  not  say  whether  within  tea  daf^ 
or  not. 
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Senator  Axl&n.  Did  yon  see'him  after  he  was  subpoenaed  to  testify 
before  this  committee! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Afber  he  had  been  on  the  stand  and  testified  and 
been  excused  here,  did  you  see  himt 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  At  your  office  t 

Mr.  Maoabtney,  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  the  agent  of  his  flrmt 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  No,  sir;  not  ageut.  We  are  only  the  correspond- 
ents of  Moore  &  Schley  here.  They  have  no  interest  in  my  business 
and.  I  have  no  interest  in  theirs. 

Senator  Allen.  But  you  transact  business  on  the  stock  exchange 
through  themi 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  Through  them;  that  is  it. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  conversations  did  you  have  with  Mr* 
Ohapman  at  that  time,  or  about  that  time? 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  do  not  recollect.  He  was  at  my  office,  because  it 
was  the  natural  place  for  him  to  go,  when  he  was  in  Washington,  but  I 
do  not  know  how  many  times  1  talked  with  him. 

Senator  Allen.  After  he  had  first  been  examined  and  excused  until 
the  next  day,  did  you  see  him  that  evening! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  At  your  office! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  No;  not  at  my  office. 

Senator  Allen.  At  what  place! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  think  I  saw  him  at  the  Arlington  HoteL 

Senator  Allen.  And  who  was  in  company  with  him! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  There  wasn't  anvone  when  I  saw  him. 

Senator  Allen.  No  one,  but  you  two! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  That  is  all, 

Senatx)r  Allen.  You  did,  however,  at  that  time,  or  about  that  time, 
have  a  conversation  with  him  at  your  office! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  He  was  in  my  office  that  day. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  any  United  States  Senator  there  with  him! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  in  the  presence  of 
any  United  States  Senator! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  converse  with  any  United  States  Senator  in 
your  presence! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  No;  not  in  my  office  nor  elsewhere. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  United  States  Senator  since  the  1st  day  of 
February,  1894:,  transacted  any  business  on  the  Stock  Exchange  of  New 
York  through  your  house  in  purchasing  or  selling  sugar  stocks  or  cer- 
tificates! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  Now,  I  want  to  treat  this  committee  with  all  respect, 
but  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  On  what  ground  do  you  decline,  Mr.  Macartney! 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  Because  in  my  own  opinion  this  committee  has  no 
right  to  ask  such  a  question,  and  I  am  advised  by  counsel  they  have 
no  such  right;  and  by  saying  that  I  do  not  mean  to  convey  inferenti- 
ally  to  any  member  of  the  committee  that  any  Senator  has  speculated 
in  mv  office.  I  simply  refuse  to  answer  as  a  matter  of  pi^inciple,  and 
question  the  right  of  even  this  honorable  committee  to  inquire  into  a 
private  business. 
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Senator  Allen.  Do  yon  not  think  tbat  yonr  refhsal  to  answer  implies 
that  a  United  States  Senator  has  operated  or  speculated  through  your 
firm! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  think  that  is  so.  I  would  not  assume  to 
answer  the  question  if  you  asked  if  any  Government  clerk  had  dealt 
through  my  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  Senator's  clerk,  since  the  1st  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1894,  dealt  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  through  your  firmt 

Mr,  Macartney.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question,  not  because  they 
ever  did,  but  simply  upon  the  principle  involved. 

Senator  Allen.  You  me<an  to  say  that  you  decline  to  give  any 
information  upon  this  subject! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  mean  that  I  can  not  tell  the  committee  who  are 
or  are  not  the  customers  of  Corson  &  Macartney. 

Senator  Allen.  Notwithstanding  it  may  involve  the  integrity  of 
men  who  are  legislating  in  national  affairs? 

Mr.  Macartney.  No  matter  who  it  involves,  or  who  it  does  not, 
that  is  the  decision  I  must  adhere  to. 

Senator  Allen.  You  regard  your  duty  to  your  own  financial  interest 
as  superior  to  your  duty  as  a  citizen  to  the  country  at  large  I 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  quite  regard  it  in  that  light. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  put  your  refusal  to  answer  this  question  or 
these  questions,  and  to  disclose  the  names  of  Senators  and  their  clerks 
who  have  sx)eeulated  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  last  ninety  days 
through  your  firm,  upon  the  ground  that  it  will  criminate  you  or  expc^ 
you  to  ignominy  1 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  understand  that  any  crime  is  charged 
against  anybody. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  what  precise  ground  and  upon  what  ground 
alone  do  you  base  your  refusal  to  answer  these  questions  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  On  the  ground  that  a  committee  such  as  this  has 
not  the  right  to  inquire  who  are  or  who  are  not  my  customers  in  a 
private  business  such  as  mine  is. 

Senator  Allen.  Notwithstanding  those  customers  may  be  United 
States  Senators  and  their  clerks? 

Mr.  Macartney.  Notwithstanding  who  they  may  be. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Macartney,  did  I  understand  you  to  say  that 
from  your  refusal  "to  answer  no  inference  was  to  be  drawn  as  to  whether 
any  Senator  or  his  clerk  had  or  had  not  speculated  through  your  office! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  wish  to  create  an  inference  in  any  direc- 
tion by  refusing  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Whether  you  wish  to  create  one  or  not,  do  you 
mean  that  your  answer  is  justly  susceptible  of  the  inference  that  aoy 
Senator  or  his  clerk  has  speculated  through  your  officel 

Mr.  Macartney.  It  might  be  susceptible  of  any  view  of  mind.  At 
the  same  time,  I  would  not  wish  to  convey  that  inference. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  the  question  put  to 
you  by  Senator  Allen  just  the  same  whether  a  Senator  had  speculated 
or  had  not  speculated! 

Mr.  Macartney.  It  would  be  just  the  same;  I  would  refuse  to 
answer,  as  a  matter  of  x>rinciple. 

The  Chairman.  You  would  refuse,  even  if  no  Senator  had  ever 
bought  or  sold  sugar  stock  through  you! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  would  refuse  to  answer. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  your  business  is 
a  private  buslue^^  auOi  Wi'^  ^\xb\\^  \v&^  no  interest  in  itf 
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Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  it  exactly. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  woald  have  no  objection  to  saying  in  an  ordi- 
nary conversation,  if  asked,  if  such  or  snch  a  person  was  oi  was  not  a 
customer  of  yours  1 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  would. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  a  letter  published  in  the  Philadelphia  Press  of 
May  14, 1894,  it  is  stated  in  substance  that  after  the  formulation  of 
the  present  amendments  to  the  tariff  bill,  which  is  now  pending  before 
the  Senate,  a  copy  of  them  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  a^jent  of 
Moore  &  Schley,  at  Washington,  in  the  morning  before  he  was  out  of 
be0.    You  may  state  if  a  copy  of  that  schedule  was  presented  to  youT 

Mr.  Macartney.  It  was  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  did  you  first  see  that  schedulel 

Mr.  Macartney.  The  first  accurate  knowledge  I  had  of  the  schedule 
was  when  it  was  given  to  the  press. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  saw  it  in  the  press  1 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes;  not  in  the  Philadelphia  Press,  but  in  the 
newspapers  generally. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  never  knew  of  its  existence  before  that 
timel  , 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  never  did. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  of  any  employ^  in  your  establish- 
ment to  whom  it  was  given  before  that! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not.  I  will  state  for  the  information  of  the 
committee  that  in  an  office  like  mine  there  are  a  great  many  speculators 
around,  and  a  great  many  newspaper  people  come  in.  We  hear  a  vast 
number  of  rumors  and  gossip  upon  a  great  many  subjects.  As  perti- 
nent to  my  business,  I  talked  sugar  with  anybody.  We  heard  a  great 
deal  of  rumor,  but  we  h€id  no  real  accurate  information  in  regard  to 
the  amendments  until  everybody  had  it,  and  no  employ^  of  mine  had, 
so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Along  about  the  15th  of  February,  1894,  were  orders 
sent  by  you  or  by  anybody  in  your  employment  to  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  for  United  States  Senators,  or  any  United  States  Senator, 
for  the  purchase  of  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  1 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that,  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple involved  in  the  other  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  any  such  orders  sent  by  any  United  States 
Senator's  clerk  or  person  in  his  employment  1 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question* 

The  Chairman.  For  the  same  reason! 

Mr.  Macartney.  For  the  same  reason. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  aware  of  the  statute  which  makes  it  your 
duty  to  answer,  are  yout 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  You  prefer  to  take  your  chances  of  indictment  and 
punishment  here  in  the  District! 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes;  the  ordinary  consequences. 

Senator  Allen.  To  answering  the  truth! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  say  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Well,  you  refuse  to  disclose  the  truth,  do  you  not, 
V)y  refusing  to  answer! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  only  refuse  to  answer  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Don't  you  conceal  the  truth  in  refusing  to  answer! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  refuse  to  answer  the  question  as  to  who  are  or 
\rho  are  not  customers  of  my  firm. 
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Senator  Allen.  And  you  refdse  to  say  whether  you  do  or  do  not 
secrete  the  truth  by  your  refusal  to  answer  t 

Mr.  Maoabtney.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  question. 

Senator  Allen.  I  desire  you  to  answer  the  question.  If  you  see 
fit,  do  so.    You  seem  to  be  master  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Macartney,  do  you  not  know  that  your  refusal 
is  based  upon  your  purpose  to  secrete  the  names  of  Senators  who  have 
speculated  through  your  firmt 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  their  clerks f 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  it  is  your  Intention  to  shield  all  such  p6^ 
sons  as  far  as  possible  T 

Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  not  ray  intention  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  And  because  you  believe  that  to  give  their  namea 
would  be  injurious  to  your  business  in  the  future  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  not  what  induces  my  refusal  at  all,  Senatiff. 


SWOEH  TESTIMONT  OF  LESTEE  8.  FISHES. 

• 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  ftill  namef 

Mr.  Fisher.  Lester  S.  Fisher. 

Senator  Allen.  Where  do  you  residef 

Mr.  Fisher.  Washington,  D.  C. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  occupation  f 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  am  a  telegrapher. 

Senator  Allen.  In  whose  service  are  you  now  employed  I 

Mr.  Fisher.  Carson  &  Macartney. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  their  occupation  t 

Mr.  Fisher.  Bankers  and  brokers,  Ko.  1419  F  street. 

Senator  Allen.  How  long  have  you  been  in  their  servicet 

Mr.  Fisher.  Since  November,  1885. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  a  private  wire  to  New  Torkt 

Mr.  Fisher.  They  have. 

Senator  Allen.  As  telegrapher,  what  are  your  duties! 

Mr.  Fisher.  My  duties  are  sending  and  receiving  dispatches. 

Senator  Allen.  That  consists  largely  in  orders  sent  to  the  Nev 
York  Stock  Exchange  through  your  houset 

Mr.  Fisher.  Not  largely. 

Senator  Allen.  To  some  degree! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  those  dispatches  usually  sent  in  cipher  or  in 
the  English  language  in  fuUt 

Mr.  Fisher.  They  are  generally  plain  dispatches. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  in  the  employ  of  Corson  &  Macart- 
ney  as  telegrapher  since  the  1st  of  February,  1894,  to  this  time! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  During  that  time  has  the  house  of  Corson  & 
Macartney  sent  any  orders  over  your  wire  to  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange,  or  any  person  connected  with  it,  to  purchase  or  sell  sngtf 
stocks  or  certificates  on  behalf  or  on  account  of  any  United  States  Sod* 
atort 

Mr.  Fisher.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  only  an  employ6  of  Corson  « 
Macartney.  My  instructions  from  Corson  &  Macartney  are  to  decline 
to  answer  questions  Te\d.\\ii%  \a  tXi^^is  i^rlvate  business. 
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Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  this  question  just  pat  to 
you! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Aujsn.  On  what  ground  f 

Mr.  FiSHEB.  Simply  because  I  am  an  employ^  and  am  following  the 
position  taken  by  my  employers. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  not  upon  the  ground  that  to  answer  it  truth- 
ftdly  and  aMrmatively  would  have  any  tendency  to  criminate  you  or  to 
expose  you  to  public  ignominy! 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  have  never  attached  auy  disgrace  to  my  business,  and 
do  not  decline  to  answer  upon  that  ground. 

Senator  Allen.  The  law  makes  two  exceptions  in  favor  of  a  witness 
who  testifies.  They  are,  that  he  is  not  required  to  answer  a  question 
which  will  have  a  tendency  to  crimiuate  him  or  expose  him  to  publio 
ignominy.  As  to  all  other  questions  he  is  required  to  answer,  however 
uu pleasant  it  may  be.  Do  you  base  your  refusal  to  answer  upon  the 
thought  that  your  answer  might  tend  to  criminate  you  or  expose  you 
to  public  ignominy! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Allen,  You  base  it,  then,  simply  upon  the  instructions 
of  Corson  &  Macartney  and  upon  your  own  ideas  of  propriety  or 
impropriety  i 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  can  not  say  that  it  is  my  instructions.  I  have  no 
instructions,  that  is,  direct  instructions  in  regard  to  any  particular 
question.  My  understandiug  is  that  L  am  here  called  as  a  witness,  and 
I  am  also  here  as  an  employe  of  Corson  &  Macartney.  I  can  not  under 
any  circumstances  divulge  any  of  their  ati'airs. 

Senator  Allen.  The  laws  of  the  United  States  make  your  refusal 
to  answer  such  questions  criminal,  make  you  subject  to  indictment, 
and,  if  convicted,  punished  for  refusal  to  do  so.  With  that  knowledge, 
do  you  still  persist  in  refusing  to  answer! 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  You  were  aware  of  the  law  at  the  time  you  refused, 
were  you  not! 

Mr.  Fisher.  As  a  fairly  intelligent  man  I  have  read  most  of  the 
testimony  before  this  honorable  committee,  aud  I  am  aware,  to  an 
extent,  of  the  position  in  which  I  am  placed. 

The  Chairm:an.  Do  you  mean  that  any  inference  shall  be  drawn 
from  your  refusal  to  testify  that  United  States  Senators  have  pur- 
chased through  your  firm! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Not  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  precisely  as  you  have 
declined,  whether  a  United  States  Senator  had  purchased  or  not! 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  would. 

The  Chairman.  Without  reference  to  the  fact  whether  they  had 
purchased  or  not! 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  would  decline;  yes.  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  if  the  fact  were  that  no  United  States 
Senator  had  actually  purchased  through  your  firm,  would  you  still 
decline  to  say  whether  he  had  or  not! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  decline  to  answer  any  question 
that  pertained  to  the  business  of  the  firm  by  which  I  am  employed. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  that.  But  if  the  fact  were— and  I  am 
asking  this  to  get  at  the  grounds  and  not  to  trap  you  at  all — if  the 
fact  were  that  no  United  States  Senator  had  bought  or  sold  sugar 
stocks  through  your  firm,  would  you  still  decline  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion whether  they  had  or  not! 
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Mr.  Fisher.  I  would. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  I  omitted  to  ask  you  a  question  which  I 
desire  to.  During  the  time  I  have  mentioned,  since  the  1st  of  Febru- 
ary, 1894,  to  this  date,  has  the  clerk  or  servant  of  any  United  States 
Senator  sent,  through  your  firm  or  over  your  wire,  an  order  for  the  pur- 
chase or  sale  of  sugar  stocks  or  certiticates  for  or  on  account  of  himself 
or  his  principal t 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  think  I  have  answered  that  question  in  substance.  I 
I)ositively  decline  to  answer  any  question  pertaining  to  business  we 
transact  for  anybody. 

Senator  Allen.  In  a  letter  published  under  the  name  of  "Holland,'^ 
in  the  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  it  is  said,  in  substance,  that 
a  copy  of  the  present  sugar  schedule  now  being  considered  by  the 
United  States  Senate  in  connection  with  the  tariff  bill  under  discussion, 
was  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  representative  of  Moore  &  Schley,  io 
Washington^  before  he  was  out  of  his  bed  the  morning:  succeeding  the 
night  when  it  was  formulated.    Do  you  know  anything  about  thatf 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  placed  in  your  hands  f 

Mr.  Fisher.  It  was  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  placed  in  the  hands  of  anyone  of  your  firm, 
that  you  know  oft 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  will  state  absolutely  that  1  know  nothing  about  it 

Senator  Allen.  When  did  you  first  learn  of  the  present  proposed 
sugar  scheduled 

Mr.  Fisher.  I  think  it  was  the  morning  it  was  published  in  the 
Washington  Post,  is  my  earliest  recollection. 

Senator  Allen.  You  learned  it  through  the  press  in  some  form! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  knew  anything  about  it  before  that! 

Mr.  Fisher.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Chairman,  can  I  make  just  a  brief  state- 
ment T 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Fisher.  My  business  is  that  of  a  telegrapher.  If  I  lose  die 
position  which  I  now  hold  I  would  have  to  go  back  to  telegraphing  for 
a  living. 

The  Chairman.  To  general  telegraphing! 

Mr.  Fisher.  Yes,  sir;  now,  you  know,  if  a  man  discloses  a  dispatch 
in  any  form  or  manner  he  is  blacklisted  by  every  telegraph  companj. 
I  am  no  more  at  liberty  to  give  away  any  of  my  firm's  business  thao  I 
would  be  if  I  were  a  telegrapher  working  for  a  telegraph  compaDy. 


Washinckton,  D.  C,  June  20, 1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Ddi^ 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWOEH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOR  JOHH  H.  MTTCHEIL 

Senator  Davis.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  tlie 
State  of  Oregon  t 
Senator  Mitohell.  I  am. 
Senator  DAVia.  Ho^  \oTv%\i»N^^wjLbeen  sucht 
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Senator  Mitohell.  I  was  first  elected  to  the  Senate  in  1872,  and 
took  my  seat  March  4, 1873,  and  served  six  years.  I  was  again  elected 
to  the  Senate  in  October  or  November,  1885,  took  my  seat  in  Decem- 
ber, 1885,  and  have  been  a  member  of  the  Senate  ever  since. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  yon  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  daring  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  f 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have  been  here  nearly  all  the  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  csklcu- 
lated  to  affect  its  valuef 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since 
the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stocks,  or 
stock  or  certificates  of  thfe  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  t 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have  not. 

Senator  Dayis.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operation,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale  of  said  stocks  or  certificates^ 

Senator  Mitchell.  I  have  not,  directly  or  indirectly. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account  or  in 
your  interest  any  such,  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  f 

Senator  Mitchell.  "So]  none  at  all. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways 
indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sugar 
stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  T 

Senator  Mitchell.  Kone  whatever,  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Mitchell.  fTone,  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its 
employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise! 

Senator  Mitcheul.  I  never  have. 


Washinoton,  D.  0.,  June  21^  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  call  of  the  chairman. 
By  direction  of  the  committee  the  following  cable  message  received 
this  day  is  incorporated  in  the  testimony  : 

Carlsbad,  Obbmaky. 
Senator  Teller, 

Washingtany  D.  0,: 

I  have  never  been  interested,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  sugar  or  sugar 
trust  or  stock.    If  anything  further  needed,  please  advise. 

35  BRl  Edwaed  O.  WoiAiO^'^. 
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SWOBBT  TESTIM0V7  OP  GEORGE  E.  RAHSOK. 

The  Oh  AIRMAN.  What  is  your  full  uamet 

Mr.  Bansom.  George  E.  Eansom. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  aget 

Mr.  Bansom.  Twenty-four. 

The  Chairman.  And  residence  f 

Mr.  Bansom.  Forth  Carolina. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  present  residence  f 

Mr.  Bansom.  Washington ;  Metropolitan  HoteL 

The  Chairman.  Occupation  t 

Mr.  Bansom.  Clerk  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

The  Chairman.  Of  which  your  father  is  chairman f 

Mr.  Bansom.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Bansom,  it  has  been  stated  here  in  the  testimoDj 
by  Senator  Bansom,  your  father,  that  on,  I  think,  Thursday  of  last  week 
he  was  told  by  a  correspondent  of  a  Kew  York  paper,  Mr.  Howland, 
that  his,  your  father's,  name  was  on  the  list  of  a  certain  broker  in  Wash- 
ington here  as  a  purchaser  of  or  operator  in  sugar  stock;  and  your 
father  expressing  surprise  and  denying  that  any  such  thing  could  be 
true,  the  correspondent  asked  if  there  was  any  other  person  of  that 
name  here  and  he  said  that  there  was  no  one  he  knew  of  except  your- 
self, his  son,  and  that  he  went  for  you  and  asked  you  to  come  into  the 
room  in  which  the  correspondent  was  and  you  there  stated  that  yoa 
had  made  certain  purchases,  or  dealt  in  a  certain  way,  in  sugar  stock 
with  a  certain  firm  of  brokers  in  this  city.    Is  that  truet 

Mr.  Bansom.  Yes,  sir.    That  is  true. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  it  you  dealt  witht 

Mr.  Bansom.  Silsby  &  Co. ;  the  branch  office. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  extent  of  your  dealing  f 

Mr.  Bansom.  The  first  time  I  ever  dealt  in  stocks  at  all  was  on  April 
18.  I  went  up  to  Bilsby  &  Co.'s  branch  office  and  bought  $25  worth 
of  cotton  and  $10  worth  of  sugar — 10  shares  of  sugar,  rather. 

Tlie  Chairman.  What  other  operations  t 

Mr.  Bansom.  After  that  I  bought,  together  with  Capt.  Barnes 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  Capt.  Barnes! 

Mr.  Bansom.  He  is  messenger  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce 
Between  us  we  bought  $20  worth  of  sugar — ^20  shares  of  sugar. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  the  margin  you  deposited  T 

Mr.  Bansom.  Yes,  sir.  We  put  up  $20.  Then  I  bought,  together 
with  him,  $20  worth  again,  and  then  again  I  bought  $20  worth 

Senator  Lindsay.    That  is  four  different  purchases. 

Mr.  Bansom.  Four  different  purchases;  yes,  sir.  I  am  uncertain 
whether  I  made  another  purchase  or  not.  I  rather  think  I  was  in  five 
purchases. 

The  Chairman.  The  same  amounts  T 

Mr.  Bansom.  The  same  amounts,  except  the  first  one. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  interested  to  the  extent  of  one-half  of 
$20. 

Mr.  Bansom.  Yes,  sir;  $10.  The  first  one  was  my  own  individual 
purchase  of  $10.    My  father  knew  nothing  of  these  purchases. 

The  Chairman.  Your  father  never  knew  you  had  made  themt 

Mr.  Bansom.  He  never  knew  I  made  them.  In  fact,  he  was  the  M 
person  I  would  want  to  know  it;  I  kept  it  from  him.  I  did  not  think 
it  was  wrong 
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The  Chairman.  It  was  a  species  of  gambling? 

Mr.  Bansom.  Yes,  sir.  He  advised  me  not  to  gamble,  and  always 
has. 

The  Chairman.  He  not  only  did  not  know  it,  bat  you  concealed  it 
from  himt 

Mr.  Bansom.  Yes,  sir;  I  concealed  it  from  him. 

The  Chairman.  And  yoa  say  he  never  knew  it  until  Thursday  even- 
ing of  last  weekT 

Mr.  Bansom.  Yes,  sir.  He  called  me  out  of  the  parlor  at  the  Metro- 
politan Hotel.  I  was  talking  with  some  ladies,  and  he  called  me  out. 
and  I  went  straight  to  his  room.  I  had  no  knowledge  what  he  wanted 
until  the  gentleman,  Mr.  Howland,  asked  me  if  I  had  bought  any  sugar 
stock,  and  I  told  him  I  had. 

Senator  Lindsay.  How  much  time  elapsed  between  the  first  pur- 
chase and  the  lastT 

Mr.  Bansom.  The  first  was  on  April  18  and  the  last  one,  I  think, 
was  about  May  7. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Your  father  had  no  interest  in,  nor  knowledge  of^ 
those  purchases,  directly  or  indirectly  t 

Mr.  Bansom.  None,  direct  or  indirect.    He  knew  nothing  of  it. 


SWORH  TESTIMOirT  OP  ARTHUR  BARHE& 

The  Chairman.  Arthur  Barnes  is  your  namet 

Mr.  Babnes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Your  age? 

Mr.  Babnes.  I  am  56  years  of  age. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  Your  residence  t 

Mr.  Babnes.  North  Carolina;  that  is  my  home. 

The  Chaibman.  Present  residence  T 

Mr.  Babnes.  Washington. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  And  occupation f 

Mr.  Babnes.  Messenger  to  the  Senate. 

The  Chaibman.  Messenger  to  what  committee t 

Mr.  Babnes.  Committee  on  Conmierce. 

The  Chaibman.  Of  which  Senator  Bansom  is  chairman. 

Mr.  Babnes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Capt  Barnes,  have  you  dealt  at  all  in  so-called 
sugar  stocks  T 

Mr.  Babnes.  Yes^ir. 

The  Chaibman.  will  you  state  when  and  all  about  it;  to  what 
extent  and  so  out 

Mr.  Babnes.  I  think  I  invested  about  (40 

The  Chaibman.  Altogether! 

Mr.  Babnes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  In  what  way;  all  at  once  or  at  different  times f 

Mr.  Babnes.  Difierent  times. 

The  Chaibman.  When  did  you  make  the  first  investment! 

Mr.  Babnes.  I  think  Mr.  George  Bansom  and  myself  were  partnerS| 
$10  each 

The  Chaibman.  Four  different  times f 

Mr.  Babnes.  Four  different  times,  I  think. 

The  Chaibman.  When  was  the  first  onet 

Mr.  Babnes.  I  think  it  was  some  time  in  April,  soon  after  my  return 
form  Asheville. 
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The  Chaibman.  When  was  the  last  onet 

Mr.  Babnes.  I  think  it  was  in  May.  I  can  tell  by  referring  to  a 
statement  I  have.    [After  examining  a  paper]  May  14. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  the  last. 

Mr.  Babnes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Were  those  the  only  transactions  yon  hadt 

Mr.  Babnes.  The  only  transactious,  except  once  outside  of  Mr. 
Bansom.  When  he  was  not  with  me  I  did  it  one  time.  But  four  times 
includes  the  whole— 

The  Chaibman.  Tliree  with  Mr.  Kansom  and  one  when  he  was  not 
with  you. 

Mr.  Babnes.  Three  with  him;  three  times. 

The  Chaibman.  What  was  the  extent  of  the  one  when  you  were 
alone  T 

Mr.  Babnes.  Ten  dollars. 

The  Chaibman.  And  the  others  were  all  with  him. 

Mr.  Babnes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  And  you  say  there  was  no  others  that  you  made  in 
sugar  stock. 

Mr.  Babnes.  Never  before  in  my  life. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  the  full  extent  of  it. 

Mr.  Babnes.  Yes^  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  I  wiU  ask  you  whether  Senator  Bansom,  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  knew  anything  of  the  transactions. 

Mr.  Babnes.  He  did  not,  sir.  I  tried  in  every  way  to  keep  it  secret 
from  him. 

The  Chaibman.  Why  t 

Mr.  Babnes.  Because  I  knew  he  would  be  very  severe  on  me  if  lie 
found  it  out.    He  was  opposed  to  anything  of  that  kind. 

The  Chaibman.  He  had  no  interest,  direct  or  indirectt 

Mr.  Babnes.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  22^  1894. 
The  committee  met  at  the  call  of  the  chairman. 


SWOBBT  STATEMENT  OF  SEVATOR  VATHAH  F.  DIXOV. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  tbe 
State  of  Bhode  Island? 

Senator  Dixon.  I  am. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  have  you  been  sucht 

Senator  Dixon.  I  was  elected  April  10, 1889. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senatef 

Senator  Dixon.  I  have. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  eaten- 
lated  to  affect  its  value  T 

Senator  Dixon.  I  have  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
isnce  the  begmnmgoi  t^v&  ^•^^vou  of  Congress,  any  so-caUed  sugar 
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stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befluing 
Company  T 

Senator  Dixon.  I  have  not 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operations,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  T 

Senator  Dixon.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  said  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  T 

Senator  Dixon.  fTo. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family  or  any  person  in 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  in  your  service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of 
the  ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transac- 
tion in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned  f 

Senator  Dixon.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or 
such  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  tlie  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Dixon.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  T 

Senator  Dixon.  I  have  not 


SWOSH  STATEMSHT  OF  SENATOR  M.  C.  BUTLEB. 

Q.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the  State  of  South 
Carolina  T — ^A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  suchT— A.  Since  December,  1877. 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session  of  Congress 
during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate  T — A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  any 
one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of  the  Americau 
Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calculated  to  affect  its 
value  f — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since  the  begin- 
ning of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so  called  sugar  stock  or  stocks, 
or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  T — ^A* 
I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operations,  whether  by  purchase 
or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  T — ^A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in  your  interest, 
any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on  your  account, 
or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the  profits  of  any 
operation  in  such  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your  credit  as  the 
proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  side  of  such  stocks,  or  promised  or  agreed 
to  place  such  money  to  your  credit  T — ^A.  No. 

Q.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in  your  employ, 
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or  any  clerk  employed  ander  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  your 
service,  been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested,  in  any  of  the  ways  indicated 
in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sagar  stocks  or 
certificates  daring  the  period  mentioned  T — ^A.  No. 

Q.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  such  clerk, 
owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company 
during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned T — A.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in  its  employ  as 
attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  f — A.  No. 

M.  C.  BUTLEB. 

Sworn  to  before  me  this  23d  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1894. 
[SEAL.]  J.  E.  Gaillabd, 

Kotary  Public  for  South  Carolina, 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  26^  1894, 
The  committee  met  at  the  call  of  the  chairman. 

SWOBBT  STATEMENT  OP  8EVAT0R  B.  P.  PETTIOREW. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the 
State  of  South  Dakota? 

Senator  Pettigrew,  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf 

Senator  Pettigrew.  Since  1889. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session 
of  Congress  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  SenateT 

Senator  Pettigrew.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, to  anyone  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock 
of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calca- 
lated  to  affect  its  value  t 

Senator  Pettigrew.  I  never  have. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly, 
since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar 
stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befin- 
ing Company  t 

Senator  Pettigrew.  No.  I  never  did.  Not  only  that,  I  never 
bought  or  sold  a  share  of  stock  in  my  life,  of  any  sort,  on  any  market 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest, 
direct  or  indirect,  contingent  or  otherwise,  in  any  operations,  whether 
by  purchase  or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates  f 

Senator  Pettigrew,  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in 
your  interest,  any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  stocks  on 
your  account,  or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the 
profits  of  any  operation  in  said  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your 
credit  as  the  proceeds  of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  prom- 
ised or  agreed  to  place  such  money  to  your  credit t 

Senator  Pettigrew.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  io 
your  employ,  or  any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
in  your  servioe)  b^n,  \ft  'jwn  YsiwiV^^e^  interested|  in  any  of  tb« 
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ways  indicated  in  any  of  the  preceding  qneBtions,  in  any  transaction 
in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  daring  the  period  mentioned! 

Senator  Pbttigbew.  They  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon,  or  has  any  member  of  yonr  family,  or 
snch  clerk,  owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sngar  Beflining 
Company  during  the  x)eriod  heretofore  mentioned  f 

Senator  Pettigrew.  They  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  at  any  time  been  connected  with  the 
American  Sngar  Refining  Company,  or  have  you  at  any  time  been  in 
its  employ  as  attorney,  agent,  or  otherwise  T 

Senator  Pettigrew.  I  have  not. 


SWORH  STATEMENT  OF  SEHATOR  JAMES  F.  WHSOH. 

Q.  Are  you  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the  State  of  Iowa!— 
A.  I  am. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  suchf — A.  I  became  a  member  of  the 
Senate  during  the  Forty-eighth  Congress. 

Q.  Have  you  been  in  attendance  at  the  present  session  of  Congress 
during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! — ^A.  I  was  present 
during  the  present  session  of  Congress  from  its  commencement  until 
the  15th  day  of  May,  when,  owing  to  the  condition  of  my  health,  I  found 
it  necessary  to  return  to  my  home  at  Fairfield,  Iowa. 

Q.  Have  you  given  any  information,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  any 
one  interested  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  or  in  the  stock  of  the  Amer 
ican  Sugar  Eefiining  Company,  that  was  intended  or  calculated  to 
afitect  its  value! — A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since  the  begin- 
ning of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or  stocks, 
or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Kefining  Company! — 
A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Have  you  been  concerned  with  anyone  in  interest,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, contingent  or  otherwise^  in  any  operations,  whether  by  purchase 
or  sale,  of  said  stocks  or  certificates! — ^A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  Has  anyone  bought  or  sold  for  your  account,  or  in  your  interest, 
any  of  such  stocks,  or  speculated  in  any  of  such  Bt(>ck8  on  your  account, 
or  given  you  to  understand  that  you  would  share  in  the  profits  of  any 
operation  in  said  stocks,  or  placed  any  money  to  your  credit  as  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stocks,  or  promised  or  agreed  to 
place  such  money  to  your  credit! — ^A.  To  this  question  as  an  entirety, 
and  to  each  and  all  of  its  subdivisions,  I  answer  no. 

Q.  Has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  any  person  in  your  employ,  or 
any  clerk  employed  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  your  serv- 
ice, been,  to  your  knowledge,  interested  in  any  of  the  ways  indicated 
in  any  of  the  preceding  questions,  in  any  transaction  in  sugar  stocks 
or  certificates  during  the  period  mentioned! — A.  To  this  question,  I 
answer  no. 

Q.  Have  you,  or  has  any  member  of  your  family,  or  such  clerk, 
owned  or  held  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company 
during  the  period  heretofore  mentioned! — ^A.  Neither  myself  nor  any 
member  of  my  family  have  owned  or  held  any  such  certificates;  nor  do 
I  believe  that  such  clerk  owned  or  held  any. 
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Q.  Have  you  at  aDytiine  been  connected  with  the  American  Sugar 
Eefining  Company,  or  have  yon  at  anytime  been  in  its  employ  as  attor- 
ney, agent,  or  otherwise  T — A.  At  no  time  have  I  been  connected  with 
said  company,  nor  have  I  at  anytime  been  in  its  employ  as  attorney, 
agent,  or  otherwise. 

Jahss  F.  Wilson. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  2^h  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1894 
[SSAL.]  J.  M.  Htt^kle, 

Kotary  Public^  Jefferson  Oauntyj  loicu. 
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WASHlNaTON,  D.  C,  July  20^  1894. 

The  oommittee  met^  pnrsnant  to  call  of  the  chairman,  at  11  o'clock 
a.  ID. 
Present:  The  chairman  and  Senators  Lindsay  and  Davis. 

SWORH  TESTIMOITT  OF  SAMUEL  B.  DEEICK80V. 

The  Ohaibman.  Please  give  yonr  full  name. 

Mr.  Debiokson.  Samnel  B.  Derickson. 

The  Ghaibman.  Yoor  occupation. 

Mr.  Debickson.  I  am  in  the  employ  of  a  brokerage  firm  in  New 
York  City. 

The  Ohaibman.  Of  whomt 

Mr.  Debiokson.  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  New  York  City. 

The  Ohaibman.  Your  name  is  mentioned  in  an  article  in  the  New 
York  Herald  of  Tuesday,  July  17,  in  connection  with  certain  allegations 
in  the  article  in  regard  to  supposed  dealings  of  some  Senator  of  the 
United  States  in  sugar  stock.    Have  you  read  the  article  T 

Mr.  Debiokson.  Yes,  sir. 

By  direction  of  the  committee  the  said  article  is  incorporated  in  the 
record  at  this  point,  as  follows : 

8EKATOR8  BUT  SUGAR — ^BROKER  8.  B.  DERICKSON  DOBSN'T  DENT  HE  HAS  AN  ORDER 
CALUN6  FOR  SHARES — PHOTOGRAPH  MADE  OF  IT— FACSIMILE  SAID  TO  BE  HELD 
BT  A  MEMBER  OF  THE  CONFERENOB  COMMITTBE-7IS  TO  BE  USED  AS  A  CLUB— A 
TBLBORAPH  OPERATOR  SATS  HE  OVERHEARD  ANOTHER  SENATOR'S  ORDER  FOR 
SUGAR. 

Notwithstanding  the  denials  of  all  of  the  U.  S.  Senators,  excepting  Mr.  Qaay  and 
Mr.  McPherson,  that  they  had  purchased  sugar  trnst  stock  Jast  prior  to  its  phe- 
nomenal rise,  it  is  now  declared  that  there  is  written  and  photographic  evidence  in 
existence  in  this  city  to  prove  that  at  least  one  Senator  who  made  such  denial  did 
send  an  order  to  his  hrokers  to  purchase  shares. 

The  person  from  whom  this  statement  was  obtained  is  a  man  of  affairs,  of  acknowl- 
edged integrity,  and  of  wealth.  He  is  weU  known  in  busiuess  circles,  and  has  talked 
about  the  matter  to  others.  Tet  when  I  asked  him  for  particulars  he  refused  until 
given  a  promise  that  his  name  would  not  be  revealed.  He  says  he  has  sent  to  a  mem- 
ber of  tne  conference  committee  at  Washington  a  photograph  of  the  original  order 
S'ven  by  the  Senator,  so  as  to  force  a  vote  favorable  to  the  reduction  of  the  tariff  on 
eid. 

It  is  stated  that  some  years  ago  my  informant  lost  about  $200,000  through  the  lead 
tmst,  and  that  ever  since  then  ne  has  been  waiting  for  the  time  when  he  could  get 
back  with  a  tremendous  blow.  I  had  heard  that  Senator  Cameron,  of  Pennsylvauia, 
was  the  one  who  had  sent  the  order  for  sugar,  but  the  gentleman  interviewed  denied 
this. 

ONE  OF  THESE  FOUR. 

''You  have  made  a  mistake,''  he  said,  "but  the  name  of  the  one  whose  order  has 
been  photographed  sounds  much  like  the  name  you  have  mentioned.  1^11  say  this: 
He  is  one  of  the  four  Senators  referred  to  in  the  Herald's  Washington  dispatch,  of 
Friday  last,  as  insisting  that  the  House  shall  not  place  coal  and  iron  ore  on  the  free 
list. 

Theee  four  Senators  are  Camden  and  Faulkner,  of  West  Virginia,  and  Gorman  and 
Gibson,  of  Maryland.  Senator  Camden  is  a  brother-in-law  to  President  Thompson, 
who  eontrols  the  millions  upon  millions  invested  in  the  Nationol  lA^<^Qwsi^^\c^« 
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My  informant,  who  is  anxious  to  have  the  schedule  reduced,  happened  to  be  chat- 
ting recently  with  a  well-known  broker,  who  had  a  branch  office  in  Washington. 
The  question  of  the  tariff  was  talked  over,  and  then  that  of  sugar  came  up.  After 
a  lone  discussion  of  the  various  phases  of  the  scandal,  the  broker  sullenly  said : 

''  Well,  I  happen  to  have  a  document  here  that  would  prove  interesting  to  ths 
public!" 

He  then  pulled  ftom  his  pocket  a  sheet  of  paper  on  which  was  written  an  order 
to  buy  sugar-trust  shares  and  signed  by  a  Senator.  The  broker  was  interrogated 
closely  as  to  how  the  order  came  into  his  possession,  and  this  was  his  explanation: 

''  In  the  first  place,  this  belongs  to  an  employ6  of  mine,  firom  whom  I  borrowed  it 
He  was  in  charge  of  our  branch  office  at  Washington  until  just  before  the  sogar 
scandal  came  about,  when,  owing  to  the  fact  that  business  had  become  slack,  tlie 
branch  was  closed  and  he  was  recalled  to  New  York,  where  he  now  is. 

"I  was  talking  to  him  about  the  scandal  when  he  showed  me  this  order.  It  was 
the  only  one  he  had  preserved  of  a  large  number,  and  he  had  preserved  it  quite  by 
accident,  placing  it  in  hispocket  thoughtlessly  with  several  private  letters  when  he 
closed  the  Washington  office.  He  pointed  to  this  hole  in  tne  bit  of  paper,  which 
you  see,  and  said  that  showed  it  had  been  on  file." 

*'  Has  he  any  other  knowledge  of  like  sort  f"  I  asked  my  informant. 

CLAIMS  FURTHRB  KNOWLEDGS. 

"Oh,  yes,"  the  broker  replied.  " He  says  that  seventeen  or  eighteen  other  Sena- 
tors purchased  sugar  who  have  since  denied  such  transactions  to  the  inyestigatiiig 
committee.    He  could  unfold  a  tale  if  he  so  desired." 

My  informant  borrowed  the  original  order,  and  within  four  hours  it  had  been  pho- 
tographed and  retnmed. 

Knowledge  of  the  existence  of  that  facsimile  came  to  me  in  a  roundabout  way, 
and  I  went  directly  to  the  owner  of  the  photograph.  Before  speaking  a  word  upon 
the  subject  he  exacted  a  promise  that  his  name  snould  not  be  used  in  any  way  in 
connection  with  the  matter.    Then  he  said : 

"  The  story  you  have  heard  is  true.  I  am  glad  you  heard  it^  for  I  can  not  expreii 
my  indignation  over  the  way  certain  of  the  Senators  have  testified  that  they  did  not 
speculate  in  sugar  when  I  have  had  the  original  order  of  one  in  my  own  hands,  and 
when  I  now  hold  a  photographic  copy  of  it.    The  whole  thing  is  infamous." 

**  Will  you  let  me  print  a  copy  of  that  photograph  in  the  Herald  t" 

'^I  think  I  can  do  what  is  better  yet — put  you  in  the  way  of  obtaining  the  original 
order.    Come  in  to-morrow." 

I  called  the  following  day,  but  he  had  not  seen  the  person  who  possessed  the 
original.  Another  day  went  by,  and  another.  Then  he  told  me  of  a  telegraph 
operator  in  a  broker's  office  in  New  York  who,  just  before  sugar's  dizzy  leap  up  wanl, 
had  overheard  a  message  come  in  by  wire  from  their  Washington  branch  office.  The 
message  ordered  1,500  shares  of  sngar-trust  stock  for  one  of  the  most  famous  Senaton 
of  the  United  States,  and  said  that  his  account  was  guaranteed  by  another  Senator, 
who  has  been  before  the  nation  prominently  of  late. 

LONGED-FOR  POWER. 

The  man  for  whom  the  stock  is  said  to  have  been  ordered  is  a  Democrat,  who  has 
had  much  to  do  with  shaping  the  present  policy.  He  is  not  known  to  have  speco- 
lated  much  previous  to  this  time,  and  is  not  generally  deemed  to  be  a  man  of  wealth. 
The  belief  is  that  knowledge  of  the  prospective  tremendous  rise  in  sugar  dazzled 
him ;  he  saw  the  possibility  of  acquiring  a  fortune  without  risk.  But  money  was 
needed,  or  a  rich  friend  who  would  guarantee  his  account,  one  whose  guaranty 
would  be  accepted  by  the  brokers.  This  Ariend  was  not  far  off.  He  was  another 
Senator,  not  an  old  member  of  the  body,  but  a  man  of  ability  before  whom  loomed 
up  the  vision  of  a  great  career.  He  had  made  a  large  fortnne  in  business.  His 
money  was  well  invested  in  real  estate,  manufactures,  and  railroads. 

The  acquisition  of  additional  wealth  was  no  object.  He  had  money  enough.  Bat 
his  restless,  energetic  character,  his  splendid  brain,  his  brilliant  powers  of  speech, 
and  the  endowment  of  extraordinary  capacity  to  direct  men  and  affairs,  made  not 
unalluring  the  possibility  of  future  conquests,  and  conquests  of  much  higher  order 
than  the  mere  gathering  of  commercial  properties. 

He  had  sprung  into  prominence  with  unusual  rapidity,  and  if  he  could  obtain  the 
friendship  of  some  of  tne  leaders  of  the  upper  House  it  would  be  a  great  advantase* 
Chance  tlirew  in  his  way,  seemingly,  an  opportunity  to  place  a  real  leader  under 
obligations  to  him.  Such  are  deductions  which  any  one  might  draw  upon  hearing 
the  story  of  my  informant. 
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That  ended  the  interview  for  that  day.  When  I  called  npon  him  the  next  after- 
noon a  complete  change  had  taken  p]ace.  My  informant  refused  absolutely  to  have 
anything  to  do  with  printing  the  order  for  sugar,  of  which  he  had  a  photograph. 
He  had  ohang^  his  mind  completelyi  and  said  that  nothing  conld  induce  him  to  be 
of  further  assistance.  He  declined  to  reveal  the  name  of  the  man  who  has  the  origi- 
nal order,  or  to  say  with  which  houae  he  is  connected.  When  pressed  for  reasons  of 
his  change  of  base,  he  said: 

TO  BB  U8BD  AS  ▲  CLUB. 

''I  am  qnite  snre  now  that  more  effective  use  can  be  made  of  the  photograph  than 
to  publish  it  in  the  Herald,  or  to  help  yon  get  hold  of  the  original." 

"  What  do  yon  propose  doing  f  " 

"The  Senator  who  sent  that  order  is  one  of  those  who  has  indicated  that  he  will 
decline  to  vote  for  a  reduction  in  the  tariff  of  a  certain  article,  whereas  I  am  anxious 
for  the  reduction  to  be  made.    That  Senator  can  be  forced  to  come  to  time.'' 

The  plan,  he  explained,  was  to  place  the  photograph  in  the  handb  of  a  member  of 
the  conference  committee  who  is  friendly  to  my  uiformant.  With  this  photograph 
in  existence  it  ia  not  at  all  likely  that  objection  will  be  made  by  the  Senator^IiO 
has  testified  that  he  has  not  dealt  in  sugar.  / 

Inquiry  at  Washington  shows  that  the  only  branch  office  of  a  New  York  brokerage 
firm  that  closed  about  the  time  the  sugar  scandals  were  first  talked  of  belonged  to 
W.  B.  Wheeler  db  Co.,  of  No.  66  Broadway,  this  city.  The  branch  was  managed  by 
Samuel  B.  Derickson  and  a  Mr.  Thayer.  The  branch  deidt  heavUy  in  sugar  oefore 
it  closed. 

These  facts  established,  ftirther  links  showed  that  while  Mr.  Thayer  remains  in 
Washington  running  a  brokerage  office  of  his  own,  Mr.  Derickson  is  in  this  city 
managing  a  branch  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  db  Co.,  which  is  situated  in  the  Windsor  Hotel. 
I  caUed  on  Mr.  Derickson  yesterday  afternoon  at  his  office  in  the  hotel. 

▲  LIYKLY  IKTBRVIBW. 

'*  Mr.  Derickson,"  said  I,  ''will  you  let  me  see  the  order  for  sugar  given  you  by 
Senator before  the  scandals  came  out  V* 

"  What ! "  he  exclaimed. 

I  repeated  the  question,  and  maintained  that  a  photograph  of  the  order  in  all 
probability  was  in  the  possession  of  a  member  of  the  conference  committee. 

"  All  I  will  saj  about  the  matter  is  this,"  he  responded.  **  I  was  in  Washington 
on  a  special  mission  for  three  or  four  months.    I  accomplished  it  and  came  home." 

"  Will  you  deny  possessing  the  order  to  buy  sugar  f^om  the  Senator  mentioned  f" 
I  asked. 

"No,  I  will  not  deny  it.  I  will  not  say  an^thin^  about  it  one  way  or  the  other. 
The  investigation  is  over,  and  that's  all  there  is  to  it." 

Senator  Camden  was  not  in  Wa^ington  last  night. 

The  Chaibman.  What  can  you  tell  the  committee  in  regard  to  those 
matters  in  regard  to  which  yon  are  there  supposed  to  have  some 
knowledge,  or  alleged  to  have  some  knowledge! 

Mr.  Derickson.  I  can  only  say  that  a  reporter  called  on  me  in 
regard  to  some  order — written  order — ^that  was  supposed  to  be  in  exist- 
ence, and  it  being  a  rule  of  the  firm  to  refuse  either  to  affirm  or  deny 
anyone  speculating  with  us,  I  told  him  that  I  could  not  answer  his 
question.  That  was  all  at  that  time.  The  matter  got  to  be  so  wide- 
spread that  I  made  a  voluntary  statement,  and  telegraphed  it  down — 
I  tried  to  find  out,  in  the  first  place,  where  the  Senator  was,  and  could 
not  find  out 

The  Chaibmait.  What  Senator f 

Mr.  Debiokson.  Senator  Camden;  I  think  the  article  insinuated 
that  it  was  he  I  had  had  the  order  from.  I  tried  to  find  out  where  he 
was  and  all  I  could  find  out  was  that  he  was  somewhere  in  West  Yir- 
ginia;  so  I  sent  to  a  gentleman  here  in  Washington,  a  friend  of  mine, 
giving  the  facts  in  the  case  as  far  as  I  knew  and  asking  him  to  show 
the  dispatch  to  Senator  Camden's  friends. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  the  dispatch  f 

Mr.  Derk^kson.  The  dispatch  I  sent  to  a  friend  hero. 
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The  Chairman.  What  was  the  purport  of  itf 

Mr.  Derickson.  That  I  had  never  had  any  order,  written  or  yerbal| 
from  Senator  Camden  or  any  other  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Do  yon  say  that  nowT 

Mr.  Deriokson.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  Did  yonr  firm,  so  far  as  you  know,  ever  have  anj 
snch  order? 

Mr.  Derickson.  They  never  had. 

The  Chairman.  Do  yon  know  anything  of  a  photograph  of  any  such 
order  or  supposed  order  f 

Mr.  Derickson.  Only  by  hearsay. 

The  Chairman.  You  never  saw  such  a  photograph? 

Mr.  Derickson.  Fever. 

The  Chairman.  You  never  had  an  order  of  which  there  can  be  a 
photograph? 

Mr.  Derickson.  No,  sir;  never. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  manager  of  the  Washington  branch  of 
Wheeler  &  Co.  last  winter  and  spring? 

Mr.  Derickson.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  say  that  while  you  were  here  managing 
fhat  branch,  or  at  any  other  time,  you  never  had  an  order  from  a  United 
States  Senator  dealing  in  sugar,  whether  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of 
sugar? 

Mr.  Derickson.  I  never  had ;  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  have  any  order  for  the  purchase  or 
sale  of  sugar  stock,  so-called,  in  which  you  had  reason  to  believe  that 
any  United  States  Senator  was  directly  or  indirectly  interested? 

Mr.  Derickson.  No,  sir;  never. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  of  the  things  or 
matters  referred  to  in  this  alleged  conversation  between  the  gentleman 
referred  to  as  the  informant  and  a  well-known  broker? 

Mr.  Derickson.  fTot  the  sUghest,  except  what  I  read  in  the  news- 
papers. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  deliver  to  any  person  any  order  that 
you  had  in  your  possession  as  the  result  of  your  transactions  in  Wash- 
ington or  elsewhere,  for  the  purpose  of  having  a  photograph  madef 

Mr.  Derickson.  No,  sir;  never. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  foundation  in  fact  for  the  statement  in 
regard  to  your  delivering  an  order  to  be  photographed! 

Mr.  Derickson.  Not  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  other  matters  and 
things  contained  in  this  article! 

Mr.  Derickson.  Not  the  slightest. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  anything  that  you  know  about  the  allega- 
tion here  contained  that  this  alleged  broker  informed  this  writer  that 
17  or  18  Senators  had  been  buying  or  selling  sugar  stock? 

Mr.  Derickson.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  no  knowledge  on  that  subject  at  all? 

Mr.  Derickson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  make  any  such  statement? 

Mr.  Derickson.  Never  in  my  life. 

The  Chairman.  Is  Mr.  Thayer  here? 

Mr.  Derickson.  He  was  merely  a  clerk  in  the  employ  of  the  office 
at  that  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  or  surmise  the  name  of  the  person 
styled  the  "informant''  in  that  article! 

Mr.  Derickson.  1  e^on ivo\> *\\xi«i.\£«i^ m  %5il  ^«5. 
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The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  fact  or  circnmstance  which  will  enable 
you  to  inform  as  who  that  informant  is,  or  what  his  name  ist 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Can  Mr.  Thayer  give  us  anything! 

Mr.  Derigeson.  Fo,  sir.    He  was  there  only  during  the  time  I  was. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  in  town! 

Mr.  Deriokson.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  in  the  Capitol  heret 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir;  he  is  somewhere  on  F  street,  between 
Fourteenth  and  Fifteenth. 

The  Chairman.  Would  he  have  taken  an  order  from  a  Senator  that 
you  would  not  afterwards  have  known  about  t 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Or  have  taken  an  order  from  anybody  that  you 
would  not  afterwards  have  known  aboutf 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir;  he  would  have  to  report  to  me  first. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  ask  whether  you  were  the  active  manager  of 
the  stock  business  of  WDliam  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.t 

Mr.  Deriokson.  Yes,  sir ;  I  was. 

The  Chairman.  Would  there  have  been  any  transaction  in  sugar  or 
other  stock  through  William  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.  by  anyone  that  you 
would  not  know  off 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  All  operations  of  that  kind  from  Washington  would 
pass  through  your  hands t 

Mr.  Deriokson.  Yes,  sir;  when  I  am  here  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  business  in  New  York. 

Senator  Davis.  What  part  did,  or  does,  William  B.  Wheeler  take  in 
the  management  of  the  concern  relative  to  the  purchase  or  sale  of 
stocks T 

Mr.  Deriokson.  He  takes  no  active  part  in  it  whatever. 

Senator  Davis.  You  are  the  general 

Mr.  Deriokson.  I  am  the  Washington  manager  and  manager  of  the 
branch  office  in  New  York.  Mr.  Wheeler  has  a  partner  who  is  the 
active  man. 

Senator  Davis.  You  are  not  a  partner  t 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  charge  of  the  branch  office  heref 

Mr.  Deriokson.  Yes,  sir.  I  am  certain  that  Mr.  Wheeler  would 
come  at  once  if  you  want  him.  I  telegraphed  him  at  the  same  time  I 
forwarded  your  summons.  I  telegraphed  him  that  I  would  tell  you 
that  he  certoinly  does  not  know  anything  more  about  it  than  I  do  and 
ask  that  he  might  be  excused. 

The  Chairman.  You  state  that  you  were  manager  of  the  Washing- 
ton branch  and  would  know  of  any  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stock 
that  might  have  been  made  through  Wheeler  &  Co.  by  any  United 
States  Senator.    Do  you  know  of  any  made  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  heard  of  any  f 

Mr.  Deriokson.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  there  were  any? 

Mr.  Deriokson.  If  there  had  been  any  such  transaction  I  would 
know  of  it.. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  do  not  know  of  any  t 

Mr.  Dbrioks&n.  No,  sir. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow,  July  21, 1894,  at  11  o'clock  a,  nu 
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Washington,  D.  O.,  July  21^  1894. 

The  committee  met  at  11  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  adjoamment. 
Present:  The  chairman  and  Senators  Lindsay  and  Davis. 

SWORN  TESTIMOHT  OF  WILLIAM  B.  WHEELEB. 

The  Chaibman.  Your  full  name,  Mr.  Wheeler  t 

Mr.  Wheelbb.  William  B.  Wheeler  f 

The  Chaibman.  Aget 

Mr.  Wheelee.  Forty-four. 

The  Chaibman.  Occupation! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Stockbroker. 

The  Chaibman.  Residence  f 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  At  Pawling,  N.  T. 

The  Chaibman.  Your  place  of  business  is  New  York  City! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  ^  Broadway. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  the  name  of  your  flrmt 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co. 

The  Chaibman.  Your  place  of  business  is  New  York  City  t 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  you,  during  last  winter  and  spring,  during  Uiu 
session  of  Congress,  a  branch  office  in  the  city  of  Washington! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  xes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  conducted  it! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Mr.  S.  P.  Derickson  was  manager  of  the  office. 

The  Chaibman.  How  long  did  he  conduct  that  branch  office,  up  to 
what  timet 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  I  think  it  was  the  1st  of  April. 

The  Chaibman.  Had  he  entire  charge! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Of  all  orders  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  stocks  that 
came  through  that  office? 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Yes,  sir;  the  entire  business  of  the  office. 

The  Chaibman.  Would  his  position  and  duty  require  him  to  know 
what  orders  were  given  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  stock  and  would 
he  necessarily  know! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  He  must  necessarily  know,  because  the  orders  were 
before  him  every  day  and  he  would  know  if  he  attended  to  his  business, 
as  I  have  no  doubt  he  did. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  it  a  rule  of  your  firm  to  see  that  all  transactions 
for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  stock  for  others  in  the  course  of  yonr 
business  are  entered! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  And  records  are  kept  of  all  transactions  of  that 
kind! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  you  in  the  active  management  of  your  New 
York  house! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  I  will  ask  you,  Mr.  Wheeler,  whether  you  have  seen 
the  article  in  the  Herald  of  last  Thursday,  July  17,  headed  <<  Senators 
buy  sugar."  , 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Yes,  sir;  I  saw  the  article. 
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The  Ohaibman.  You  are  Bx>oken  of  there.  What  have  yon  to  say 
of  that  article  so  far  as  you  are  concerned  and  your  house! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  So  far  as  my  house  is  concerned,  there  is  not  a  par- 
ticle of  foundation  for  any  statement  they  make  there.  It  is,  in  my 
opinion,  an  ingeniously  worded  article,  in  which  they  do  not  make  any 
direct  statement.  As  far  as  my  firm  is  concerned,  there  is  absolutely 
no  truth  in  it,  and  there  is  nothing  to  base  those  statements  upon. 

Senator  Davis.  So  far  as  yourself  is  concerned,  individually,  what 
basis  has  that  article! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Kot  one  single,  solitary  iota.  Not  one  particle  of 
truth  in  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Wheeler,  it  has  here  been  charged,  directly  or 
indirectly,  and  I  will  ask  you  whether,  to  your  knowledge,  Senator 
CamdcD,  Senator  Faulkner,  Senator  Gibson,  or  Senator  Gorman  have, 
during  the  present  session  of  Congress,  bought  or  sold  through  your 
firm  aoy  so-called  sugar  stock,  directly  or  indirectly  t 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Directly  or  indirectly,  never  one  share,  so  far  as  I 
know. 

The  Chaibman.  Has  either  of  them,  to  your  knowledge,  been  inter- 
ested in  any  purchase  or  sale  of  such  stock  t 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

The  Chaibman.  Would  you  be  likely  to  know  if  it  were  the  caset 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  If  it  was  connected  with  my  firm,  yes,  sir;  I  would 
most  certainly  know. 

The  Chaibman.  I  will  ask  you,  further,  whether  any  United  States 
Senator  has,  during  the  present  session  of  Congress^  bought  or  sold  so- 
called  sugar  stock  through  your  firm! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Directly  or  indirectly  f 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Directly  or  indirectly. 

The  Chaibman.  Has  any  United  States  Senator,  to  your  knowledge, 
been  interested  in  the  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stock  through  your 
firm? 

Mr  Wheeleb.  Never,  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  ever  seen  what  purported  to  be  a  photo- 
graph of  an  order  from  a  United  States  Senator  to  anybody  for  the 
purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stock! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  I  never  heard  of  any  until  I  saw  it  in  the  Herald;  I 
believe  it  said  something  about  it.  Either  there  or  I  heard  it  as  a 
rumor  in  the  street.    That  I  would  not  be  certain  about. 

Senator  Lindsay.  A  rumor  based  upon  the  Herald  article! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Evidently. 

Senator  Davis.  You  never  saw  such  a  photograph! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  Never. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  have  in  your  possession  any  order  firom 
which  a  photograph  could  have  been  made! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  I  never  did. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Wheeler,  who  is  the  Mr.  Thayer  alluded  to  in 
this  article!    Is  he  in  your  employ! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  He  was  our  telegraph  operator  in  Washington.  He 
is  not  in  our  employ  now. 

The  Chaibman.  When  was  your  branch  office  in  Washington  closed! 

Mr.  Wheeleb.  I  think  about  the  Ist  of  April. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Wheeler,  before  the  appearance  of  this  article  in 
tbe  Herald  were  you  applied  to  by  any  newspaper  reporter  for  an  inter- 
view! 
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Mr.  Wheeler.  No.  I  think  they  applied  to  my  mao  aptown,  Mr. 
DericksoD,  and  Mr.  Derickson  did  not  grant  them  an  interview.  I 
believe  he  asked  them  the  question:  ^<Why  dont  yon  go  to  Mr. 
Wheeler,  to  headqaarters,  first  f 

Senator  Davis.  Did  anybody  ever  come  to  yout 

Mr.  Wheeler.  They  came  to  me  and  I  positively  denied,  and  the 
Herald  pat  it  in  a  day  or  two  later. 

Senator  Davis.  Ton  mean  that  after  this  article  appeared  a  man  wfao 
said  he  represented  the  Herald  came  to  yon  and  yon  positively  denied 
the  tmth  of  the  statement  that  had  appeared  in  the  Herald  f 

Mr.  Wheeler.  I  did,  most  decidedly. 

Senator  Davis.  And  what  publicity  did  the  Herald  give  to  your 
denial  t 

Mr.  Wheeler.  I  don't  think  they  paid  any  attention  to  it.  My 
impression  is,  they  did  not.  After  this  my  partner  made  an  oi>en  state- 
ment that  we  never  have  directly  or  indirectly  traded  for  any  Senator 
dniing  this  or  any  other  session  of  Congress,  in  either  sngar  stock  or 
anything  else.  They  then  published  something  of  that  kind,  in  a  half 
way,  as  much  as  to  say,  they  say  so.  If  anything  further  was  published 
I  never  saw  it. 

8W0EV  BTATEMEnr  OF  HEVET  EDWASB  ROOD. 

(July  21, 1894.) 

The  Chairman.  Your  age  t 

Mr.  Rood.  Twenty-seven. 

The  Chairman.  Residence  t 

Mr.  BooD.  My  summer  residence  is  White  Stone,  Long  Island.  Hy 
office  is  the  New  York  Herald. 

The  Chairman.  Occupation  t 

Mr.  Rood.  Newspaper  man. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  the  author  of  the  article  here  in  the  Herald 
of  date  July  17 1 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  all  read  this  article,  and  yon  have  no  doubt 
refreshed  your  recollection  by  reading  it  since  it  was  published? 

Mr.  Rood.  Oh,  yes.    I  have  read  it  and  refreshed  my  recollection. 

The  Chairman.  Will  you  state  the  information  upon  which  that 
article  was  written  t 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes,  sir;  with  the  reservation  of  one  thing.  That  single 
reservation  is  as  to  one  man  to  whom  I  am  pledged,  so  far  as  his  name 
is  concerned,  not  to  reveal.  I  was  talking  with  a  gentleman  on  another 
matter  about  a  week  before  the  article  appeared,  and  he  casually  men- 
tioned that  he  had  seen  the  order  which  is  alluded  to  in  that  article. 

The  Chairman.  What  order  is  that  t 

Mr.  Rood.  An  order  fh>m  a  certain  Senator  given  to  a  broker  in 
Washington  who  was  the  correspondent  of  a  New  York  brokerage  finn^ 
ordering  that  sugar  certificates  be  purchased. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  state  the  name  of  the  Senator  f 

Mr.  Rood.  Not  at  that  time.    He  stated  it  later. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  state  the  name  of  the  brokerage  firmf 

Mr.  Rood.  No,  sir;  he  told  me  the  name  of  the  person  who  showed 
it  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  your  informant  say  that  he  had  seen  the  orderf 

Mr.  Rood.  AT\d  \\^d  liawdkd  it»  His  name  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
reveal,  and  to  produce  \\\m  Xi^te* 
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The  Ghaibman.  This  is  the  person  to  whom  you  allude  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  article:  ^^The  person  from  whom  this  statement  was 
obtained  is  a  man  of  affairs,  of  acknowledged  integrity  and  wealth!" 

Mr.  BooD.  No,  sir;  I  had  more  than  one  source  of  information.  Mr. 
Bruce  gave  me  the  name  of  the  gentleman  alluded  to  in  the  first  para- 
graph. I  went  right  to  that  gentleman.  He  told  me  that  he  would 
give  me  such  information  as  I  desired,  provided  that  I  would  pledge 
myself,  as  a  newspaper  man,  not  to  reveal  his  name  without  his  per- 
mission; that  he  might  give  me  permission  in  the  future.  Of  course  I 
made  that  pledge.  He  then  went  on  to  tell  me  that  he  had  been  talk- 
ing with  a  friend  of  his  who  suddenly  pulled  this  order  out  of  his 
pocket,  as  related  in  that  article,  and  showed  it  to  him,  relating  the 
circumstances  of  how  it  came  into  his  possession,  also  alluded  to  and 
described  in  this  article.  My  informant  then  borrowed  that  order, 
according  to  his  statement  (saying  that  he  wished  to  examine  it  at  his 
leisure),  for  four  hours,  and  sent  it  back  after  a  photograph  had  been 
made  in  the  meantime.  He  had  shown  this  paper  to  Mr.  Bruce,  who 
described  it  to  me  and  is  willing  to  come  here  and  even  draw  a  diagram 
of  it. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  he  tell  you  whose  name  was  attached  to  the 
order! 

Mr.  BooD.  My  informant  did  not.  He  told  me  in  this  way :  That  it 
was  one  of  the  four  gentlemen  mentioned  in  the  Herald  dispatch  of  the 
Friday  previous,  that  is,  a  week  ago  yesterday,  as  being  opposed  to  a 
reduction  of  the  tax  on  coal  and  iron  ores. 

The  Chaibman.  These  four  ^Senators  were  whot 

Mr.  EooD.  The  ones  mentioned  here  preferring  to  the  Herald  article), 
Camden  and  Faulkner,  of  West  Virginia,  and  Gorman  and  Gibson,  of 
Maryland. 

The  Chairman.  One  of  those  fourt 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  to  you  that  it  was  one  of  those  four? 

Mr.  EooD.  He  stated  that  definitely  and  positively.  Previously  to 
that  I  asked  him  if  it  was  Senator  Cameron,  because  I  had  heard  a 
name  very  much  like  that  in  connection  with  the  whole  business  on  the 
street.  He  said  ^^  not  Cameron,  but  a  name  which  resembles  it  very 
closely."  I  said  "  Won't  yougive  meaclue!"  He  saidhe would  give  me 
a  clue,  which  he  did.  He  also  said  he  thought  he  could  put  me  in  posses- 
sion of  the  original  document.  I  tried  my  utmost  to  get  the  photograph 
from  him  that  day,  but  he  said  he  would  much  rather  give  me  the  original 
document.  I  inquired  as  to  who  was  the  broker's  agent,  and  he  would 
not  tell  for  a  long  time.  Finally  he  said  the  agent  had  been,  until 
about  the  1st  of  May,  the  Washington  representative  of  a  New  York 
brokerage  firm  and  at  the  present  time — the  time  when  I  was  talking 
with  my  informant — be  was  not  in  their  employ,  but  was  spending  a 
great  deal  of  time  about  the  Hotel  Windsor,  in  Kew  York  City,  and 
that  his  residence  was  in  Long  Island;  that  he  was  a  short,  thick-set 
man,  about  middle  age.  Well,  the  Washington  representatives  of  the 
Herald  were  at  once  instructed  to  scour  the  city  and  find  out  what 
branch  offices  of  New  York  brokei*age  firms,  if  any,  had  closed  up 
about  that  time,  and  to  get  the  names  of  all  persons  connected  with 
those  branch  offices,  and  where  they  were  now. 

Information  came  that  the  only  firm  which  could  be  located  that 
night  was  that  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  who  had  had  a  branch  office 
here,  which  closed  up  about  that  time,  in  charge  of  Mr.  Thayer  and  Mr. 
Derickson ;  that  Mr.  Thayer  was  still  in  the  city  and  Mr.  Derick&ow  Vv^A 

36BR1 
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gone  to  Few  York.  With  that  information  I  went  immediately  to  the 
Hotel  Windsor,  in  Fifth  avenue,  and  inquired  if  there  was  a  Mr.  Der- 
ickson  there  who  had  been  a  broker  in  Washington,  and  was  immedi- 
ately ushered  into  the  branch  office  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  in  the 
hotel.  I  saw  that  Mr.  Derickson  corresponded  with  the  description, 
except  that  he  is  not  a  short  man.  I  asked  him  if  he  had  recently 
been  representing  the  house  in  Washington,  and  he  said  he  had.  I 
told  him  the  circumstances,  beginning  with  the  fact  that  I  did  not  wish 
to  try  and  trip  him  with  any  cross-questions;  that  the  Herald  did  not 
do  business  that  way;  but  I  was  instructed  to  go  and  lay  my  informa- 
tion before  him  and  ask  him  if  he  had  received  that  order,  or  had  any 
knowledge  of  it.  Mr.  Derickson  started  in  his  chair,  looked  at  me, 
and  apparently  grew  very  angry. 

He  said,  "It  is  none  of  your  business  what  I  may  have  done  in  Wash- 
ington with  regard  to  this  order  or  any  other.  That  is  my  private 
affair  entirely.  I  refuse  to  answer  any  questions  whatever  in  regard 
to  it."  I  explained  to  Mr.  Derickson  that  we  did  not  wish  to  proceed 
with  the  matter,  seeing  that  he  reused  to  deny  it,  unless  he  realized 
what  effect  it  would  have,  and  we  talked  about  a  number  of  other  mat- 
ters,  finding  that  we  had  acquaintances  in  common  in  various  parts  of 
the  countrj^,  and  I  alluded  to  the  broker's  order  two  or  three  times, 
because  my  instructions  were  to  use  the  utmost  care  in  regard  to  this 
broker.  But  Mr.  Derickson,  in  the  end,  revised  to  give  me  any  infor- 
mation as  to  affiming  or  denying  it,  and  then  I  started  out  to  find  some 
of  the  firm  of  Wheeler  &  Co.,  and  was  told  that  they  were  out  of  the 
city  and  did  not  stay  in  the  city  during  the  hot  weather,  and  that  their 
office  had  been  closed.  Thereupon  I  wrote  that  article.  I  rewrote  it 
almost  entirely  twice,  because  of  its  importance.  I  merely  explain 
this,  gentlemen,  to  show  that  it  was  done  with  great  care.  "And  that 
third  copy  wa«  the  one  that  was  printed. 

Before  that  article  came  out  I  had  seen  my  informant  at  least  six 
times  and  he  had  reiterated  many  things,  almost  everything,  that  I 
published.  The  last  time  I  saw  him  was  a  week  ago  to-day,  when  I 
went  to  his  office,  spent  considerable  time  there,  and  accompanied  him 
part  way  on  a  journey  he  was  about  to  make  out  of  the  ©rty.  He  then 
told  me  that  while  he  had  had  that  photographic  cepy  and  knew  where 
the  original  order  was  at  that  time,  yet  he  had  decided  that  he  would 
not  have  it  printed  in  the  Herald,  as  he  had  intended  all  along,  becanse 
it  was  then  just  being  sent  to  a  member  of  the  conference  committee  to 
be  used  as  a  coercive  measure  to  bring  another  Senator  around  to  a 
reduction  in  the  schedule  of  an  article  in  which  he  had  some  interest 

The  Chairman.  In  which  your  informant  had  some  interest! 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  say  in  what  way  that  photograph  was  to 
bring  the  Senator  around — how  it  was  to  accomplish  itt 

Mr.  Rood.  He  did  not  use  the  words  "coercive  measure."  He  said, 
illustrating  this  way  with  his  hands  [indicating],  "When  that  is  shown 
the  Senator,  he  may  vote  for  a  reduction  in  the  schedule." 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  schedule  was  that,  do  you  recollect! 

Mr.  Rood.  He  would  not  mention.  He  was  a  very  shrewd  and  keen 
man. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  not  the  sugar  schedule! 

Mr.  Rood.  He  did  not  mention.  Of  course,  I  am  only  testifying  to 
what  I  know  as  facts. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  infer  that  it  was  some  other  schedule! 

Mr.  Rood.  I  inferred  it  was,  because  I  had  known  that  this  gentle- 
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roan  was  exceedingly  anxioas — ^he  had  talkedtomeabontit — about  the 
tariff  on  lead,  pig  lead,  and  white  lead  rates^  and  I  had  been  informed 
by  a  person  other  than  himself  (and  believed  at  that  time)  that  he  had 
lost  a  great  deal  of  money  some  years  ago,  estimated  at  about  $200,000, 
through  the  agency  of  a  person  who  is  very  intimately  connected  with 
what  is  commonly  known  as  the  white  lead  trust,  and  had  been  tryiug 
ever  since  to  have  an  opportunity  to  get  back  at  this  person. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  this  person  of  whom  you  speak  any  connec- 
tion of  Senator  Camden! 

Mr.  Rood.  I  want  to  just  say  here  that  the  gentleman  who  is  sup- 
posed to  have  injured  my  iuformant  in  business  was  not  mentioned  by 
my  informant.  I  had  heard  on  the  street,  as  I  described  previously 
regarding  this  matter,  and  it  is  mere  hearsay,  that  this  person  who  is 
alleged  to  have  injured  my  informant  is  President  Thompson — W.  P. 
Thompson ;  but  you  will  understand  that  is  mere  hearsay  on  the  street* 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Thompson  was  a  brother- 
in-law  of  Mr.  Camden  t 

Mr.  Rood.  Mr.  Thompson  told  me  so. 

The  Chairman.  Now  proceed  with  your  statement. 

Mr.  Rood.  The  article  was  published  and  the  day  it  was  published  T 
started  on  a  search  for  another  gentleman  who  used  to  be  a  broker's 
agent  in  Washington.  Mr.  Derickson  having  said  that  he  would  say 
nothing  whatever  in  regard  to  denying  it,  on  the  same  day,  the  17th  of 
July,  I  made  it  my  business  to  see  the  office  of  Wheeler  &  Co.  There 
I  learned  that  both  members  of  the  firm  had  left,  and  their  chief  clerk 
gave  me  the  information  which  I  published  the  next  morning. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  the  denial  published  in  the  Herald  of 
July  18 1 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes,  sir;  the  statement  which  I  obtained  from  a  gentle- 
man in  their  office  who,  I  was  told,  was  their  chief  clerk.  Here  is  the 
denial  printed  the  next  morning  in  the  Herald  [reading] : 

I  waa  told  in  the  office  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  &.  Co.,  No.  66,  Broadway,  yesterday,  that 
they  knew  nothing  ahont  anv  sugar-trnst  certificates  said  to  have  been  sold  to  a 
Senator  who  had  since  denied  that  he  purchased  them. 

On  that  same  day,  July  18, 1  received  a  letter  from  W.  B.  Wheeler 
&  Co.,  by  messenger,  asking  that  we  publish  a  statement  which  we  did 
publish  verbatim,  in  quotation  marks,  in  the  Herald  of  July  19. 

The  Ghaibman.  Ton  state  here  directly  after  that  denial  of  Wheeler 
&Go.: 

It  has  since  been  learned  that  the  Wa8hin<^n  branch  of  another  New  York  broker- 
age firm  quietly  closed  its  doors  about  the  time  the  sugar  scandals  were  made  public. 

What  firm  was  thatf 

Mr.  BooD.  That  is  the  next  step  in  my  story,  sir.  That  same  even- 
ing I  learned  from  Washington  that  if  Wheeler  &  Co.  did  not  execute 
that  order  for  certificaties  of  the  sugar  trust,  the  order  might  have 
been  placed  through  the  branch  house  of  Seymour,  Young  &;  Co.,  of 
New  York,  whose  branch  ofQce  was  situated  in  the  Kormandie  at 
Washington;  that  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  S.  G.  Battershaw,  or 
Battershall,  represented  that  firm  here  at  the  time  and  was  then  in 
New  York.  Now,  that  brought  to  my  mind  an  incident  I  had  entirely 
overlooked,  which  had  occurred  during  my  interview  with  Mr.  Derick- 
son in  the  Hotel  Windsor.  When  I  was  talking  with  Mr.  Derickson, 
and  he  declined  to  give  me  any  statement,  he  turned  around  to  a  gen- 
tleman in  the  inner  office,  who,  in  a  general  way,  tallied  with  the 
description  furnished  by  my  informant  of  the  broker  who  had  thi&o^^^^ 
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for  sagar  certificates,  and  Mr.  Derickson  said,  after  asking  my  name, 
^Let  me  introduce  you  to  Mr.  Batt^ersliaw,  who  just  came  £rom  Wash- 
ington about  a  month  or  six  weeks  ago;"  and  then  he  added,  ^^  Mr.  Ba^ 
tershaw  knows  a  great  deal  more  about  Washington  evento  in  which 
you  are  interested  than  anyone  else  that  I  know  of." 

I  thought  that  Mr.  Derickson  just  said  that  in  an  offhand  way  and 
attached  no  significance  whatever  to  it,  and,  after  talking  for  a  few 
moments  with  Mr.  Battershaw,  I  walked  out.  When  Wheeler  &  Co. 
made  their  absolute  denial,  which  was  accepted,  of  course,  knowing  the 
standing  of  the  firm,  I  immediately  started  on  a  hunt  for  this  man  Bat- 
tershaw, because  another  source  of  information  had  confirmed  the  first 
one  from  Washington  that  he  was  the  i)erRon  who,  i>erhaps,  had 
received  the  order.  Mr.  Derickson  said  that  Mr.  Battershaw  had  not 
been  in  his  ofiice  for  several  days — since  the  day  I  was  there — that  he 
had  expected  to  come  in  the  next  morning,  which  would  be  the  morn- 
ing after  the  first  article  was  published  in  the  Herald,  but  that  he  had 
not  been  there.  I  learned  later  that  Mr.  Battershaw's  family  lived  at 
Sea  Cliff,  Long  Island,  and  I  took  a  train  at  5  in  the  morning,  Thursday, 
in  order  to  make  sure  that  I  would  catch  Mr.  Battershaw  before  he  weut 
to  New  York  or  went  anywhere. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  last  Thursday  f 

Mr.  Rood.  That  was  day  before  yesterday.  From  that  time  until  I 
started  for  Washington  last  night  I  was — Slacking  four  hours'  slee}H- 
constantly  on  the  search  for  Mr.  Battershaw.  He  was  not  at  Sea  Cliff. 
I  saw  his  father,  who  told  me  that  he  thought  he  had  gone  across  the 
sound  to  the  New  York  side  somewhere. 

Among  other  assistants  I  pressed  into  service  a  gentleman  who  had 
been  writing  some  society  news  from  that  region  of  the  country.  I  said 
I  wanted  to  find  Mr.  Samuel  Battershaw  and  ^'  you  must  go  out  aod 
help  me  to-night  right  off.''  He  said,  "  I  believe  we  have  got  the  mau 
right  here  for  you."  He  turned  over  his  notes  and  found  that  Mr. 
Battershaw  and  family  were  guests  of  a  hotel  in  Larchmont  from 
which  he  had  just  come  on  his  rounds  as  a  summer  resort  correspond 
ent.  Thereupon  we  jumped  out  to  Larchmont  on  the  first  train  aud 
went  directly  to  this  hotel,  the  Belvidere,  and  were  told  there  that 
Mr.  Battershaw  had  been  on  the  piazza  about  fifteen  minutes  before 
we  arrived,  walking  around,  and  had  just  gone  to  the  Larchmont  Clnb. 
We  hired  carriages  and  from  that  time  all  night  searched  for  that  man 
everywhere,  even  making  a  tour  of  the  tenders  of  yachts  in  the  har- 
bor.   His  wife  also  we  could  not  find. 

I  stayed  there  all  night  waiting  for  him  to  come  home.  The  next 
morning  I  hurriedly  ate  breakfast  and  sat  down  to  camp  out  for  him. 
His  wife  was  there  and  the  hotel  clerk  tried  to  put  me  off  the  track.  I 
told  him  that  itwas  an  important  matter  and  I  must  find  Mr.  Battershaw 
or  Mrs.  Battershaw  at  once.  I  found  a  gentleman  in  the  hotel  who  bad 
known  me  some  time  before  as  a  newspaper  man,  and  he  gave  me  what 
assistance  he  could,  and  I  finally  succeeded  in  getting  a  note  throagb 
to  Mrs.  Battershaw.  I  wrote  this  note  in  order  not  to  make  her  suspi- 
cious that  anything  was  going  wrong  with  her  husband,  and  I  did  not 
think,  and  I  do  not  think  now,  there  was  anything  wrong  whatever.  I 
told  her  that  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  see  Mr.  Battershaw  in  a  matter 
regarding  stocks  in  which  he  had  an  interest  and  I  had  an  interest,  aud 
which  I  thought  might  affect,  in  some  way,  Wheeler  &  Co.,  because,  it 
I  could  find  Mr.  Battershaw  and  he  would  tell  me  he  had  that  order, 
it  would  relieve  Mr.  Wheeler  entirely,  and  in  that  way  it  affected  liiw- 

Mrs.  Battershaw  a^nX*  ^ox^  feoxsoL  Uv<i  dining  room,  dedining  to  flee 
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me,  sapng  that  her  hasband  had  gone  off  on  a  yacht,  and  she  believed 
he  was  probably  becalmed  somewhere  and  was  expected  in  the  office  of 
Wheeler  &  Co.  that  day.  I  had  meanwhile  dismissed  the  assistant 
whom  I  had  with  me,  so  that  he  conld  get  H  little  sleep,  and  I  made 
arrangements  to  charter  a  launch,  if  necessary,  to  speak  every  craft  in 
Long  Island  Bound.  Expecting  to  hear  from  this  committee,  I  jumped 
into  New  York  on  the  first  train  and,  finding  nothing  there,  I  went  to 
Wheeler  &  Co.'s  uptown  office — that  was  yesterday — and  was  told  that 
Mr.  Battershaw  had  not  been  seen  in  the  city  since  July  17,  the  day 
upon  which  the  Herald  published  this  first  article.  I  learned  from  a 
gentleman  who  was  then  taking  Mr.  Derickson's  place  in  the  uptown 
office  of  Wheeler  &  Co.  that  they  had  received  a  message  from  Mr. 
Battershaw,  sajring  that  he  was  going  to  Saratoga.  I  thought  that 
was  strange,  because  his  wife  had  assured  me  that  he  was  on  a  yacht 
becalmed  in  Long  Island  Sound,  and  within  five  minutes  a  message 
was  going  to  Saratoga  with  instructions  to  a  gentlemau  there  to  scour 
the  city  for  Battershaw. 

And  as  soon  as  that  had  been  sent  I  hurried  back  to  Larchmont, 
because  I  knew  that  a  breeze  had  come  up  in  the  meantime  and,  if 
Mrs.  Battershaw  was  correct  in  her  statement  that  her  husband  had 
been  becalmed,  he  would  be  down  pretty  soon.  It  was  a  spanking 
little  breeze.  I  went  all  over  that  town  and  finally  got  the  clerk  in 
the  hotel  to  realize  the  importance  of  my  call  upon  Mr.  Battershaw.  I 
went  to  the  club  of  which  he  was  a  member  and  to  the  one  where  he 
had  been  introduced,  and  paid  persons  connected  with  one  of  them  to 
let  me  know  instantly  by  telephone,  or  wire,  in  case  Mr.  Battershaw 
came  in.  I  then  went  around  to  the  launch  to  start  out  on  it  if 
necessary.  I  stayed  there  until  5  o'clock,  when  I  wired  another  man 
to  come  and  relieve  me,  and  came  in  to  the  city  and  got  your  message. 

The  Chairman.  What  day  was  that! 

Mr.  Rood.  That  was  last  evening. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  when  the  first  message  came  to  the 
Herald  from  this  committee  f 

Mr.  BOOD.  !No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  that  the  telegram  was  sent  on  the  day 
the  article  appeared  in  the  Herald. 

Mr.  Rood.  I  think  it  was  received  that  day,  and  if  there  was  any 
delay  in  replying  it  was  merely  a  matter  of  conference,  1  am  sure. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  found  Battershaw! 

Mr.  Rood.  I  had  a  man  watch  Battershaw's  residence  all  night. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  not  found  Battershaw! 

Mr.  Rood.  We  have  not  found  Battershaw. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  Battershaw's  residence  in  the  directory! 

Mr.  Rood.  There  is  none.  I  was  told  by  a  Herald  man,  who  lived 
next  door  to  him  for  fifteen  years,  that  his  name  is  Samuel  G. 
Battershall. 

The  Chairman.  Does  either  Mr.  Wheeler  or  Mr.  Derickson  know 
anything  about  his  whereabouts! 

Mr.  Rood.  He  is  employed  by  Wheeler  &  Co.  at  the  present  time,  I 
am  told. 

The  Chairman.  Do  they  know  anything  of  his  whereabouts! 

Mr.  Rood.  I  do  not  know.  Mr.  Derickson  tells  me  he  knows  noth- 
ing about  his  whereabouts.  Mr.  Bruce's  wife  has  been  very  seriously 
ill  and  is  in  such  a  critical  condition  that  he  can  not  appear  before  this 
committee  previous  to  Tuesr  n-.  For  two  days  Mr.  Bruce  has  been 
after  that  photograph  for  me. 
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The  Chairman.  That  photograph  was  in  the  possession  A^f  your 
informant — the  person  you  speak  of  in  the  article  of  the  17th  as  yoar 
informant — was  itt 

Mr.  BooD.  That  photograph  was  taken  under  his  instructions,  and 
was  in  his  possession.  He  told  me  it  was  to  be  sent,  a  week  ago 
to-day,  to  the  conference  committee,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  he  has  the  negative  or  a  copy  of  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  tell  you  which  member  of  the  conference 
committee  he  was  goiug  to  send  it  tot 

Mr.  ItooD.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  he  say  whether  it  was  a  Democratic  or  a  Bepab- 
lican  member! 

Mr.  BooD.  He  did  not  state. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  state  whether  it  was  a  Senate  or  a  House 
member! 

Mr.  BooD.  He  did  not,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  After  reading  your  article  in  regard  to  the  sending 
of  that  photograph  to  a  member  of  the  conference  committee,  I  thought 
it  my  duty  to  institute  an  inquiry  among  the  members  of  that  committee 
and  did  so,  and  every  member  of  that  conference  committee,  both 
House  and  Senate,  has  said  that  no  such  photograph  has  been  received 
by  him — ^I  should  say  with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Wilson,  of  West  Vir- 
ginia, whom  I  was  not  able  to  see  and  who  has  now  left  town.  I  was 
told  by  a  member  of  the  conference  committee  that  he  was  very  sare 
Mr.  Wilson  had  not  such  photograph.  Every  other  member  has  denied 
categorically  that  he  had  ever  received  the  photograph. 

Mr.  BooD.  It  is  possible  that  after  Saturday  morning,  a  week  ago 
to-day,  when  he  said  that  it  was  on  the  way  to  a  member  of  the  confer- 
ence committee,  he  reflected  that  it  might  get  out.  It  is  barely  possible 
that  what  he  meant  by  being  on  the  way  was  that  he  was  having  it 
packed  or  prepared.  I  interpreted  it  that  it  was  on  the  way  by  mail  or 
express,  and  so  stated  in  the  introductory  paragraph. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  is  also  possible  that  he  was  not  telling  you  the 
tinth. 

Senator  Davis.  That  is  a  possibility. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  are  liable  to  be  imposed  on  by  informants,  of 
course. 

Mr.  BooD.  But  this  gentleman  is  a  man  of  reputed  integrity;  that  is 
to  say,  he  is  a  man  of  very  large  means  and 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  regard  his  avowed  purpose  of  using  that 
order  to  compel  a  member  of  Congress  to  change  his  course,  in  a  mat- 
ter in  which  the  public  are  interested  as  consistent  with  integrity f 

Mr.  BooD.  I  have  no  opinion  on  that. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  do  not  choose  to  form  an  opinion  about  it! 

Mr.  BooD.  I  do  not  wish  to  express  an  opinion  about  it;  I  do  not 
think  I  have  any  on  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  have  expressed  the  opinion  that  he  is  a  maa 
of  integrity! 

Mr.  BooD.  Yes,  sir;  I  told  him  a  number  of  times  that,  as  a  good 
citizen  and  a  man  of  patriotism,  he  ought  to  give  that  to  me.  He  said 
he  thought  he  would;  he  had  no  objection  to  it;  that  that  was  why  he 
had  the  photograph  taken  in  the  first  place. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  that  at  first  or  afterwards! 

Mr.  BooD.  In  the  beginning. 

Senator  Davis.  And  afterwards  he  gave  what  you  have  just  detailed 
as  the  reason  v?hy  Yl^  ^oxjIA.  wot  ^\v^  vt  to  you  then. 
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Mr.  BooD.  Yes,  sir.  What  I  know  about  Bmce's  personality  is 
simply  this:  We  learned  that  he  had  a  charge  of  fraud  against  the 
Government,  which  he  had  filed  with  a  concern  in  New  York ;  and  I 
came  into  connection  with  Bruce  merely  in  getting  up  a  series  of  articles 
upon  the  subject  of  the  alleged  frauds  he  charged.  Of  the  figures  he 
gave  me  and  the  statements  he  made  those  which  I  have  been  able  to 
verify  from  the  offices  of  the  concern  have  been  true.  That  far  Bruce 
has  not  imposed  upon  me  in  any  way  in  regard  to  that  series  of  articles. 
Therefore  I  think,  so  far  as  I  know,  he  is  a  man  who  tells  the  truth. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  was  speaking  to  you  not  about  Mr.  Bruce,but  about 
the  gentleman  whose  name  Mr.  Bruce  gave  you,  whom  you  allude  to 
in  your  article  as  your  informant,  and  whose  name  has  been  suppressed. 
I  asked  you  the  question  sometime  since  as  to  whether  you  regarded 
the  avowed  intention  of  your  informant  to  use  this  photograph  so  as  to 
compel  a  Senator  to  change  his  course  as  a  member  of  the  conference 
committee  upon  a  public  question,  as  consistent  with  integrity,  you 
having  said  that  you  regarded  your  informant  as  a  man  of  integrity. 

Mr.  Booi>.  I  would  not  do  that  myself. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Can  you  distinguish  between  that  and  a  term 
which  is  frequently  used,  "  blackmail " — holding  a  paper  in  terrormn 
over  a  public  man  to  compel  him  to  change  his  course  in  discharging 
his  public  duty! 

Mr.  BooD.  JN'o,  sir;  I  can  not.  Bruce  tells  me  that  he  has  seen  that 
original  order.  He  drew  a  diagram  of  it  for  me.  He  said  that  the 
original  order  was  handed  to  him ;  he  saw  that  it  was  on  roughened 
paper,  but  he  did  not  realize  its  importance  and  so  he  did  not  examine 
it  closely.  He  saw  writing  upon  it,  and  so  on.  Hesaid,  however,  that 
he  could  positively  identify  that  paper. 

Senator  Linldsay.  Did  he  see  the  signature  to  itt 

Mr.  BooD.  Not  at  that  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Let  me  ask,  Mr.  Bood,  did  you  gather  from  conver- 
sations with  Bruce  that  this  was  a  telegraphic  order,  or  the  original 
autograph  order  f 

Mr.  Bood.  It  was  the  original  autograph  order,  as  I  gathered  it 
from  Mr.  Bruce,  written  on  a  square  piece  of  paper. 

Senator  Davis.  Dated  where,  did  you  infer? 

Mr.  Bood.  Of  course  I  inferred  that  it  was  Washington,  but  do  not 
want  to  testify  to  any  inference.  Bruce  said  yesterday  that  since  then 
he  had  seen  an  etching  and  also  a  photograph  of  it,  which  he  can 
describe  accurately,  including  the  alleged  signature  of  the  Senator. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  ever  state  whose  signature  it  purports  to  bet 

Mr.  Bood.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  Whose! 

Mr.  Bood.  Mr.  Bruce  told  me  that,  upon  the  etching  and  also  upon 
the  photograph,  the  signature  was  alleged  to  be  that  of  Senator  Cam- 
den. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  tell  you  in  whose  hands  that  photograph  or 
the  original  is? 

Mr.  Bood.  He  told  me,  in  the  first  place,  in  whose  hands  the  photo- 
graph was  and  who  showed  it  to  him.    That  person  is  my  informant. 

Senator  Davis.  If  Bruce  told  you,  what  did  he  say  ? 

Mr.  Bood.  In  the  hands  of  my  informant. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  name  the  informant? 

Mr.  Bood.  Yes,  sir.  He  was  the  person  who  told  me  of  the  story  in 
the  first  place. 
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The  Chairman.  Which  caused  you  to  go  to  the  man  yon  call  year 
informant  f 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Datis.  Are  you  under  any  obligations  of  secrecy  to  Brooef 

Mr.  Rood.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  tell  in  whose  hands  he  said  this  photograph 
wasf 

Mr.  Rood.  That  would  be  breaking  faith  with  my  informant. 

Senator  Davis.  You  decline  to  state  itt 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Mr.  Bruce  state  what  was  the  date  of  this  order  f 

Mr.  Rood.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  say  this  conversation  with  Bruce  wasf 

Mr.  Rood.  Almost  every  day  since  certainly  a  week  previous  to  the 
publication  of  that  article.    I  think  it  was  July  11 ;  as  far  back  as  that 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Bruce  state,  or  did  you  infer  fix)m  any  of  his 
statements,  whether  it  was  a  recent  order  or  one  given  some  time  back! 

Mr.  Rood.  Bruce  stated  to  me,  and  my  informant  corroborated  him 
fully  in  that  statement,  that  the  order  was  given  shortly  before  the 
phenomenal  rise  in  sugar  certificates. 

Senator  Davis.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Rood.  I  think  it  was  in  the  latter  part  of  April ;  I  am  not  certain 
about  that.  I  was  not  interested  in  sugar  news  to  any  extent  at  that 
time.  I  can  not  tell  j  it  was  previous  to  the  investigation  by  the  Sena- 
tors. 

I  have  seen  Bruce  almost  every  day  since  then,  and  he  was  told  to 
do  anything  he  could  to  procure  the  original,  or  to  procure  the  photo- 
graph or  the  etching  any  way.  I  saw  him  at  12  o'clock  noon  yestenlay, 
and  he  reported  that  he  had  seen  my  informant  and  that  the  latter 
refused  absolutely  to  do  anything  further  with  it.  I  have  sent  him 
back  and  told  him  to  use  every  endeavor  to  get  hold  of  the  photograph 
and  to  tell  the  ^informant  that  it  was  a  matter  of  citizenship,  that  he 
ought  to  do  it,  and  that  he  must  do  it,  because,  if  this  thing  were  true, 
as  he  alleged,  it  must  be  known  sooner  or  later,  and  it  would  beyeiy 
much  more  to  his  personal  interest,  if  he  cared  nothing  for  patriotic 
feeling,  to  let  it  come  out  voluntarily.  I  found,  when  I  got  in  from 
Larchmont  last  night  to  receive  your  telegram,  a  note  written  by  Bruce, 
in  which  he  said  that  my  informant  had  absolutely  refused  to  do  any- 
thing whatever  further  in  regard  to  producing  the  photograph. 

The  Chaibman.  Let  me  ask  you  right  there.  Did  you  state  what 
Mr.  Bruce's  business  was  and  who  he  was! 

Mr.  Rood.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  his  business! 

Mr.  Rood.  The  last  business  he  was  in,  to  my  knowledge,  was  as 
statistical  clerk  for  the  National  Lead  Company.  I  am  not  a  personal 
friend  of  Mr.  Bruce  at  all,  merely  a  passing  a(*.quaintance. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  Mr.  Bruce  state  the  name  of  the  gentleman 
you  call  your  informant,  if  he  come  before  the  committee! 

Mr.  Rood.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  his  full  name! 

Mr.  Rood.  George  Bruce. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  his  address! 

Mr.  Rood.  George  Bruce,  No.  68  Bast  One  hundred  and  tenth  street, 
Now  York  City. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  there  anything  else  you  wish  to  say  in  general 
statement  before  we  pioce^dto  ^%feL  c^vj^estions! 
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Mr.  BooD.  No,  sir:  I  do  not  think  of  anything  else. 

The  Ghaibman.  It  I  have  not  already  asked  yon,  I  wish  to  ask  yon 
now,  and  if  I  have  already  asked  you,  I  wish  to  ask  yon  again,  can  you 
give  us,  or  will  you  give  us,  the  name  of  your  iuformantt 

Mr.  BooD.  I  can  not,  sir,  without  breaking  faith,  and  that  I  must 
decline,  respectfully,  to  do. 

Senator  Davis.  That  is  the  only  ground  for  your  refusal! 

Mr.  Rood.  Yes;  that  is  the  only  ground,  of  course,  because  if  it  were 
a  matter  of  personal  aggrandizement  I  should  never  have  brought  this 
to  the  Herald  or  to  the  notice  of  this  committee.  I  would  like  to  make 
one  more  statement.  It  is  this,  regarding  Mr.  Battershaw:  I  know 
nothing  absolutely  regarding  his  possession  of  that  original  order. 
The  only  things  upon  which  I  worked  were  the  many  circumstances 
leading  me  to  suppose,  from  his  description  and  other  information  given 
me  by  my  informant,  that  he  might  be  the  person. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  Mr.  Thayer t 

Mr.  BooD.  No,  sir. 

The  Ohaibhan.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  be  has  any  informa- 
tion? 

Mr.  BooD.  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  he  has. 

8W0BH  TESTIMOHT  OF  ALBERT  M.  SEIP. 

(July  21,  1894.) 

The  Chaieman.  Your  fall  name,  Mr.  Seipt 

Mr.  Seip.  Albert  M.  Seip. 

The  Chairman.  Your  a  get 

Mr.  Seip.  I  am  54  years  old. 

The  Chaieman.  Besidencet 

Mr.  Seip.  Washington. 

The  Chaieman.  Occupation  t 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have  retired  from  business. 

The  Chaieman.  Mr.  Seip,  have  you  any  personal  knowledge  as  to 
the  transactions  of  any  Senators  of  the  United  States  in  so-called  sugar 
stock  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  desire  to  be  perfectly  frank  in  this  matter  and  I  have  a 
doubt  as  to  the  full  purport  of  the  question.  I  have  certain  knowl- 
edge, but 

The  Chaieman.  What  is  that  knowledge  t 

Mr.  Seip.  The  knowledge  that  I  have  ofcertain  transactions  in  sugar 
is  contained  in  certain  private  and  confidential  letters  which  I  have 
in  my  possession. 

The  Chaieman.  Were  they  written  by  Senators! 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir;  they  were  not. 

The  Chaieman.  Will  you  state  by  whom  they  were  written  t 

Mr.  Seip.  Yes;  I  will  state  by  whom  they  were  written;  they  were 
>vritten  by  Emile  Guillaudeu. 

The  Chaieman.  Who  is  het 

Mr.  Seip.  The  junior  partner  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  brokers  m 
3^ew  York. 

The  Chaieman.  Have  you  his  letters! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have  such  letters. 

The  Chaieman.  Will  you  give  them  to  the  committee  t 

Mr.  Seip.  I  desire  here  to  claim,  as  I  am  advised,  the  privilege  that 
exists  in  such  matters.    These  letters  contain  ba^ii\e%%  m^a^Wi^^^  ^xA 
private  business  matters. 
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The  Ohaibman.  Can  yoa  give  so  much  of  them  as  does  not  relate 
to  your  private  basiuess  matters  but  doe8  relate,  if  it  relates  at  all,  to 
the  matter  that  we  are  inquiring  about! 

Mr.  Skip.  I  have  been  served  with  no  subpcena  that  requires  me  to 
produce  these  letters.    Does  the  committee  insist  that  it  has  that 

The  Chairman.  It  does  not  require  a  subpoena  to  require  yoa  to 
produce  letters  which  you  have  with  you,  A  subpoena  duces  tecum  is 
only  to  inform  you  in  order  that  you  may  have  the  letter  present  before 
the  enjoining  authorities.    Ton  say  you  have  the  letters  heret 

Mr.  Seip.  fes,  sir;  that  is  the  truth.  Does  the  committee  insist  on 
the  production  of  the  letters  Y    I  have  taken  legal  advice  in  this  matter. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  that  advice! 

Mr.  Seip.  That  advice  would  be  protected,  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir.  You  are  at  liberty  to  do  as  yon  please. 
Acting  upon  that  advice,  what  is  your  answer  to  the  committee's  ques- 
tion that  you  will  give  them  the  inibrmation  that  you  have  in  these 
letters  of  which  you  speak  t 

Mr.  Seip.  Of  course,  if  I  follow  the  advice  and  the  committee  insist 
upon  the  production  of  the  letters,  I  will  produce  them. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  do  insist. 

Mr.  Seip.  I  would  like  to  make  here  an  explanation  of  my  position 
in  the  matter. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  at  liberty  to  make  any  explanation  yoa 
please. 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have  had  these  letters  in  my  possession  since  the  20th 
and  21st  of  June  last,  and  as  they  were  confidential  letters  they  were 
shown  to  no  person  except  Governor  William  Pitt  Kellogg,  by  authority 
of  the  writer.  I  have  kept  the  matter  confidential  and  now  am  not 
desirous  of  producing  the  letters  if  their  production  could  be  avoided. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Now,  Mr.  Seip,  you  have  taken  counsel  as  to  what 
your  rights  are  in  the  matter.  It  is  not  part  of  the  duty  of  this  com- 
mittee to  advise  you  what  you  should  or  should  not  do,  and  the  com- 
mittee does  not  propose  to  take  the  responsibility.  Xow,  you  have 
that  legal  advice  and,  being  asked  whether  or  not  you  are  wiUiug  to 
produce  the  letters,  we  are  entitled  to  an  answer,  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have  such  legal  advice,  and  took  all  afternoon  yesterday 
to  get  such  legal  advice.  I  consulted  two  attorneys  about  it  and  their 
ad^rice,  as  a  matter  of  course,  I  say  to  the  committee,  I  am  wiUiogto 
follow  if  the  committee  insists  upon  the  production  of  the  letters. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  insists  upon  the  production  of  those 
letters. 

Mr.  Seip.  I  would  like  to  demand,  for  my  own  protection,  the  sub- 
poBna  that  I  spoke  of. 

The  Chairman.  What  subpoena?  Was  a  subpoena  served  upon  yoa 
yesterday! 

Mr.  Seip.  Yes,  sir;  but  I  have  no  subpoena  that  requires  me  to 
produce  such  letters. 

(The  clerk  was  directed  to  prepare  the  necessary  subpoena.) 

Senator  Lindsay.  While  the  subpoena  is  being  prepared,  I  will  ask 
you  if  you  have  any  other  information  or  knowledge  connecting  United 
States  Senators  with  transactions  in  sugar  stock,  and,  if  so,  what 
knowledge  you  haveT 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have  certain  knowledge  upon  which  I  acted  in  huyiflg 
and  selling  sugar  stock.    The  information  that  I  speak  of 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  should  not  have  asked  you  for  information,  but 
only  for  knowledge.    W\\at  was  the  knowledge  you  acted  upon! 

Mr.  SiiiP.  ^\\iv\t  1  evAWv^vxx^'M  >^^Qi^\^^^^* 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Leaving  out  hearsay  evidence,  what  ocular  knowl- 
edge!   What  was  the  knowledge  you  say  you  acted  upon? 

Mr.  Seip.  The  information  upon  which  I  acted  was  given  to  me  by 
WiUiam  Pitt  Kellogg. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  am  not  asking  you  for  information.  Have  you 
any  knowledge  in  addition  to  that  information!  We  will  examine  Mr. 
Kellogg  about  the  information.  If  you  had  any  other  knowledge  in 
addition  to  the  information  from  Kellogg,  what  was  that  knowledge! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  haven't  any  that  I  now  can  recollect,  except  you  refer  to 
my  having  seen  certain  Senators  in  the  office  of  Corson  &  Macartney, 
and  having  seen  a  certain  Senator,  as  I  supposed  he  was,  having  in 
his  hand  an  account  such  as  I  am  accustomed  to  receive  from  Uiat 
office — a  monthly  statement. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  did  you  see  these  Senators! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  saw  one  in  Corson  &  Macartney's  office,  brokers,  of  this 
city,  the  last  day  of  the  last  session. 

Senator  Davis.  Of  the  extra  session! 

Mr.  Seip.  Of  the  extra  session.  A  gentleman,  who  I  understood  to 
be  and  recognized  as  Senator  Anthony  Higgins,  having  in  his  hand 
what  I  supposed  to  be  a  monthly  statement,  such  as  Corson  &  Macart- 
ney are  accustomed  to  give  their  customers. 

The  Chairman.  What  other  Senators  did  you  see  there! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have  seen  this  spring  very  frequently  in  Corson  & 
Macartney's  office  Senators  Brice,  Quay,  and  Smith. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Where  is  that  office! 

Mr.  Seip.  It  is  on  F  street,  between  Fourteenth  and  Fifteenth  streets. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  ever  seen  Mr.  Higgins  in  that  office  during 
the  present  session! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have  not.  I  never  saw  this  gentleman  whom  I  took  to 
be  Mr.  Higgins  present  but  on  that  one  occasion. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  thing  you  supposed  to  be  an  account  open 
so  that  you  could  see  what  it  was!    Did  he  have  it  in  his  hand! 

Mr.  Seip.  It  was  folded  up,  with  writing  on  the  back.  I  could  not 
see  it  as  I  passed  through  the  room. 

Senator  Davis.  Operations  in  sugar  were  not  then  engaging  public 
attention! 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  assert  that  this  was  an  account,  but 
merely  an  inference  of  mine  from  the  fact  that  I  had  similar  papers^ 

Senator  Davis.  How  did  you  identify  it — ^by  shape,  color,  or  what! 

Mr.  Seip.  Shape,  color,  and  handwriting.  I  could  not  see  the  hand- 
writing upon  the  paper  distinctly.  I  had  been  receiving  statements 
from  iheni  for  the  past  year.  The  top  of  them  is  in  print  and  the  rest 
in  handwriting. 

Senator  Davis.  I  want  to  know  if  this  account  was  open  or  folded 
up  in  his  hand! 

Mr.  Seip.  Folded  up.  I  will  not  be  certain  about  it.  I  think  he 
was  looking  at  it. 

Senator  Davis.  How  far  were  you  from  it! 

Mr.  Seip.  As  near  as  to  you. 

Senator  Davis.  Were  you  passing  through  the  room! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  passed  right  by  it. 

The  Chaibman.  When  did  you  see  Senators  Brice,  Smith,  and  Quay 
there! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  saw  them  frequently  this  spring. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  yon  know  anything  as  to  what  their  businesa 
was  there! 


672  INVESTIGATION  OF  ATTEMPTS   AT  BRIBERY,  ETC. 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir;  not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  any  accounts  of  porehaseB  or  sales  bj 
themf 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  yon  hear  any  member  of  the  firm  say  they  had 
bonght  or  sold  sugar  stocks  f 

Mr.  Seip.  Never. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  yon  ever  on  any  occasion  hear  a  conversation 
between  Senators  and  members  of  that  firmf 

Mr.  Seip.  I  took  particular  pains  not  to  hear.  The  rooms  are  com- 
municating.   One  could  hear  if  he  so  chose.    I  chose  not  to  hear. 

The  Chairman.  There  was  nothing  apparently  concealed  or  surrep- 
titious about  the  talk  or  presence  of  any  of  those  Senators  theref 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  How  many  times  did  you  see  those  Senators  theret 

Mr.  Seip.  I  will  make  a  moderate  estimate.  I  have  seen  each  of  the 
Senators,  with  the  exception  of  Senator  Higgins — if  it  be  Senator 
Higgins,  for  I  am  not  certain  that  it  is  Senator  Higgins — at  least  half 
a  dozen  times. 

Senator  Davis.  Together  or  separated 

Mr.  Seip.  Separate,  and  coming  in  upon  different  times. 

The  Chairman.  Did  the  presence  of  those  Senators  there  in  the 
office  of  Corson  &  Macartney  influence  you  in  your  transactions  in 
regard  to  sugar t 

Mr.  Seip.  Of  course;  their  presence  there  did,  for  it  was  fi^uently 
talked  about.    Their  operations  were  referred  to. 

The  Chairman.  By  them! 

Mr.  Seip.  Not  by  them;  no,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  ever  there,  or  were  yon  ever  present  at 
any  conversation  between  them  and  the  firm  of  Corson  &  Macartney 
when  an  order  for  the  sale  or  purchase  of  sugar  stocks  was  given! 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  hear  either  of  them  say  that  they 
bonght  or  sold  sugar'stocks! 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  member  of  the  firm  say  they 
did! 

Mr.  Seip.  No,  sir. 

(At  this  point  a  suhpcena  duces  tecum  was  served  upon  the  witness, 
by  Henry  H.  Smith,  clerk  of  the  committee,  by  direction  of  the  chair- 
man, commanding  him  to  produce  the  letters  to  which  he  had  referred.) 

Mr.  Seip.  In  accordance  with  the  snbpcBna,  and  in  compliance  with 
the  instructions  I  have  received,  I  produce  two  letters  from  Emile 
Guillaudeu.  Parts  of  them  refer  to  my  private  business  and  the  other 
parts  refer  to  this  public  business. 

The  Chairman.  What  are  the  dates  of  the  letters! 

Mr.  Seip.  The  first  one  in  date  is  dated  June  19, 1894. 

The  Chairman.  Where! 

Mr.  Seip  (reading) : 

[WiUiam  B.  Wheeler,  Emfle  GoflUndea,  branch  office,  Windsor  Hotel,  New  York.] 

W.  B.  WiiKELER  &  Co.,  Stock  Brokers, 
No,  64  Broadway f  New  Torkf  June  19^  1S91 

My  Dear  Sir:  I  see  that  Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  and  Camden,  of  West  Vii^J»» 
both  swear  that  they  had  not  speculated  in  sugar  stock.  I  coald  prodnce  a  man  or. 
that  iSy  I  know  a  man  ^1  do  not  IVimk  hie  would  go  back  on  them)  who  was  io  ^^ 
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office  this  moming,  that  received  orders  in  sugar  from  both  of  them,  and  he  has 
Camden's  written  order.    I  should  think  that  if  a  Senator  swore  falsely  it  was  a 
pretty  serious  matter.     Do  they  answer  these  questions  under  oathf 
(Signed,  with  a  portion  omitted.) 
Yours,  very  truly, 

E.   GUILLAUDEU. 

A.  N.  Seip,  Esq., 

Washington,  D.  C 

Senator  Lindsay.  Ton  need  only  give  the  date  of  the  other. 
Mr.  Seip.  Same  head.    The  next  one  is  dated  June  21, 1894,  and 
the  word  "confideutiar'  in  writing.    I  will  read  this  part  of  it  : 

A.  N.  Seip,  Esq., 

Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  received,  for  which  please  accept  my  thanks.  I  entirely 
approve  of  your  showing  the  matter  to  the  governor. 

That  refers  to  Governor  William  Pitt  Kellogg. 

In  regard  to  the  sugar  matter,  I  have  had  a  talk  with  my  friend,  and  he  could  not 
in  honor  use  the  information,  as  the  orders  and  the  business  were  ffiven  to  him.  I 
think  you  know  the  man.  I  nave  before  me  now  the  written  order  for  500  shares  of 
sugar  to  buy  at  83}  and  83^  or  less,  under  date  March  2,  and  sifi:ned  by  the  Senator 
in  question.  The  orders  from  the  other  Senator  were  verbal.  There  is  no  way  that 
I  can  see,  without  his  direct  testimony  against  these  people,  that  the  information 
can  be  used,  and  that  would  be  dishonor,  and  he  refuses  to  do  it,  and  I  applaud  liim 
in  it.  Could  you  suggest  any  way  that  would  leave  him  out  entirely  that  it  could 
be  nsedf 

(Signed,  leaving  out  a  portion  regarding  a  dividend.) 
Yours,  very  truly, 

E.  GUILLAUDBU. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  reply  to  that  letter t 

Mr.  Seip.  I  did  reply  to  both  these  letters. 

The  Chairman.  He  refers  to  the  written  order  of  one  Senator  and 
the  verbal  order  of  the  other. 

Mr.  Seip.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  do  you  understand  thatf  Which  Senator  gave 
the  written  order  and  which  the  verbal  order! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  understand  from  these  letters  and  the  context  that 
Senator  Camden  gave  the  written  order  and  Senator  Smith  the  verbal 
order. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  now  produced  all  the  correspondence  you 
have  that  bears  upon  this  subject! 

Mr.  Seip.  I  have. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  the  extracts  you  have  read  from  these  letters 
cover  everything  pertaining  to  this  question  of  speculating  in  sugar 
stocks,  the  rest  of  the  letters  being  in  regard  to  your  purely  private 
business? 

Mr.  Seip.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  It  is  stated  in  one  of  the  extracts  read  by  you,  if  I 
remember  correctly,  that  you,  Mr.  Seip,  doubtless  know  this  person. 

Mr.  Seip.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  that  person? 

Mr.  Seip.  I  think  1  do. 

Senator  Davis.  Who  is  he? 

Mr.  Seip.  The  name  given  to  me  is  the  name  of  Samuel  Battershaw, 
"Vrho  was  in  the  enyploy  of  Seymour  Bros.  &  Young,  in  this  city,  and 
is  now  in  "Sew  York  City. 

(A^ourned  until  11  o^clock  a.  m.,  July  23, 1894.) 
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Washington,  D.  C,  July  23, 1894 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
and  Lodge. 

8W0BH  TE8TIM0HY  OF  EMUB  GUHLAUDEV. 

The  Chairman.  Tour  aget 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Thirty- six. 

The  Chairman.  Residence? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  New  York  City. 

The  Chairman.  Occupation! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Stockbroker. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Wheeler  &  Co.? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  am  the  only  partner  that  Wheeler  has. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  have  you  been  such? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  A  little  over  seven  years. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  been  actively  concerned  in  the  business 
of  that  firm  during  the  last  winter  and  spring? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  seen  the  articles  in  the  Herald  of  Tues- 
day, July  17,  headed  "Senators  buy  sugar"  ? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Is  that  the  first  article  mentioning  our  namef 

The  Chairman.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  have;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you,  or  has  your  firm,  during  the  last  winter 
and  spring,  at  any  time,  bought  or  sold  so-called  sugar  stock  for  the 
account  of  any  Senator  of  the  United  States? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  would  know  of  it,  if  such  transactions  had  been 
had,  would  you  ? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Decidedly. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Battershaw? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do;  yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  he? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  He  was  a  man  who  represented  some  house  here 
and  left  them  and  he  came  on  to  New  Y'ork  some  two  months  ago  and 
tried  to  obtain  employment  with  us,  and  we  did  not  employ  him. 

The  Chairman.  Has  he  lat-ely,  or  ever,  made  any  communication  to 
you  as  to  his  knowledge  of  the  transaction  of  any  Senator  or  Sena- 
tors in  sugar  stock? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  was  it  and  what  was  it? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  It  was  he  who  asked  me  to  keep  an  order  for 
him.    That  is  all  he  said  about  it. 

The  Chairman.  To  keep  an  order  for  him? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir.  He  asked  me  to  take  possession  of  a 
paper  which  he  said  was  an  order  and  asked  me  to  keep  it. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  do  it? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  it  with  you? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  have  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  reason  for  not  bringing  itt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUD^\3.  Yeft,  avr*,  it  is  destroyed. 
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The  Chairman.  Who  destroyed  itt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  When  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  The  day  that  that  Herald  article  came  out. 

The  Chairman.  You  destroyed  the  order  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  destroyed  this  paper;  yes,  sir;  the  order. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  purport  to  be  an  original  order  or  a  photo- 
graphic copy  of  onet 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  It  purported  to  be  an  original  order.  It  was  in 
lead  pencil. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  the  handwritingt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  destroyed  that  paper,  you  say,  on  the  day  the 
Herald  article  came  out! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  this  way:  I  could  not  find  Batter 
shaw  that  morning.  In  fact,  he  had  turned  up  in  our  office  about  once 
a  week  and  had  asked  to  have  his  mail  left  there  for  the  present,  which 
I  agreed  to.  He  happened  to  drop  into  our  uptown  office  that  morn- 
ing, and  I  asked  him  if  he  had  said  anything  to  the  Herald  to  cause 
that  article,  and  he  declared  he  had  not.  I  insisted  that  he  should 
take  that  paper  back;  that  I  would  no  longer  be  the  custodian  of  it. 
and  that  I  would  have  nothing  further  to  do  with  it.  He  said  he  had 
to  meet  his  wife  and  go  on  the  morning  train  to  Larchmont,  where  he 
lived,  and  for  me  to  destroy  it,  which  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  Wbat  did  that  paper  purport  to  bet 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  It  was  an  order  to  buy. 

The  Chairman.  Addressed  to  whom  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Addressed  to  no  one.  It  was  on  the  back  of  a 
very  much  soiled  envelope,  written  in  lead  pencil. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  it  purport  to  bet 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  As  I  remember  it — I  never  looked  at  the  order 
but  twice — it  was  to  buy  200  sugar  at  one  price  and  300  at  another 
price,  and  I  do  not  know  which  was  which,  to  save  my  life.  I  can  not 
remember.    I  think  the  prices  were  3 J  and  3 J. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  very  short,  wasn't  itt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  That  was  all  there  was  to  it,  except  the  signature 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  repeat  just  what  there  wast  Won't  youi 
memory  allow  you  to  do  thatt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  it  was  "Buy  200  sugar  at  83J  and  300 '^ 
(marked  ditto)  "  3f ." 

The  Chairman.  How  was  it  signed t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Signed,  I  think,  I.  N.,  or  J.  K.,  Camden. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  dated  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  it  was  dated  March  2. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  suret 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  am  not  positive  about  the  date. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  speak  positively  about  thatt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  can  speak  positively  as  far  as  March  is  con- 
cerned. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  in  March  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir.    I  just  remember  the  abbreviation  M-c-h. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  see  Senator  Camden's  handwritingt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  1^0,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  not  say  whether  that  was  his  handwriting 
or  nott 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  No,  sir;  I  never  saw  the  gentleman  or  his  writing. 
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The  Chairman.  What  was  on  the  other  side  of  the  envelope  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Nothing. 

The  Chairman.  Has  your  firm  ever  had  any  dealings  with  Mr. 
Camden  f 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Kever. 

The  Chairman.  What  firm  did  Battershaw  represent;  Seymoup 
Brothers  &  Yoongt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  understood  so. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  fact! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  1  might  say  I  know  it. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  he  employed  in  March  last! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.    Their  office  was 

The  Chairman.  In  'New  York  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  No.    In  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  a  Washington  firmf 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  They  had  a  house  here  and  he  represented  them 
the  same  as  Mr.  Derickson  represented  us  in  Washington.  It  was  just 
around  the  corner  irom  us.  I  think  it  is  on  Fourteenth  street  tibat 
their  office  was. 

The  Chairman.  Who  manages  that  office  nowt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Their  principal  office  is  in  New  York,  is  it  notf 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  whether  that  branch  office  in  Wash- 
ington is  open  nowt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not ;  I  think  it  is. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Battershaw  tell  you  that  he  received  this 
order  from  Mr.  Camden  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  think  he  did.  My  recollection  of  it  is— 
I  paid  no  particular  attention  to  what  he  said,  and  when  the  investi^ 
tion  was  commenced  it  was  lyiug  in  my  drawer  and  I  never  thought 
anything  more  about  it.  As  nearly  as  I  can  recollect  he  came  into  oar 
office  one  morning  and  said  to  me :  ^'  There  is  an  important  paper  which 
I  wish  you  would  keep  for  me,"  and  he  showed  it  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  he  say  he  got  it! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  told  me  where  he  got 
it.  I  inferred  that  he  received  this  order  in  the  regular  course  of  basi- 
ness. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  asked  you  already,  and  please  answer  iigain. 
Did  he  say  whether  or  not  he  received  it  from  Senator  Camden  per- 
sonally? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  anything  from  which  you  would  infer 
whether  he  did  or  not? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  From  the  fact  of  his  having  it  I  inferred  that  he 
received  it  from  him. 

The  Chairman.  Only  from  that  fact? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  That  is  all,  I  think. 

Senator  Davis.  This  order  was  handed  to  you  by  Battershaw  aboat 
when? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  When  he  came  on  to  New  York  a  short  tune 
since. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  before  the  appearance  of  the  Herald 
article? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Oh,  a  long  time. 

Senator  Dayib.  In  my  opinion,  it  is  important,  to  get  the  exact  time. 
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Mr.  GuTLLAUDEU.  It  made  no  particular  impression  upon  me  at  the 
time;  I  did  not  own  the  paper  and  was  merely  asked  to  keep  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Give  us  your  best  recollection. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  should  say  that  I  received  it  along  about  the 
latter  part  of  May  or  the  1st  of  June,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Davis.  So  that  the  order  might  have  been,  being  dated  in 
March,  from  a  month  to  two  months  old  when  you  saw  it? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Exactly. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Battershaw  say  that  it  had  been  continually  in 
his  possession? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  He  did  not. 

Senator  Davis.  When  an  order  of  that  kind  is  executed  by  a  firm  it 
is  taken  up,  is  it  not,  and  held  by  them? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Generally. 

Senator  Davis.  From  the  custom  of  brokers,  you  would  infer  that 
that  order  had  never  been  executed,  floating  around  in  Battershaw's 
I>os8es8ion  that  way? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  It  is  a  fair  inference;  yes,  sir.  I  will  tell  you 
why.  Every  house  has  its  own  rules  about  that.  We  keep  these  orders 
until  an  account  has  been  rendered.  The  acceptance  of  that  account, 
a  monuily  account  or  any  other  kind  of  account,  by  the  customer  settles 
all  of  the  transactions  in  it,  and  then  the  orders  are  destroyed.  We  do 
not  keep  them  on  file  any  longer. 

Senator  Davis.  At  the  time  Battershaw  gave  that  order  to  you, 
with  what  firm  of  brokers  was  he  connected,  if  any? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  At  that  time  he  was  not  connected  with  any 
firm.    He  had  been  connected  with  Seymour  Bros.  &  Young. 

Senator  Davis.  In  what  capacity? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  understand  that  he  represented  them  in  Wash- 
ington. 

Senator  Davis.  As  a  solicitor  of  orders? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  at  that  time  have  any  desk  or  employment 
in  their  office  in  New  York,  that  you  know  of? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Davis.  Now,  just  what  did  Mr.  Battershaw  say  to  you  when 
he  handed  you  that  order?  Give  us  his  language  as  nearly  as  you  can 
remember  it. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  he  handed  me  this 
paper  and  said:  << There  is  a  very  important  paper  and  I  wish  you 
would  keep  it  for  me."  He  took  it  out  of  his  pocketbook  and  said  he 
might  lose  it.    I  folded  it  up  in  an  envelojie  and  put  it  in  my  desk. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  that  all  he  said? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  My  recollection  is  that  at  that  time  that  is  all 
that  he  said  about  it.  I  think  at  a  subsequent  time  he  told  me  that 
he  had  just  happened  to  keep  that  order  for  some  reason,  not  mention- 
ing his  reason.  I  think  that  was  all  the  conversation  he  had  with  me 
at  that  time:  ^^I  just  happened  to  keep  this."  I  want  to  be  exact,  as 
nearly  as  my  memory  will  help  me. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  whether,  when  that  paper  was 
handed  to  you  by  Mr.  Battershaw,  the  investigation  had  been  ordered 
by  the  Senate  that  is  now  progressing,  or  had  you  observed  from  the 
public  prints? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  it  had,  and  was  pending. 

The  Chairman.  The  paper,  then,  was  handed  you  by  Mr.  Battershaw 
after  this  investigation  had  been  ordered  and  was  reported  in  the 
public  press? 

37BBI 
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Mr.  GtJiLLAUDEU.  Yes;  I  think,  as  near  as  I  can  recollect,  it  was 
abont  the  first  of  June  or  the  last  of  May. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  say  that  on  the  day  the  Herald  article  came 
out  Mr.  Battershaw  called  on  yout 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  He  came  into  our  uptown  office  to  see  if  there 
was  any  mail  for  him. 

The  Ohaibman.  And  you  insisted  upon  delivering  this  paper  back 
to  himt 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  And  he  told  you  to  destroy  itt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir;  I  told  him  to  come  down  and  get  that 
paper.  He  said  he  could  not  come  down,  for  he  was  going  to  meet  his 
wife  and  go  to  Larchmont. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  were  talking  with  him  over  your  private  tele- 
phone wiret 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  No,  sir;  over  our  private  telegraph  wire. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  that  this  order  seemed  to  have  been  writ- 
ten, as  you  recollect,  on  the  back  of  an  envelope  t 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  Or  on  the  front — ^the  side  you  write  the  address  oil 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  notice  any  address  on  it? 

Mr.  OxHLLAUDEU.  There  was  nothing  on  it,  I  am  sure. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  not  an  old  envelope  that  had  been  sect 
through  the  mailt 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  printed  name  on  the  comer  of  itf 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  None. 

The  Chairman.  Any  return  address  t 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  None  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  As  far  as  you  can  recollect  this  was  "Buy  200"— 
what! 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  Sugar. 

The  Chairman.  At83t 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  83J  and  300  at  3f .  As  I  said  before,  I  want  to 
qualify  that.    The  200  may  have  been  at  f  and  the  300  at  3^. 

The  Chairman.  Signed  J.  N.  Camden f 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  lead  penci! 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  The  whole  thing  was  in  lead  pencil. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  told  all  that  Mr.  Battershaw  said,  so  &r 
as  you  can  recollect,  when  that  order  was  given  to  you  or  afterwards  9 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  in  regard  to  the  order.  Did  he  mention 
Senator  Camden's  name? 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  said  anything  at  the 
time  he  gave  me  the  order  except  what  I  have  testified. 

The  Chairman.  Has  that  order  ever  been  photographed  t 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  has  the  photograph? 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  I  destroyed  one  at  the  same  time  that  I  destroyed 
the  original. 

The  Chairman.  You  did! 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  has  another  copy  of  that  photograph,  to  yoor 
knowledge? 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  know  positively. 

The  OHAlRTflAiS.  ^TcLO  do  you  think  has  one? 
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Mr.  OuiLLAXTDEU.  I  think  a  Mr.  Levy  has  one. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  his  full  namef 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBTT.  Edward  A. 

The  Ohairman.  Do  you  know  his  address! 

Mr.  GurLLAUDBiT.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Give  it,  please. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEi;.  21  West  Fiftieth. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  his  business t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  A  member  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  how  he  got  that  photograph? 

Mr.  GxTiLLAUDBiT.  Not  absolutely. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  get  it  after  the  original  came  into  your  pos- 
session t 

Mr.  GxTiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  ? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEu.  1  i>resume  it  was  given  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  By  whom  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  By  yout 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  Not  by  me. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  ago  was  it  given  to  himt 

Mr.  GinLLAUDBXT.  Quite  recently. 

The  Chairman.  When? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  know  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  before  the  Herald  article  of  July  17  f 

Mr.  Gun^LAUDEU.  Not  before  that. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  after  the  Herald  article  of  July  17  f 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  the  original  when  that  was  handed  to 
himf 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  The  original  had  been  destroyed  when  he  came 
into  x>ossession  of  this  photograph. 

The  Chairman.  When  who  came  into  possession  of  the  photograph  f 

Mr,  GuiLLAUDEU.  Mr.  Levy. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Levy  did  not  take  the  original  to  have  it  pho- 
graphed  f 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  when  the  photograph  was  made;  was 
it  made  after  the  original  came  into  your  possession? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  longt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  should  say  three  weeks  after. 

The  Chairman.  In  June? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  Yes,  sir;  it  may  have  been  along  about  the  1st  of 
July. 

The  Chairman.  I  now  ask  you  how  did  that  original  get  into  pos- 
session of  Mr.  Levy  for  the  purpose  of  having  a  photograph  made  of  it? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  He  did  not  have  the  photograph  made  He  never 
had  the  original. 

The  Chairman.  Who  did? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  As  near  as  I  know,  a  gentleman  named  Allison. 

The  Chairman.  Where  does  he  live? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  He  lives  on  the  Palisades  near  Englewood« 

The  Chairman.  What  is  his  full  name? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  William  O.  Allison. 

The  CHAiRMiUf.  What  is  his  business? 
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Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  He  is  a  publisher. 

The  Chairman.  Publisher  of  what! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  thiuk  he  is  publishing,  or  is  the  editor  of,  the 
Oil,  Paint  and  Drug  Reporter. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  a  speculator! 

Mr.  GUILL.AUDEU.  Well,  yes;  in  a  modest  way. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  the  gentleman  who  lost,  or  was  reported  m 
the  Herald  to  have  lost,  heavily  in  lead? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDKU.  He  was  not.  I  know  that  he  did  not  lose  heavily 
in  lead.  I  do  not  know  that  anybody  ever  lost  heavily  in  lead,  but  he 
certainly  was  not  the  man. 

The  Chairman.  From  whom  did  he  obtain  the  original  in  order  to 
have  the  photograph  made! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  From  me. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  hand  it  to  himt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes,  sir — either  I  or  Battershaw. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  he  say  his  purpose  wast 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  He  asked  if  I  had  any  objection  to  his  having  a 
photograph  made.  I  said  the  paper  did  not  belong  to  me.  I  desire  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear.    I  will  tell  you  all  about  the  photograph. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  should.  That  is  what  we  want.  That 
is  always  the  best  way. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  mentioned  this  matter  to  Mr.  Allison.  He  said 
that  it  was  an  important  paper  and  he  could  probably  get  considerable 
money  for  it.  I  said  that  it  did  not  belong  to  me  and  that  I  had  noth- 
ing to  do  with  it,  but  I  would  put  him  in  communication  with  the  man 
to  whom  it  did  belong.  I  brought  him  and  Battershaw  together  and 
it  was  photographed  about  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  present  at  the  interview  between  him  and 
Battershaw! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Ko;  I  was  not.  I  was  in  the  office  but  I  did  not 
hear  what  was  said.    They  were  in  a  private  office  by  themselves. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  from  whom  money  could  be  obtained! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  He  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  how  much  money  could  be  obtained! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  he  said  *500. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  whether  Battershaw  got  any  money 
from  him! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  He  did  not.    The  negotiation  failed. 

The  Chairman.  Then  the  photograph  was  not  taken  at  that  time! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Yes;  Mr.  Allisontook  it  and  had  it  photographed. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Battershaw  agree  to  that! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  he  did.  That  was  probably  part  of  their 
conversation.    Mr.  Allison  handed  me  back  the  original  order. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Allison  has  copies  of  it  now! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  No;  he  said  he  had  not. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  seen  him  recently! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  saw  him  last  week. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  say  he  hadn't  any! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  He  did. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Levy  hast 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  Mr.  Levy  has. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  he  get  his  photograph! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Mr.  Allison  told  me  at  the  time  there  had  been 
two,  and  I  tried  to  find  out  where  the  other  was,  for  1  knew  Mr.  Derick- 
son  had  been  csAlQ&\i^T^^  ^\v^\>\i^AYltried  to  get  hold  of  this  photogi'apb 
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if  the  committee  wanted  it,  because  I  did  not  know  how  these  things 
are,  and  as  I  had  destroyed  the  original,  I  thought  I  would  get  hold  o^ 
this  photograph  ii'  I  could.    So  far  I  have  not  been  able  to. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  found  out  that  Mr.  Levy  had  onet 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Levy! 

Mr.  GuiLLAinDEU.  I  heard  from  Levy. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  did  he  say  in  that  regard  f 

Mr.  GuiLLAin)BU.  He  said  he  had  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  have  given  us  his  address? 

Mr.  Gutllaudbtj.  Yes,  m. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  else  did  he  say  about  itt 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  IS^othing. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  whether  he  is  at  hornet 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  He  is. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  get  that  photograph? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  did  not. 

I  wish  to  add  that  Mr.  Levy  came  into  possession  of  the  photograph 
from  me  through  an  irresponsible  third  person  who  did  not  know  what 
he  was  passing,  simply  because  I  wanted  to  have  it  out  of  my  posses- 
sion and  thought  that  I  ought  not  to  destroy  it  since  our  firm  had  been 
called  by  this  committee.    Allison  turned  all  the  things  over  to  me. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  where  the  negative  is? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not  J  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  suppose  Mr.  Levy  would  come  on  a  tele- 
graphic summons? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do. 

The  Ghaibman.  Or  Mr.  Allison  ? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Mr.  Allison  is  away  now.  He  went  away  last 
week.    He  is  down  on  Long  Island. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  where? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not.  Somewhere  near  Southampton.  He  is 
staying  with  someone  down  there. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Levy  would  come? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  he  would. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  or  your  firm  ever  place  or  fill,  during  the 
present  session  of  Congress,  any  orders  to  buy  or  sell  sugar  certificates 
for  any  United  States  Senator  through  any  other  firm  of  brokers? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Never. 

The  Ghaibman.  Just  look  at  this  extract  in  Mr.  Seip's  testimony,  of 
what  purports  to  be  a  letter  from  you,  and  say  whether  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Seip  to  that  effect,  and  whether  that  is  correct  as  far  as  you  know. 
We  have  not  the  original  here. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU  (after  reading  the  extract).  I  presume  that  is  about 
correct.    I  do  not  remember  just  what  I  wrote. 

The  Ghaibman.  Here  is  another  extract  which  purports  to  be  an 
extract  from  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Seip. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU  (after  reading  it).  I  do  not  remember  just  what  I 
had  written.    From  that  I  should  say  that  it  all  refers  to  Battershaw. 

The  Ghaibman.  Upon  what  did  you  base  your  statement  there  in 
regard  to  Senator  Smith? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  Simply  upon  what  Battershaw  must  have  told  me 
at  the  time. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  recollect? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  have  no  clear  recollection.  I  had  forgotten 
tliese  letters  to  Seip.    The  thing  had  passed  out  oi  ixi^  xdasA^^"^^^^^ 
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little  attention  to  it.    The  order  was  not  my  property,  and  I  wrote  this 
confidentially. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  recoUeet  now  what  Battershaw  said  in 
regard  to  Senator  Smith  f 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  he  most  have  said  he  had  orders  from 
Mr.  Smith. 

The  Chairman.  From  reading  those  letters  yon  think  sot 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  yon  any  recollection  now,  independent  of  the 
letters  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAXTDEU.  No;  I  havc  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  yon  now  given  us  all  your  sources  of  informa' 
tion  and  knowledge  and  what  you  know  respecting  any  alleged  specula- 
tion by  any  United  States  Senator  in  sugar  certificates  during  the 
present  session  of  Congress  t 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  What  was  Mr.  Allison's  purpose,  do  you  know,  in 
having  this  photograph  madet 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  you  do  not  know  to  whom  he  projtosed  to  seD 
the  original! 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not ;  I  never  asked  him. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  say  he  is  editor  of  the  Oil,  Paint,  and  Drag 
Beportert 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  1a  he  connected  in  any  way  with  the  lead  trust f 

Mr.  Guellaudeu.  l^one  whatever. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  truth  of  the  allega- 
tion in  the  Herald  article  that  that  photograph  has  been  sent  to  some 
member  of  the  conference  committee  ui>on  the  tariff  biUt 

Mr.  OuiLLAUDEU.  If  Mr.  Levy  has  this  one  in  his  possession  (and 
I  think  he  has)  which  I  telegraphed  him  to  bring  down  here,  that  and 
the  one  I  destroyed  are  all  I  know  of,  and  Mr.  Alison  said  to  me  that 
there  were  only  two. 

The  Ch  AiBMAN.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  proposal  to  send  one  to  a 
member  of  the  conference  committee  f 

Mr.  GxTiLLAUDEU.  I  never  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  person  suggest  the  sending 
of  a  copy  of  that  photograph  to  any  person  f 

Mr.  GxTiLLAUDEU.  I  ucvcr  did. 

The  Chaibman.  You  do  not  know  upon  what  foundation  that  alle- 
gation in  the  Herald  is  based  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  From  whom  did  you  understand  that  Mr.  Allison 
intended  to  try  to  get  money  for  that  order  or  a  photograph  of  itf 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  never  knew. 

Senator  Davis.  He  never  gave  you  any  intimation  t 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  2^0)  sir. 

8W0BH  TE8TIM0HT  OF  FBEDBRIC  KAT. 

(July  23, 1894.) 

The  Chairman.  Your  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 
Mr.  May.  Forty-three;  reside  in  Washington;  manager  of  Seymour 
Bros.  &  Young,  atec\5}aTC^'et^,^!S^Ywxx\««w^^ 
The  OHAxaMAifi.  ^o\?  Vo\i%\iw^lwsL\i^Ti.«Qfi3iA 
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Mr.  Mat.  About  six  months. 

The  Chairman.  That  would  take  you  back  to  last  January! 

Mr.  May.  The  1st  of  February. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  been  the  active  manager f 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir,  most  of  the  while. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  seen  the  article  in  the  Herald  of  July  17, 
last  Tuesday  f 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  matters  therein 
stated  t 

Mr.  May.  I  do  not  recollect  or  exactly  remember  any  or  all  the  par- 
ticulars. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  anything  of  any  of  those  matters  f 

Mr.  May.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  or  has  your  firm  here  in  Washington, 
Seymour  Bros.  &  Young,  ever,  during  the  period  you  have  been  its 
manager,  bought  or  sold  sugar  certificates  for  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  May.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

The  Chairman.  Any  United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  May.  No  United  States  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  existence  or  alleged 
existence  of  any  order  of  a  United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  May.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  Or  a  photograph  of  such  order? 

Mr.  May.  Except  what  I  read  in  the  papers. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  no  knowledge  yourself? 

Mr.  May.  None  whatever. 

The  Chairman.  During  the  period  you  have  been  manager,  would 
such  orders  for  buying  sugar  stock  here  in  Washington  be  likely  to  come 
to  your  notice,  if  any  such  had  been  made? 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  enter  all  your  business  upon  your  books? 

Mr.  May.  Oar  business  is  kept  in  New  York,  and  we  keep  usually 
a  month's  or  two  months'  record  of  orders;  but  all  our  accounts  and 
things  of  that  sort  are  kept  in  New  York. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Are  you  familiar  with  those  records  that  were 
kept  here  in  Washington? 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  your  familiarity  sufficiently  great  to  enable  you 
to  say  whether  or  not  any  United  States  Senators  appear  to  have  been 
dealing  in  sagar  stock  during  that  time? 

Mr.  May.  As  I  said  before,  to  my  certain  knowledge,  no. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  mean  by  that  answer  that,  to  your  certain 
knowledge,  no  such  dealings  have  been  had  by  United  States  Senators? 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  sent  for  the  members  of  your  firm  in  New 
York,  and  asked  them  to  come  here.  You  are  speaking  only  of  the 
Washington  business? 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir;  I  took  charge  of  the  office  and  have  had  more 
or  less  control — I  have  had  absolute  control  of  it  for  about  six  months. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  ever  seen  any  Senators  in  your  office? 

Mr.  May.  I  saw  one  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  he? 

Mr.  May.  He  came  there  to  look  for  another  gentleman.  It  was 
Senator  Stewart. 
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The  Chairman.  He  came  on  some  other  business  f 

Mr.  May.  He  was  in  the  neighborhood,  and  saw  that  gentleman 
come  in,  and  followed  him  in  in  order  to  see  him. 

The  Chairman.  And  he  was  not  on  the  business  of  baying  stock  f 

Mr.  May.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  anyone  named  Battershawt 

Mr.  May.  Yea,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  his  first  name  t 

Mr.  May.  I  think  it  is  Samuel  W. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  employed  by  your  firm,  Seymour  Bros.  & 
Young! 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When! 

Mr.  May.  Well,  he  was  employed  when  I  went  with  the  firm  and  for 
several  years  prior. 

The  Chairman.  How  long  did  he  continue  to  be  so  employed? 

Mr.  May.  Until  May  last,  when  he  was  discharged. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  discharged! 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Yon  say  that  Mr.  Battershaw  was  in  the  employ  of 
this  firm  when  you  joined  it,  which  was  about  the  1  st  of  February. 

Mr.  May.  Yes;  I  took  charge  of  it  about  the  1st  of  February. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  he  was  in  the  employ  of  your  firm  up  to 
about  the  1st  of  May,  when  he  was  discharged. 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  he  employed  here  in  Washington! 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir;   he  was  most   of  the  time  at  the  ^^ormandie 
Hotel.    We  had  a  branch  office  there. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  report  all  of  his  business  to  you! 

Mr.  May.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  report  any  business  to  you! 

Mr.  May.  Some  business. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  report  any  orders  to  you! 

Mr.  May.  He  reported  orders  to  me — nearly  all  of  them,  as  I  under- 
stand it. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  his  duty! 

Mr.  May.  It  was  his  duty  to  report  to  me  unless  I  was  absent  or  a 
member  of  the  firm  happened  to  be  here. 

The  Chairman.  Would  orders  he  received  go  on  to  the  books  of  the 
oflftceheref 

Mr.  May.  In  New  York,  sir.    We  keep  no  books  here. 

The  Chairman.  So  far  as  you  know,  he  reported  nearly  all  his  orders 
to  you! 

Mr.  May.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  he  report  them! 

Mr.  May.  Simply  show  me  or  tell  me  what  business  he  had  done 
during  the  day. 

The  Chairman.  You  kept  no  record  of  it! 

Mr.  May.  Ko,  sir;  we  kept  no  books  except  a  cash  accounts 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  show  you  any  order  for  the  prachaaeor 
sale  of  sugar  stock  from  a  United  States  Senator! 

Mr.  May.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  From  any  United  States  Senator! 

Mr.  May.  No  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  show  you  such  an  order  from  Senator 
Camdeul 
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Mr.  May.  IJo,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  ever  say  he  had  any  such  order  t 

Mr.  May.  He  never  told  me. 

The  Chairman.  He  never  told  you  he  hadf 

Mr.  May.  Ko,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And,  to  your  knowledge,  he  never  had? 

Mr.  May.  Of  my  knowledge,  he  never  had. 

The  Chairman.  From  any  United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  May.  From  any  United  States  Senator.  We  get  an  order  here 
and  send  it  on  by  private  wire,  and  that  order  is  reported  back  in  a 
few  minntes,  and  then  the  gentleman,  whoever  he  may  be,  gets  a  state- 
ment from  the  house  in  Kew  York  the  next  morning,  and  that  goes  in 
the  books  of  the  New  York  office.  It  is  different  from  some  of  the 
other  brokers  here,  because  they  do  a  banking  business  and  keep 
books. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow,  July  24, 1894,  at  10:30  o'clock  a.  m. 


Washington,  D.  C,  July  24^  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)    and    Senators    Lindsay, 
Davis,  and  Lodge. 


8W0BH  TESTIMONT  OF  EDWABD  A.  LETT. 

The  Chairman.  Your  name  is  Edward  A.  Levy. 

Mr.  Levy.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Your  age,  residence,  and  occupation  t 

Mr.  Levy.  Thirty  three;  I  am  a  stock  broker;  my  residence  is  21 
West  Fiftieth  street,  New  York  City. 

The  Chaibman.  What  is  your  firm ! 

Mr.  Levy.  I  am  connected  with  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co, 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Guiilaudeuf 

Mr.  Levy.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Battershawt 

Mr.  Levy.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  recently,  or  at  all,  seen  in  Mr.  Batter- 
shaw's  possession,  or  Mr.  Guillaudeu's  possession,  what  purports  to  be 
a  photograph  of  an  order  for  the  purchase  of  sugar  stock,  signed  J.  N. 
Oamden  f 

Mr.  Levy.  I  have  not,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  ever  seen  such  a  photograph  t 

Mr.  Levy.  I  have  not,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  ever  seen  what  purported  to  be  the  origi 
nal  of  such  an  order! 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  a  copy  of  such  a  photograph! 

Mr.  Levy.  I  think  I  have,  but  I  could  not  swear  to  it,  because  I  do 
not  know. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  did  you  get  that  copy! 

Mr.  Levy.  It  was  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Gaillaudeu. 

The  Chaibman.  When  did  you  receive  it  from  him! 

Mr.  Levy.  I  ^d  not  receive  it  direct  from  him.    It  was  given  tA  \sy& 
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by  one  of  the  boys  in  the  office  from  Urn.  I  coald  not  tell  exactly 
whether  it  was  Friday,  Thursday,  or  Saturday  of  last  week — one  of 
those  days.  I  do  not  think  it  was  Saturday — ^it  most  have  been  Thurs- 
day or  Friday. 

The  Chairman.  WTiat  did  you  do  with  itt 

Mr,  Levy.  I  put  it  in  my  desk. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  told  to  do  anything  with  it  I 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir.    Just  to  keep  it. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  ever  seen  it  before? 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  heard  of  it  f 

Mr.  Levy.  I  heard  it  spoken  of,  currently  in  the  street  and  by  peo- 
ple in  the  office. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Senator  Camden  t 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  his  handwriting  t 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  anything  about  this  order  except 
that  you  received  it  from  Mr.  Ouillaudeu  through  a  messenger  boyf 

Mr.  Levy.  Nothing  at  all. 

The  Chairman,  with  the  request  that  you  keep  itt 

Mr.  Levy.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Battershaw  ever  talk  to  you  al{put  itt 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  that  photographic  copy  with  yout 

Mr.  Levy.  Yes  sir.  I  suppose  it  is  the  photograph.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  contents  of  it  are  at  all;  it  is  only  supposition. 

(The  witness  here  handed  a  sealed  envelope  to  the  chairman.) 

The  Chairman.  Haven't  you  opened  thisf 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  have  not  seen  itt 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir.    I  put  it  in  that  envelope  myself 

The  Chairman.  You  have  seen  that  photograph  t 

Mr.  Levy.  No.  I  have  not.  It  was  only  a  piece  ot  paper  folded  up 
the  same  as  any  other  paper  would  be. 

The  Chairman.  You  put  it  in  the  envelope 

Mr.  Levy.  Just  as  given  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  handed  me  a  sealed  envelope  and  I  will 
open  this  envelope  with  your  permission. 

Mr.  Levy.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  did  not  open  itt 

Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 

(The  paper  was  here  taken  from  the  envelope  by  the  chairman  aod 
found  to  be  folded  with  no  writing  upon  the  outside.) 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  understand  that  to  be  a  photograph? 

Mr.  Levy.  Yes,  sir.    I  supposed  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  The  paper  reads : 

Bay  me  200  »-h-fl  sugar— at  SSf  or  less— and  300  s-h-s  S&|  or  less.  (Signed)  J.K. 
Camden,  Mar.,  2. 

Now,  Mr,  Levy,  that  has  been  produced  in  evidence  by  you  under 
the  circumstances  which  you  have  just  recounted,  and  the  committee 
will  keep  it  impounded.    You  do  not  object! 

Mr.  Lbvy.  !No,  sir;  I  have  no  connection  with  it  whatever  and  it  is 
nothing  to  me. 

The  Ohaikmas.  Tko^  ie  all  you  know  about  itt 
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Mr.  Levy.  That  is  all  I  know. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  know  nothing  of  any  transaction  that  it  pur- 
ports to  relate  tof 
Mr.  Levy.  I  know  nothing  about  it  whatever. 
Senator  Davis.  Your  firm  never  filled  that  order! 
Mr.  Levy.  No,  sir. 


Washington,  D.  O.,  July  25^  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment.    Present,  the  chair 
man  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis,  and  Lodge. 

SWOKH  TESTIHOVT  OF  WILLIAM  0.  ALLISON. 

The  Ghaibman.  Your  age,  residence,  and  occupation. 

Mr.  Allison.  Age,  45;  residence,  on  the  Palisades,  near  Englewood, 
N.  J.    I  am  a  publisher. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  are  you  the  publisher  off 

Mr.  Allison.  I  control  the  Oil,  Paint,  and  Drug  Reporter,  the  prin- 
cipal paper,  and  the  Druggists'  Gircular,  the  Painters'  Magazine,  and 
the  Popular  Science  News. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  any  personal  knowledge  of  speculations 
by  United  States  Senators  during  the  present  session  of  Gongress — that 
is,  firom  last  December  to  the  present  time— in  so-called  sugar  stocks? 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

The  Gh airman,  flave  you  any  knowledge  of  what  purports  to  be 
an  order  of  a  United  States  Senator  for  the  purchase  of  sugar  stock? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  have  seen  what  purports  to  be  an  order  of  a  United 
States  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Where  did  you  see  it? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  saw  it  in  the  office  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Go. 

The  Ghaibman.  In  whose  possession? 

Mr.  Allison.  In  the  possession  of  Mr.  Ouillaudeu. 

The  Ghaibman.  When? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  can  not  recall  the  date. 

The  Ghaibman.  About  how  long  ago,  as  nearly  as  you  can  recollect, 
of  course? 

Mr.  Allison.  My  answer  won't  be  very  definite.  It  may  be  six 
weeks  ago,  but  I  am  not  positive  about  it. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  can  not  be  quite  positive  about  it? 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  It  may  have  been  six  weeks  or  it  may  have  been  a 
shorter  time,  and  it  may  have  been  longer? 

Mr.  Allison.  May  have  been  longer. 

The  Ghaibman.  Was  it  during  this  summer  or  spring? 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir;  surely. 

The  Ghaibman.  Late  spring? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  should  say  so. 

The  Ghaibman.  Or  early  summer! 

Mr.  Allison.  Or  early  summer. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  was  the  occasion  of  your  seeing  it? 

Mr.  Allison.  Mr.  Guillaudeu  showed  it  to  me — I  don't  know  where 
he  took  it  from,  whether  his  pocket  or  some  otkei  ^laii:/^ — ^«xl^  ^^^A 
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<^liere  is  a  docament  that  parports  to  be  an  order  by  one  of  the  Sena- 
tors who  bas  sworn  that  he  has  never  speculated  in  sugar  stock." 

The  Chairman.  Then  it  was  after  the  investigation  by  this  commit- 
tee, as  you  had  seen  it  reported  in  the  newspapers! 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir.    But  I  had  not  seen  the  statement  referring 
to  that  particular  Senator. 

Tne  Chairman.  You  had  seen  it  stated  that  such  investigation  was 
being  conducted. 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  Senators  were  being  examined  under  oath  as 
to  their  speculations! 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  So  that  it  was  after  that? 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  an  intimate  friend  of  Mr.  GaillaudeuY 

Mr.  Allison.  Quite  intimate;  I  have  known  him  quite  intimately. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  on  account  of  that  intimacy  that  he  showed 
the  order  t 

Mr.  Allison.  I  presume  it  was. 

The  Chairman.  What  was  done  with  it  after  you  saw  it!  Did  you 
have  it  in  your  possession? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  What  did  you  do  with  it! 

Mr.  Allison.  I  must  decline  to  answer,  on  the  ground  that  it  mi[rbt 
or  would  tend  to  criminate  me. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  or  di<l  you  not  have  that  order  photographed  ? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  will  have  to  decline  to  answer  for  the  same  reason. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Allison,  I  will  ask  you  whether  that  is  a  copy 
of  the  order  that  you  saw  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Guillaudeu  [show- 
ing witness  the  photographic  copy  of  what  purports  to  be  an  order  to 
buy  sugar  stock,  signed  J.  N.  Camdenjf 

Mr.  Allison.  I  will  have  to  decline  to  answer  that  for  the  same 
reason.  If  you  can  frame  a  question  as  to  what  that  original  order 
purported  to  be  I  think  I  might  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  what  did  that  original  order  that  you  saw  in 
the  possession  of  Mr.  Ouillaudeu  purport  to  bet 

Mr.  Allison.  An  order  to  buy  two  lots  of  sugar  stock,  one  for  300 
shares  and  the  other  for  either  200  or  300— the  figures  had  been 
changed. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Either  200  or  300! 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Allison,  where  is  that  original  order  now,  if  yon 
know! 

Mr.  Allison.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  it  more  than  once — the  occasion  yon 
speak  off  ' 

Mr.  Allison.  I  have  stated  that  I  had  it  in  my  possession.  I  am 
willing  to  state  that  I  had  it  in  my  possession. 

The  Chairman.  Were  you  told,  or  do  you  know,  to  whom  that  order 
was  directed!  • 

Mr.  Allison.  The  written  order  which  I  saw  was  represented  to 
have  been  given  to  a  man  connected  with  a  stock  house  located  in 
Washington. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  direction  on  the  order  to  any  partica- 
lar  person! 

Mr.  Ax.Lisoi!(.  'So,  %\£. 
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The  Ghaibman.  Was  the  order  addressed  to  any  particnlar  person  f 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  address  on  the  order  at  all  f 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  any  other  thing  on  the  order  than  you 
have  stated? 

Mr.  Allison.  Did  I  state  the  signature? 

The  Chairman.  State  what  was  on  the  order. 

Mr.  Allison.  I  think  I  have  stated  that  it  was  an  order  to  bay  two 
lots  of  sugar  stock. 

The  Chairman.  Order  to  whom? 

Mr.  Allison.  It  was  not  addressed.    It  was  on  a  blank  envelope. 

The  Chairman.  By  whom  did  it  purport  to  be  signed? 

Mr.  Allison.  The  signature  might  be  construed  to  be  ^^  J.  N.  Cam- 
den.'^ 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  say  "might  be  construed  to  be?*^ 

Mr.  ALLISON.  It  was  not  very  clear  writing. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  clearly  spelled? 

Mr.  Allison.  The  latter  part  did  not  seem  to  me — and  yet  I  know 
that  we  all  write  hurriedly.    I  know  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  What  sort  of  paper  was  it  on? 

Mr.  Allison.  On  a  white  envelope. 

The  Chairman.  Had  the  envelope  been  used  before  for  any  puri>ose? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  could  not  say. 

The  Chairman.  There  was  no  writing  other  than  you  have  stated? 

Mr.  Allison.  There  was  no  writing,  no  postage  stamp,  no  printing 
on  it.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  this  writing  in  pencil  or  ink? 

Mr.  Allison.  In  pencil. 

Senator  Davis.  Lead  pencil? 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  whether  any  copy  of  that  order  was 
ever  sent  to  any  member  of  the  conference  committee? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  whether  any  copy  of  that  order  was 
ever  sent  to  any  member  of  the  Senate  or  House  of  Bepresentatives? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  send  any  such  order 

Mr.  Allison.  I  did  not,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  To  a  member  or  a  Senator? 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  At  the  time  that  order  was  first  shown  you  was  it 
discussed  by  those  present?    Who  were  present? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  was  only,  I  think — with  Mr.  Ouillaudeu. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  any  discussion  about  the  order,  con- 
cerning it  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Allison.  It  was  with  reference  to  the  investigation  and  the 
statement  made  before  the  committee  that  a  certain  party  had  not 
speculated  in  sugar  stock,  and  this  was  an  order  purporting  to  be  by 
that  party. 

Senator  Lindsay.  WeU,  was  the  genuineness  of  the  order  discussed 
in  any  way? 

Mr.  Allison.  No;  not  on  that  occasion. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  any  comment  on  the  fact  that  it  was 
not  directed  to  anyone? 

Mr.  Allison.  No  sir. 
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Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  know  that  handwriting  t 

Mr.  Allison.  I  did  not 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  Mr.  GaiUauden  profess  tof 

Mr.  Allison.  I  do  not  think  so.    I  did  not  discuss  that  with  him. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  discuss  the  question  of  whether  or  not  an 
order,  not  directed  to  any  person  or  not  namiug  any  broker,  was  an 
authority  to  any  person  to  buy! 

Mr.  Allison.  We  did  not  discuss  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  was  the  purpose  of  showing  the  order  to 
yout 

Mr.  Allison.  To  emphasize.  He  coupled  with  it  the  remark  that 
^^Here^is  a  man  who  has  testified  that  he  had  not  speculate,''  and  I 
think  he  used  an  emphatic  word  in  connection  with  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  interest  did  you  have  in  knowing  that  factf 

Mr.  Allison.  No  interest 

Senator  Lindsay.  Were  you  on  terms  of  particular  intimacy  with 
this  man? 

Mr.  Allison.  I  was  quite  intimate  with  him.  I  have  seen  him,  c^- 
tainly,  every  other  day  for  a  long  time.  We  have  gone  all  over  this 
thing,  however. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  any  reason  why  he  should  take  yon 
into  his  confidence  about  this  matter  f 

Mr.  Allison.  Oh,  simply  because  he  is  apt  to  tell  me  the  gossip. 

Senator  Lindsay.  It  was  then  a  matter  of  gossip  between  you  and 
this  gentleman  t 

Mr.  Allison.  If  you  choose  to  call  it  that  way.  I  called  it  a  matter 
of  gossip.  All  Wall  street  news  comes  to  us  on  slips  headed  ^<WaQ 
street  gossip.'^ 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  know  Senator  Oamdent 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  there  any  other  subject  discussed  in  relation 
to  this  order  during  the  time  you  had  itt 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  How  long  was  this  order  in  your  possession? 

Mr.  Allison.  Possibly  over  night.    I  do  not  think  over  one  night 

Senator  Davis.  To  whom  did  you  return  itt 

Mr.  Allison.  To  Mr.  Guillaudeu. 

The  Ghaibman.  Did  you  ever  see  a  photograph  of  that  order! 

Mr.  Allison.  I  think  I  shall  have  to  decline  to  answer,  for  the  same 
reasons  given  before. 

The  Ghaibman.  This  photograph  of  an  order,  which  I  have  just 
handed  you,  is  similar  to  the  one  you  have  described,  is  it  nott 

Mr.  Allison.  I  think  it  better  to  decline  to  answer,  on  the  same 
grounds. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  how  many  photographs  of  that  sap- 
posed  order  were  in  existence! 

Mr.  Allison.  I  decline,  on  the  same  grounds. 

Senator  Lindsay.  I  will  ask  you,  then,  if  you  have  been  advised  by 
anyone  to  decline  to  answer  questions  such  as  that! 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir;  it  had  not  occurred  to  me  to  decline  until  I 
reached  this  city  and  read  your  newspapers. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  paper  did  you  read! 

Mr.  Allison.  I  clipped  it  out  of  one  this  morning  and  one  last  night 
(referring  to  clippings  he  held  in  his  hand).  Orders  for  arrests,  they 
say,  are  issued. 

The  Ghaiui&aii.  Do  ^oukivo^r  Mi,  Battershawt 


INVESTIGATION  OP  ATTEMPTS  AT  BRIBEBY,  ETC.  591 

Mr.  Allison.  I  have  seen  a  party  who  was  called  Battcrshaw,  bat 
I  can  not  say  I  know  him. 

The  Ghaibman.  When  did  yon  see  Battershaw  lastt 

Mr.  Allison.  Weeks  ago. 

The  Chairman.  How  many! 

Mr.  Allison.  I  should  say  three  weeks  or  more. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  whereabouts 
since  that  timet 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Where  did  you  see  Mr.  Battershaw  t 

Mr.  Allison.  In  Wheeler's  office. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Is  that  the  occasion  on  which  you  had  this  paper, 
purporting  to  be  an  order,  in  your  hands  f 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  have  it  in  your  hands  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  anything  said  about  the  paper  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  did  Mr.  Battershaw  say  about  it  at  that 
timet 

Mr.  Allison.  I  asked  him  if  this  order  had  been  executed  and  he 
would  not  tell  me. 

Senator  Lindsay.  He  would  not  teU  yout 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir.  This  was  subsequent  to  my  seeing  it  orig- 
inally. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  Mr.  Ouillaudeu  introduce  you  and  Batter- 
shaw t 

Mr.  Allison.  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ask  of  him  permission  to  have  that  orig- 
inal order  t 

Mr.  Allison.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did  ask  Battershaw'sx)ermi8sioD. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  anything  said  by  Battershaw  about  the  value 
of  this  order  from  a  money  point  of  viewt 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes,  sir.    He  thought  it  might  be  valuable. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  did  he  say  in  that  regard  t 

Mr.  Allison.  He  thought  it  was  worth  $500^  but  he  would  not  give 
the  right  to  print  it.    He  would  not  consent  to  its  being  published. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  ask  $400  or  $500  for  itt 

Mr.  Allison.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  he  would  take  $500  for 
it,  but  would  not  give  me  the  right  to  print  it. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  ask  for  the  right  to  print  itt 

Mr.  Allison.  I  asked  that  it  might  be  printed,  but  he  said  no. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  he  give  you  the  reason  why  he  thought  it  was 
worth  $500 1 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  you  understand  from  the  conversation  why  it 
was  he  put  an  estimate  of  $500,  money  value  t 

Mr.  Allison.  I  did  not  understand.  I  do  not  think  he  gave  any 
reason.  But  to  a  newspaper  a  genuine  thing  of  that  sort  might  be 
worth  $500  or  more. 

Senator  Lindsay.  What  value  would  it  be  to  a  newspaper? 

Mr.  Allison.  Yes;  the  Herald,  World,  and  those  papers  looking 
for  wild  sensations. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  Battershaw  say  where  he  got  that  order  t 

Mr.  Allison.  No. 
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Senator  Davis.  Did  he  refer  in  any  way  to  the  subject,  b&  to  where 
he  got  it! 

Mr.  AULISON.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  he  say  how  long  he  had  had  itf 

Mr.  Allison.  He  did  not 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  give  any  accoant  of  why  it  was  in  his  pos- 
session f 

Mr.  Allison.  I  do  not  think  he  did.  My  conversation  with  him— 
he  was  a  stranger  to  me — was  very  brief. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  said  all  that  he  said! 

Mr.  Allison.  1  think  I  have,  all  that  I  recollect. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  express,  in  that  conversation,  any  sentiment 
of  resentment  toward  anybody  f 

Mr.  Allison.  No,  sir.  My  conversation  with  him  was  so  brief  that 
if  he  had  had  any  such  feelings  there  would  not  have  been  opportunity 
for  it  to  come  up. 


SWOKN  TESTIMONY  OF  ALLEV  LEWIS  SETMOUB. 

(July  25, 1894.) 

The  Ghaibman.  Your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occapationt 

Mr.  Seymoub.   My  name  is  Allen  L.  Seymour;   26  years  old;  a 
broker;  I  live  in  East  Orange,  N.  J. 

The  Ghaibman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Seymour  Bros.  & 
Young t 

Mr.  Setmoub.  I  am. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  constitute  that  firm! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Allen  L.  Seymour,  G.  A.  Seymour,  William  B.  Yoong, 
and  James  W.  Fox. 

The  Ghaibman.  Are  you  the  junior  of  those  Seymours  you  mentionf 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  am  the  senior.    I  am  the  elder  Seymour. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  is  the  eldest  member  of  the  firm! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Mr.  Young. 

The  Ghaibman.  Where  is  your  place  of  business  t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  3  Exchange  Gourt,  New  York. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  said  you  were  stockbrokers  t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yea,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  had  a  branch  office  in  Washington  during  the 
last  winter  and  spring! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  still! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Who  attends  to  your  stock  business  in  your  office 
in  New  York! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  do;  and  my  brother  and  Mr.  Young. 

The  Ghaibman.  Would  you  know  of  all  stock  transactions,  or  orders 
to  buy  stock,  that  come  to  your  firm! 

Mr.  Sey'moub.  I  would  if  I  happened  to  be  there. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  your  brother  here! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  Mr.  Young  here! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  know  of  any  purchase  or  sale,  through  the 
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agency  of  your  house,  or  otherwise,  in  so-called  sugar  stock  by  any 
United  States  Senator  during  the  last  winter  and  spring! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  decline  to  answer! 

Mr.  Seymour.  Well,  my  brokerage  business  is  sacred.  I  can  not 
answer  any  questions  about  my  business. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  your  declining  to  answer  gives 
rise  to  the  inference  that  some  United  States  Senator  has  bought  or 
sold  sugar  stock  through  your  firm? 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  just  the  same  whether 
any  United  States  Senator  had  or  had  not  bought  or  sold  such  stock! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  I  say,  *'would  you!'' 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  would. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Battershaw! 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  employed  by  your  firm! 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Never! 

Mr.  Seymour.  He  was,  up  to  May  1. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  he  employed! 

Mr.  Seymour.  Before  the  1st  of  May  he  was  in  New  York — ^no;  I 
think  he  was  in  Washington.  We  sent  him  down.  He  said  he  had 
lots  of  friends  or  acquaintances  in  Washington  and  could  do  a  good 
business  down  here,  and  so  we  sent  him  to  Washington.  I  think  he 
was  here  when  he  was  discharged,  on  the  1st  of  May. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  receive  from  him,  to  be  executed  by 
your  firm,  an  order  of  a  United  States  Senator  to  buy  or  sell  sugar 
stocks! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  don't  remember  any. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  execute  an  order  for  the  sale  of  sugar 
stock  through  him  during  the  last  winter  or  spring,  of  Senator  Cam- 
den! Did  you  ever  execute  an  order,  obtained  through  Battershaw  or 
anybody  else,  of  Senator  Camden,  to  buy  or  sell  sugar  stock! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  there  was  such 
an  order  executed! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  there  was  not 
such  an  order! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  by  declining  to  answer  you  are 
giving  rise  to  the  inference  that  such  order  was  executed  by  you  for 
that  Senator! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  execute  an  order  for  the  purchase  or 
sale  of  sugar  stock  during  the  last  winter  from  me! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do  not  know  your  name. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  Senator  Gray. 

Mr.  Seymour.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  answer  in  my  case  and  decline  to 
answer  when  I  ask  you  the  same  question  about  another  Senator! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  decline  to  answer  that  question! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that,  too. 

3SBBJ 


594  INVESTIGATION  OF  ATTEMPTS  AT  BRIBEKY,  ETC. 

The  Chairman.  You  decline  to  answer  that  question,  toot 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  yon  know  the  consequences  of  declining  to 
answer  a  proper  question! 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  that  there  is  a  law  of  the  United  StAtee 
that  makes  it  a  penal  offense  to  decline  to  answer  a  pertinent  question 
propounded  to  you  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  in  a  matter  which 
they  are  charged  with  the  investigation  off 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  know  it. 

The  Chairman.  We  say  there  is.  We  ^irill  have  it  read  to  yon  if 
you  would  like  to  have  it  read.  Would  you  like  to  know  what  the  law 
is  as  a  law-abiding  citizen  f 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  will  take  your  word  for  it. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  a  law  making  it  an  offense,  punishable  by 
fine  and  imprisonment,  to  decline  to  answer  a  question  that  is  pot  to 
you  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  pertinent  to  the  inquiry  with  which 
they  are  charged.    Do  you  still  decline  to  answer t 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  whether  Mr.  Battershaw 
was  in  the  habit  of  taking  orders  to  buy  and  sell  stock  and  sending 
them  to  you  for  execution  from  Washington! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  could  not  say  positively  about  that. 

fieuator  Lodoe.  Why  did  you  keep  him  here! 

Mr.  Seymour.  He  solicited  business. 

"Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  get  you  any  order  of  any  kind  to  buy  or  sell 
stock? 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  discharge  himf 

Mr.  Seymour.  Because  he  was He  is  not  here  and  I  dont  waat 

to  attack  him ;  he  was  a  drunkard  and  loafer.    That  is  the  truth  of  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Seymour,  I  show  you  a  photograph  of  what  pur- 
ports to  be  an  order,  already  in  evidence  in  this  investigation  [handing 
it  to  the  witness].    (After  a  pause.)    Have  you  examined  itt 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  can  not  identify  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  examined  the  order! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  have. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  see  the  original  from  which  that  pho- 
tograph was  made! 

Mr.  Seymour.  Never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  execute  any  such  order f 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  the  signature  of  J.  N.  Camdenf 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  any  such  order — ^the 
original  from  which  that  photograph  was  made — was  ever  in  the  pos- 
session of  your  firm! 

Mr.  Seymour,  fdo  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  that  it  was  not  in  the  possession  of 
your  firm  t 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  or  not. 

Senator  Davis.  One  way  or  the  other! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  could  not  identify  it  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  other  member  of  your  firm  in  town— -in 
this  town. 

Mr.  Seymour.  Mr.  Fox. 
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The  Ghaibman.  Is  he  a  member  of  yonr  flrmt 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  Yes,  sir.  ^ 

The  Ghaibman.  What  is  his  business! 

Mr.  Seymoxjb.  He  is  a  member  of  our  firm. 

The  Ghaibman.  What  part  of  the  business  does  he  attend  tot 

Mr.  Seymoxjb.  He  assists  in  managing  these  offices. 

The  Ghaibman.  Which!    This  one  here  in  town! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Tes,  sir;  and  in  Baltimore.  He  is  back  and  forth 
between  those  places. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  are  the  senior  member  of  the  flrmt 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  am  the  senior  member  of  the  Arm. 

The  Ghaibman.  You  are  26  years  oldt 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

Tbe  Ghaibman.  How  old  is  the  junior  member  t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  He  is  20, 1  think. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  taken  any  advice  as  to  what  you  should 
say  before  this  committee— any  legal  advice! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No.    Do  you  mean,  consult  a  lawyer! 

The  Ghaibman.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  you  consulted  anybody  else! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  anybody  on 
the  subject  of  your  testimeny ! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Will  you  state  again  your  reasons  for  declining  to 
answer  the  questions  you  have  declined  to  answer! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  say,  will  you  state  the  reasons  for  declining  to 
answer  them! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  simply  decline  to  state  anything  in  relation  to  my 
business,  that  is  all. 

Senator  Davis.  If  you  never  did  any  business  of  that  kind  for  any 
Senator  and  the  fact  did  not  exist,  why  do  you  decline! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  decline  to  answer  that.  I  will  tell  the  committee 
that  I  would  not  believe  Sanford  W.  Battershall  under  o&th.  He  is  a 
scoundrel,  a  liar,  and  a  drunkard. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  base  your  statement  on  your  knowledge  of 
his  general  reputation  lor  truth  and  veracity! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  He  has  no  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity;  abso- 
lutely none.    In  my  opinion  he  is  a  common  blackmailer. 

The  Ghaibman.  The  committee  will  consider  what  they  will  do  in 
the  matter  of  your  declination  to  answer.  It  may  be  that  they  will 
have  to  report  you  to  the  grand  jury  and  tbe  district  attorney,  but  we 
will  consider  that  matter.  I  want  to  give  you  notice  of  what  the  con- 
sequences are. 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Gan  I  go  back  home,  or  will  I  have  to  stay  here  in 
Washington! 

The  Ghaibman.  Oh,  you  need  not  stay  here. 
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SWOKH  TESTDCOHY  OF  OEOBOE  BBTJCB. 

(July  25, 1894.) 

The  Ohaibmak.  Give  yoar  fall  name,  age,  residence,  and  occnpation* 

Mr.  Bbuge.  George  Bruce:  68  East  One  hundred  and  tenth  street, 
KewTork;  occupation,  bookkeeper;  age,  31. 

The  Ohaibman.  Mr.  Bruce,  what  do  you  know  of  this  photograph 
of  what  purports  to  be  an  order  for  sugar  stock f 

Mr.  Bbuge.  It  was  shown  to  me  in  an  offhand  way,  Mr.  Gray. 

The  Ohaibman.  By  whom! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  It  was  shown  to  me  in  confidence,  but  if  you  insisfe 
upon  an  answer  I  will  give  it  to  you. 

The  Ohaibman.  I  will  ask  you  if  it  was  shown  to  you  by  Mr.  Allisonf 

Mr.  Bbuoe.  I  do  not  want  to  say  unless  you  insist  upon  an  answer. 

The  Ohaibman.  It  was  shown  to  you  f 

Mr.  Bbuge.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  Have  you  other  knowledge  than  thatt 

Mr.  Bbuge.  None  whatever,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  anything  about  this  transactiont 

Mr.  Bbuge.  Nothing  whatever. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  know  nothing  about  the  particular  transactini 
to  which  this  supposed  order  refers,  except  seeing  this  order! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  Nothing  whatever. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  who  got  that  order! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  No,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  to  whom  it  was  directed! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  No,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  if  it  was  executed! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  No. 

The  Ohaibman.  Is  that  absolutely  all  you  know  about  this  matter! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  That  is  absolutely  all  I  know  about  the  matter. 

The  Ohaibman.  Or  about  alleged  speculations  of  United  States 
Senators! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  That  is  all. 

The  Ohaibman.  That  you  saw  whaf  purported  to  be  a  photograph^— 

Mr.  Bbuge.  What  purported  to  be  a  photograph  and  the  original 

The  Ohaibman.  Had  he  the  original,  too! 

Mr.  Bruge.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  What  did  that  original  purport  to  be! 

Mr.  Bruge.  I  did  not  take  enough  notice,  Mr.  Gray,  to  say  what  it 
called  for  at  all. 

The  Ohaibman.  Did  you  see  by  whom  it  was  signed! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  The  order  was  signed  J.  N.  Oamden.  It  was  very  indis- 
tinct.   It  was  in  pencil. 

The  Ohaibman.  You  do  remember  that! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  That  was  my  impression  of  it  at  the  time.  I  did  not 
take  any  particular  notice  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  On  what  was  the  order  written! 

Mr.  Bruce.  On  rough  surface  paper,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  A  sheet  of  paper! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  No,  sir;  It  was  on  a  piece  of  paper,  I  should  think  about 
that  large  [indicating],  as  far  as  I  remember.  I  want  you  to  under- 
stand, Mr.  Gray,  it  is  about  a  month  or  six  weeks  since  I  have  seen  it 
It  was  probably  about  as  big  as  that  [indicating].    It  was  folded  in 
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fonr  pieces,  Mr.  Gray;  and  in  the  center  was  where  the  file  had  gone 
through. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  a  hole  through  the  center! 

Mr.  Bbuoe.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  Through  the  center  of  the  writing! 

Mr.  Bruce.  Yes,  sir;  I  could  not  say  whether  it  went  through  the 
writing  or  not.  I  remember  there  was  a  hole  through  the  center.  It 
wa^  folded  in  four  pieces  and  the  hole  was  to  the  left  of  the  center  and 
very  close  to  it. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  hole  went  through 
the  writing! 

Mr.  Bruce.  I  can  not. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  both  the  photograph  and  what  pur- 
ported to  be  the  original! 

Mr.  Bruce.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  the  handwriting! 

Mr.  Bruce.  I  would  not  know  if  I  saw  the  writing  again. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  know  the  handwriting  on  that  paper! 

Mr.  Bruce,  l^o,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Was  it  a  handwriting  that  you  knew! 

Mr.  Bruce.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  you  would  try  to  remember  if  the  hole  went 
through  the  writing. 

Mr.  Bruce.  I  can  not.  I  do  not  think  it  was  right  through  the 
immediate  center  where  it  was  folded. 

The  Chairman.  How  came  this  gentleman  to  show  it  to  you! 

Mr.  Bruce.  We  were  talking  of  matters  generally  and,  I  think, 
Senators  came  up,  and  he  in  an  indignant  mood  says,  "Look  here — here 
are  Senators  who  have  sworn  in  Washington  that  they  had  never 
bought  sugar,  and  here  is  what  purports  to  be  an  original  order"— I 
do  not  know  whether  he  said  "purports.'' 

The  Chairman.  He  probably  said,  "Here  is  an  original  order.'' 

Mr.  Bruce.  "Here  is  an  original  order."  I  guess  that  is  about  the 
size  of  it.  He  passed  it  to  me.  I  looked  at  it  casually,  didn't  think 
anything  of  it  at  all,  and  passed  it  back  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  Can  you  tell  from  memory  what  the  order  was! 

Mr.  Bruce.  I  can  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  already  stated  what  the  signature  was! 

Mr.  Bruce..  What  the  signature  was. 

The  Chairman.  You  stated  it  was  "J.  N.  Camden,"  indistinctly 
written  with  a  pencil. 

Mr.  Bruce.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  a  photograph  such  as  you  saw  [handing 
the  witness  the  photograph  in  evidence]! 

Mr.  Bruce.  That  signature  looks  like  it,  Mr.  Gray.  The  paper  was 
smaller  than  that. 

The  Chairman.  Does  that  refresh  your  recollection  as  to  the  con- 
tents of  the  paper? 

Mr.  Bruce.  No,  it  does  not;  I  simply  took  so  little  notice  of  it  at  the 
time. 

The  CHAinMAN.  M^here  was  that  file  hole! 

IVIr.  Bruce.  The  file  hole  was  probably  through  there,  or  there  [indi- 
cating], if  I  am  right. 

Tlie  Chairman.  That  is,  through  the  writing,  but  not  through  a 
written  word! 

Mr.  Bruce.  No,  sir. 
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The  Ghaibman.  Bat  in  the  space  that  was  occupied  by  the  writingf 

Mr.  Bbuge.  Yes,  sk:  that  is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Was  that  on  lined  or  ruled  pax>er^  or  on  smooth 
paper  without  ruling! 

Mr.  Bbuge.  I  think  it  was  rough  surface.  This  kind  of  imitation 
linen  paper,  but  not  linen,  with  a  rough  surface. 

The  Chairman.  Could  it  have  been  an  envelope  t 

Mr.  Bbuge.  Yes.  It  may  have  been  a  square  envelope;  on  the 
smooth  side,  as  far  as  my  recollection  goes. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Did  it  show  any  evidences  of  having  parts  of  it 
torn  off,  so  as  to  make  it  square! 

Mr.  Bbuce.  I  did  not  notice. 

Senator  Lindsay.  The  hole  would  either  have  been  here  [indicatiDf^] 
after  "and"  and  before  "300,"  above  the  bottom  of  the  line 

Mr.  Bbuce.  The  hole  would  have  been  after  "and"  or  under  "and* 
and  just  above  the  stroke  after  "less." 

The  Chaibman.  That  is  all  you  know  about  it,  is  itt 

Mr.  Bbuge.  That  is  all  I  know,  Mr.  Gray. 

The  Chaibman.  When  was  this? 

Mr.  Bbuge.  I  should  think  a  month  or  five  weeks  ago. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  this  person  who  showed  this  supposed  original 
and  photograph  to  you,  say  where  he  got  itt 

Mr.  Bbuce.  No. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  he  say  to  what  firm  it  had  been  given  t 

Mr.  Bbuce.  No,  sir.  I  wasn't  sufficiently  interested  to  ask  any 
questions;  in  fact,  I  had  forgotten  about  it  until  I  was  talking  with  Mr. 
Bood,  of  the  Herald,  when  it  came  to  my  mind  as  an  item  of  news,  and 
that  is  the  only  way  it  ever  came  out. 

The  Chaibman.  That  is  the  way  your  name  came  outt 

Mr.  Bbuce.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  a  paper  merely 
written  out  and  signed  without  being  directed  to  any  broker  or  finn  of 
brokerst 

Mr.  Bbuce.  I  do  not  remember. 

The  Chaibman  (after  consultation  with  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee). Mr.  Bruce,  I  think  we  must  insist  on  an  answer  to  that  question. 

Mr.  Bbuce.  Of  course,  you  understand,  Mr.  Gray,  that  I  am  abasing 
confidence  in  so  doing. 

The  Chairman.  The  matter  that  you  are  summoned  on  is  a  public 
matter;  it  is  a  matter  that  concerns  the  integrity  of  legislation;  it  is  a 
matter  with  which  we,  as  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  are  charged,  and 
in  making  this  investigation  we  are  performing  a  public  duty,  and  we 
think  a  witness  who  comes  before  us  has  a  high  public  duty  to  perform 
of  good  citizenship.  And,  besides  all  that,  it  is  a  matter  of  positive 
law  that  a  witness,  when  before  a  committee  properly  charged  with 
investigation,  must  answer  pertinent  inquiries.  So  that  I  think  that 
absolves  yon  from  that  confidence  and  I  put  the  question  in  this  form, 
was  it  Mr.  Allison! 

Mr.  Bbuce.  I  would  like  to  explain  my  position  a  little  further.  I 
am  before  the  public  today  sis  an  informer.  1  lost  my  position  because 
I  would  not  abuse  confidence — because  I  would  not  compound  fraud 
against  the  Government.  Now,  if  I  turn  around  right  away  and  abuse 
my  confidence,  the  position  I  have  taken  is  lost — I  mean  the  position  I 
have  taken  that  I  would  not  abuse  confidence. 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Allison  has  been  here  and  he  has  testified  about 
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this  paper.  And  farther  than  that.  Senator  Camden's  repatatiou  is  at 
stake  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  Bruoe.  I  faWj  understand  that  matter. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Charges  have  been  made  and  papers  exhibited,  and 
Senator  Camden  has  the  right  to  have  the  matter  probed  to  the  bottom 
in  order  that  the  committee  may  reach  a  correct  conclusion  as  to  whether 
this  is  a  genuine  paper  or  a  fraudulent  one. 

Mr.  Bruce,  i  will  say,  exclusively  for  Mr.  Camden's  benefit,  that 
Mr.  Allison  showed  me  that  paper.  I  want  it  understood  that  it  is 
solely  for  Senator  Camden's  benefit  that  I  say  Mr.  Allison  showed  me 
that  paper. 

I  told  Mr.  Bood  that  if  he  was  diplomatic  enough  I  thought  he 
might  get  an  original  order  for  sugar  which  a  Senator  had  given  and 
which  he  had  sworn  that  he  had  never  given. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  who  had  sworn  t 

Mr.  Bruce.  The  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  You  told  Mr.  Bood  that  he  could  get  that  of  Mr. 
Allison,  didn't  you! 

Mr.  Bruce.  I  think  I  did.  I  didn't  think  anything  happened. 
Bood  didn't  say  sniythiug  at  that  time  about  it. 

Adjourned  uuul  tomorrow,  July  26, 1894,  at  11  o'clock  a.  nu 


Washington,  D.  C,  July  26j  1894. 
The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present,  Senators  Lindsay  and  Dav^s. 

8W0KH  TESTDCOHY  OF  ALLEH  LEWIS  SETMOTIK—Contimied. 

(Mr.  Seymour  having  apx>eared  and  statodthat  he  had  reconsidered 
his  refusal  to  answer  certain  questions  put  to  him  yesteiday  and 
desired  to  make  a  further  statement,  he  was  examined,  as  follows :) 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  reconsidered  since  yesterday  your  detor- 
mination  to  decline  to  answer  certain  questions  that  were  put  to  you 
yesterday  respecting  the  purchase  or  sale  through  your  house  by  Sen- 
ators of  sugar  stocks!    You  can  answer  that,  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  You  are  requested  to  make  such  statement  as  yon 
may  desire,  based  upon  such  reconsideration. 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  did  not  intend  to  answer  any  questions  in  relation 
to  my  business.  I  intended  to  decline  to  answer  all  such  questions* 
Senator  Gray  asked  me  whether  we  ever  received  an  order  from  him 
to  buy  or  sell  sugar,  and  on  the  spur  of  the  moment  I  answered,  no. 
Having  done  that,  I  think  it  in  justice  due  to  Senator  Camden  and  all 
other  United  States  Senators  for  me  to  state  that  I  have  never  received 
from  any  of  them  orders  to  buy  or  sell  sugar. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Can  you  state  further,  and  never  have  bought  or 

BOldf 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  think  that  is  broad  enough. 

Senator  Davis.  No;  it  is  not.  Have  you  or  your  firm,  directly  or 
indirectly,  bought  or  sold  sugar  certificates  for  or  in  the  interest  of 
United  States  Senators  during  the  present  session  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Seymour.  We  have  never  bought  or  sold  sugar  certificates.. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  there  anything  else  you  would  like  to  add! 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir. 
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Washington,  D.  0.,  July  50, 1894. 

The  committee  met  at  the  call  of  the  chairmaD. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senators  Lindsay  and 
Davis. 

SWOEN  TESTIMONY  OF  ALLEN  LEWIS  SETMOUR— Ckmtiniied. 

(Mr.  Seymonr  having  requested  leave  to  reapx)ear  before  the  com- 
mittee api^eared  and  was  interrogated  as  follows:) 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Seymour,  you  have  requested  leave  to  reappear 
before  this  committee  this  morning,  have  you  not! 

Mr.  Seymoue.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  That  leave  is  granted.    What  have  you  to  say! 

Mr.  Setmous.  I  have  examined  the  transcript  of  my  statements  on 
July  26, 1894,  and  I  note  imx)ortant  errors  contained  in  them,  and  in 
view  of  those  errors  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  were  only  two 
members  of  the  coniinittee  present  I  desire  to  withdraw 

Senator  Lindsay.  Withdraw  what! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Each  and  every  statement  made  by  me  on  that  day. 

Senator  Davis.  The  2t>th  of  July! 

Mr.  Seymoue.  July  26,  1894. 

The  Chaibman.  Withdraw  all  your  statement  given  on  that  dayf 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Each  and  every  statement. 

Senator  Davis.  I  hand  you  a  transcript  of  your  testimony  on  July 
26  and  ask  you  to  indicate  the  errors  which  you  claim  exist  there. 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Each  and  every  statement  made  by  me  1  wiah  to 
withdraw. 

Senator  Davis.  I  hand  you  a  transcript  of  your  testimony  on  July 
26  and  ask  you  to  indicate  the  errors  which  you  state  exist  there* 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  decline  to  do  that. 

Senator  Davis.  Will  you  indicate  onef 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  decline. 

Senator  Davis.  Can  you  do  itf 

Mr.  Seymoub.  1  decline. 

Senator  Davis*  Is  it  true  that  there  are  errors  there t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  made  my  statement  and  1  decline  to  answer  aU 
other  questions. 

Senator  Davis.  Then  you  stand  upon  your  testimony  as  given  pre- 
vious to  the  26th  day  of  July! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  stand  upon  the  declinations  made  by  yov 
on  the  25th  of  July  t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  I  move  that  the  witness  be  certified  to  the  grand 
jury  under  the  statute  as  in  the  case  of  the  other  contumacious  wit- 
nesses. 

The  chairman  put  the  motion,  which  was  carried  unanimously. 
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Washington,  D.  0.,  July  31y  1894. 

The  committee  met  parsnant  to  call  of  the  chairman. 
Preseut :  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
and  Lodge. 

SWO&H  STATEMENT  OF  SENATOR  JOHNSON  N.  CAMDEN— Recalled. 

The  Ghaibman.  The  committee,  in  investigating  certain  allegations 
and  statements  contained  in  the  Kew  York  Herald  of  Jnly  17,  have 
had  occasion  to  examine  several  witnesses,  and,  among  others,  Mr* 
Gaillaudeu,  of  the  firm  of  Wheeler  &  Co.,  brokers  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  which  has  also  a  branch  office  in  this  city. 

In  the  course  of  his  testimony  Mr.  Ouillaudeu  stated  that  one  San- 
fold  Battershall  brought  to  him,  some  time  in  the  month  of  May  or  early 
in  June,  a  paper  which  purported  to  be  an  order  for  the  purchase  of 
shares  of  sugar  stock  signed  by  you,  and  asked  Mr.  Ouillaudeu  to  take 
charge  of  it  for  him  and  keep  it,  which  he  did.  That  paper,  according 
to  Mr.  Ouillaudeu,  has  been  destroyed,  but  from  another  person,  a  Mr. 
Levy,  who  was  also  before  the  committee,  there  is  what  purports  to  be 
a  photograph  of  it,  which  has  been  produced  to  the  committee  and  put 
in  evidence.  You  have  examined  that  alleged  photograph,  have  youf 
This  is  it  which  I  hand  you  now  [handing  witness  the  paper]. 

Senator  Camden.  I  have  examined  it. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  wish  to  make  any  statement  in  regard  to  itf 

Senator  Camden.  I  have  examined  this  photographic  copy  of  a 
memorandum,  which  is  alleged  to  have  been  written  upon  the  back  of 
an  envelope,  as  follows :  <^  Buy  me  200  shares  sugar  at  83}  or  less,  and 
300  at  83|  or  less,^  and  which  purports  to  have  my  name  signed  to  it. 
The  photograph  is  made  upon  white  paper,  while  the  original,  as  I 
understand  it,  is  claimed  to  have  been  written  upon  the  back  of  a  dirty 
or  discolored  envelope. 

It  is  impossible  to  judge  from  the  photograph  the  appearance  and 
peculiar  characteristics  of  what  is  represented  to  have  beeh  the  origi- 
nal. I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  made  any  such  memoran- 
dum, or  ever  having  delivered  any  such  memorandum  to  anyone,  or 
that  any  such  order  was  ever  executed  for  me,  and  I  pronounce  the 
photograph,  in  my  judgment,  as  being  from  a  fictitious  or  forged  paper 
which  did  not  emanate  from  me. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Camden,  can  you  state  whether  the  handwriting 
as  represented  in  that  photograph  is  or  is  not  from  an  original  written 
or  signed  by  yout 

Senator  Camden.  In  my  judgment,  it  is  not  from  a  paper  written  or 
signed  by  me. 

Senator  Davis.  Does  the  signature  resemble  yours.  Senator t 

Senator  Camden.  It  has  some  resemblance,  as  all  imitations  must 
have  to  have  any  weight  at  all,  but  the  signature  is  not  my  usual  sig- 
nature. 

Senator  Davis.  Does  the  body  of  the  order  resemble  your  hand- 
writing! 

Senator  Camden.  The  body  of  the  order  is  less  like  it  than  the  sig- 
nature. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  that  you  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having 
written  or  subscribed  such  an  ordorf 

Senator  Camden.  No.  sir. 
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Senator  Davis.  Can  you  state  positively  whether  you  ever  did  or 
not! 

Senator  Camden.  I  can  say  positively  that,  in  my  judgment,  I  did 
not.  A  memorandum  of  that  kind,  that  is  without  address  or  anything 
to  identify  it,  is  always  mysterious. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  any  such  order  ever  executed  for  yout 

Senator  Camden.  Ko  such  order  was  executed  for  me,  according  to 
my  recollection  and  belief. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Camden,  do  not  you  recollect  whether  you  bought 
or  sold  the  amount  of  sugar  certificates  called  for  here! 

Senator  Camden.  I  have  no  recollection.  Of  course  I  would  have 
recollection  if  I  ever  had. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  dealt  in  sugar  stock  since  the  beginning 
of  this  session! 

Senator  Camden.  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Senator  Davis.  Can  not  you  recollect  whether  you  have  or  have  not 
dealt  in  sugar  certificates  during  this  session! 

Senator  Camden.  I  say  this :  I  have  dealt  in  stocks  of  various  kinds, 
but  I  have  not  dealt  in  sugar  stocks. 

The  Chairman.  On  June  18  you  were  before  this  committee,  as  other 
Senators  were,  and  in  answer  to  the  question,  ^'  Have  you  bought  or 
sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since  the  beginning  of  this  session  of  Con- 
gress, any  so-called  sugar  stock  or  stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  tiie 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company!''  you  said  "No."  Do  you  wish  to 
make  any  qualification  of  that  answer! 

Senator  Camden.  Ko;  I  desire  to  stand  upon  my  former  statement 
I  have  no  recollection  of  haying  bought  or  sold  any  sugar  stock  during 
this  session  of  Congress.  I  have  bought  and  sold  a  number  of  other 
stocks,  but  I  have  no  recollection  that  they  included  any  sugar  stock, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  statements  from  your  brokers  of  your 
stock  transactions  within  the  last  six  months! 

Senator  Camden.  No;  I  have  not.  They  were  transactions  usually 
quickly  disposed  of,  and  I  have  no  statement  that  shows  that  I  bought 
or  sold  sugar  stocks. 

Senator  Davis.  I  want  to  get  at  the  degree  of  positiveness  of  your 
recollection  on  that  subject.  That  order,  of  which  a  photograph  is 
before  you,  purports,  if  I  understand,  to  carry  a  transaction  of  abont 
$40,000  in  sugar  certificates.  Kow,  have  you  no  distinct  recollection  as 
to  whether  you  have  or  have  not  engaged  in  a  transaction  of  that 
magnitude! 

Senator  Camden.  A  stock  transaction  of  that  amount  would  only 
require  a  small  cash  margin,  and  when  the  party  was  well  known  per- 
haps no  margin,  so  that  the  real  money  transaction  would  not  usually 
be  large.  I  have  had  other  transactions  of  more  than  that  magnitude, 
but  I  have  no  recollection  and  I  do  not  believe  that  I  bought  or  sold 
any  sugar  stock  in  that  time. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  a  man  by  the  name  of  Battershall! 

Senator  Camden.  I  have  seen  him,  but  I  would  not  know  him  if  I 
was  to  meet  him  here  now. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  have  any  business  transactions  with 
him? 

Senator  Camden.  I  never  had  any  business  transactions  with  him, 
except  on  one  occasion  he  suggested  that  Chicago  wheat  would  be  a 
good  purchase,  and  I  think  I  gave  him  an  ordei  for  five  or  ten  thousand 
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bushels.  That  is  the  only  transaction — the  only  time  I  remember  to 
have  ever  spoken  to  him. 

Senator  Davis.  So  that  this  transaction  purporting  to  be  evidenced 
by  that  photographic  order  could  not  have  been  had  with  Mr.  Batter- 
shall  t 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir. 

Senator  DAVIS.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Battershall  lives! 

Senator  Camden.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  When  did  you  first  hear  of  the  existence  of  this 
order,  Senator! 

Senator  Camden.  Well,  I  heard  i*umors  of  it  shortly  before  or  about 
the  time  the  article  appeared  in  the  Herald. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  anybody  ever  address  you,  i)er8ona]ly  or  by 
writing,  directly  or  indirectly,  stating  that  they,  or  anyone,  had  such 
an  order! 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir;  except  a  personal  friend,  who  wrote  me 
that  there  was  such  a  rumor,  to  which  I  replied  it  was  not  possible  such 
a  thing  existed. 

The  Chairman.  Did  anybody  ever  threaten  you  with  the  production 
of  such  an  order,  or  make  any  demand  upon  you  upon  the  statement 
that  such  order  was  in  his  possession  ? 

Senator  Camden.  Not  directly — ^not  personally — not  within  my  per- 
sonal knowledge;  but  I  had  an  intimation  from  a  friend. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  of  anyone  having  an  evil  animus 
against  you  that  would  prompt  them  to  forge  such  an  order! 

Senator  Camden.  Well,  nothing  that  I  could  speak  of  with  any 
certainty.  Of  course,  I  have  heard  rumors  of  that  kind,  but  they  <are 
not  of  such  charater  as  to  warrant  me  in  speaking  of  them  here. 

Senator  Davis.  When  you  buy  stocks — buy  or  sell — ^you  put  up 
margins,  don't  you! 

Senator  Camden.  Usually.    Sometimes  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  examined  your  financial  accounts,  check 
book,  or  otherwise,  to  see  whether  you  ever  put  up  a  margin  that  would 
account  for  that  transaction!    Have  you  ever  done  so  or  not! 

Senator  Camden.  There  is  nothing  in  any  account  that  would  indi- 
cate the  margin  of  any  special  transaction  of  that  kind. 

The  Chairman.  Nothing  in  any  account  that  you  have 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  would  indicate  a  margin  for  that  transac- 
tion  

Senator  Camden.  For  that  transaction. 

The  Chairman.  Purporting  to  be  evidenced  by  that  order! 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  The  evidence,  Mr.  Camden,  is  that  this  order  was 
written  on  an  envelope  in  lead  pencil,  written  and  signed  in  lead  pencil. 
I  take  it  that  that  is  a  somewhat  unusual  way  of  making  an  order.  Is 
there  anything  in  that  circumstance  that  refreshes  your  recollection 
either  way! 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir.  It  tends  to  confirm  my  opinion  that  it  is 
spurious. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  now.  Senator,  that  you  never  had  such  a 
transaction  as  that  order  with  any  broker — as  that  order  is  in  respect 
of 

Senator  Camden.  I  say  that  I  never  had. 

The  Chairman.  That  you  never  had! 

Senator  Camden.  To  the  beat  of  my  knowledge  and  belief 


604  INVESTIGATION  OP  ATTEMPTS  AT   BRIBERY,  ETC. 

The  Cb AIRMAN.  Can  you  say  so  positively  ! 

Senator  Camben.  I  can  say  so  just  as  positively  as  a  man  can  a&y 
anything  that  he  has  no  knowledge  of,  and  it  is  not  a  thing  that 
would  have  likely  escaped  my  attention. 

Senator  Lodge.  If  you  have  ever  given  an  order  of  that  charactei 
can  you  not  recall  it! 

Senator  Camden.  I  think  I  could. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  that  the  only  transaction  you  ever  had 
with  Mr.  Battershall,  or  through  Mr.  Battershall,  was  the  one  yon 
described  as  an  order  to  buy  Chicago  wheat! 

Senator  Oamden.  I  say  that  emphatically. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  say  you  do  not  recollect  any  such  order  as  that 
Oould  it  have  been  possible  for  any  such  order  to  have  been  made  for 
a  pool,  syndicate,  or  association  to  buy  stock 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  Of  which  you  never  had  an  account t 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir.    I  think  not.    In  fact,  I  know  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Whatever  stocks  you  bought  and  sold  you  bought 
and  sold  alone  for  your  own  account! 

Senator  Camden.  Yes,  sir;  on  my  own  account! 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Battershall  an  order  for  that 
wheat — a  written  order! 

Senator  Camden.  Simply  verbal. 

Senator  Davis.  In  your  other  stock  transactions  with  which  this 
investigation  is  not  concerned,  that  is,  not  sugar,  were  you  in  the  habit 
of  giving  written  orders! 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  in  some  instances! 

Senator  Camden.  I  may  have,  in  some  instances. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  give  any  of  those  orders  by  lead- pencil 
writing  and  signature! 

Senator  Camden.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
I  gave  any.    I  could  not  speak  of  having  given  any  written  order. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  had  any  messages  from  Mr.  Battershall, 
verbal  or  written,  since  this  investigation  began! 

Senator  Camden.  None  whatever,  either  directly  or  indirectly.  I 
have  made  inquiries  with  the  view  of  trying  to  find  where  Mr.  Batter- 
shall  was  and  have  him  produced. 

The  Chairman.  Produced  where! 

Senator  Camden.  Before  this  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator,  you  say  you  have  no  recollection  whatever 
of  ever  giving  such  an  order.  You  also  say  if  you  had  given  such  an 
order  you  would  recollect  it.  Can  you  not,  therefore,  swear  positively 
that  this  must  be  a  forgery! 

Senator  Camden.  I  iiave  stated,  and  I  repeat,  that,  according  to  the 
best  of  my  judgment,  it  is  a  fictitious  or  forged  paper. 

The  Chairman.  That  is,  the  original  of  that  photograph! 

Senator  Camden.  Yes,  sir;  the  original  of  that  photograph. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Camden,  my  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
peculiarity  in  the  date  of  this  order,  '^  March  2,".  immediately  under 
your  signature.  I  wish  you  would  look  at  that  and  state  if  you  ever 
dated  a  paper  in  that  way. 

Senator  Camden.  In  the  signature  the  letter  N  does  not  look  like 
the  letter  N  in  my  signature,  and  the  "  Camden  ^  is  spelled  "  Camdn." 
This  is  not  (characteristic  of  ^ny  signature. 

Senator  Davis.  I  called  your  attention  to  the  peculiar  place  in  which 
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the  date  is  put — March  2.    What  is  your  usual  abbreviation  of  "  March  f* 

Senator  Camden.  I  do  not  know  that  1  have  a  habit  sufficient  to 
justify  me  in  stating  that  any  particular  abbreviation  is  mine,  but 
"  Mch.''  is  my  usual 

Senator  Davis.  But  you  observe  that  the  date  is  placed  immediately 
under  your  signature.  What  I  ask  you  is,  is  that  your  usual  place  of 
dating  communications  of  any  kindt 

Senator  Camden.  No,  sir;  I  always  date  them  at  the  top.  It  is 
what  you  might  call  a  universal  habit. 

There  is  one  thing  that  I  can  state  positively — ^that  Mr.  Battershall 
never  received  any  such  order  or  any  other  written  order  from  me. 


8W0RH  STATEMEirr  OF  BEHATOB  JAMES  SMITH,  JB.— Becallad. 

(July  31, 1894.) 

Senator  Lodge.  Senator  Smith,  Mr.  A.  I^.  Soip,  of  Washington,  put 
in,  as  a  part  of  his  testimony,  the  following  letter: 

[W.  B.  Wlieeler  &.  Co.,  stockbrokers,  No.  ttA  Broadway,  New  York;  branch  office,  Windsor  Hotel.] 

New  ToKKy  June  19,  1894, 

Mt  Dkar  Sir:  I  see  that  Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  and  Camden,  of  West  Virginia, 
both  swear  that  they  had  not  speculated  in  susar  stock.  I  could  produce  a  man,  or, 
that  is,  I  know  a  man  (I  do  not  think  he  vfooltl  go  back  on  them)  who  was  in  my 
office  this  morning  that  received  orders  in  sugar  from  both  of  them,  and  he  has 
Camden's  written  order.  I  should  think  that  if  a  Senator  swore  falsely  it  was  a 
pretty  serious  matter.    Do  they  answer  these  questions  under  oath? 

(Signed,  with  a  portion  omitted) 
Tours,  very  truly, 

E.  GUILLAUDEU. 

Mr.  Goillaadea  was  then  called  and,  upon  this  letter  which  I  have 
just  read  being  shown  to  him,  he  was  examined  and  testified  as  follows: 

The  Chairman.  Just  look  at  this  extract  in  Mr.  Seip's  testimony,  of  what  pur- 
ports to  be  a  letter  from  you,  and  say  whether  yon  wrote  to  Mr.  Seip  to  that  effect, 
and  whether  that  is  correct,  as  far  as  you  know.    We  have  not  the  original  here. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDRU  (after  reading  the  extract).  I  presume  that  is  about  correct.  I 
do  not  remember  just  what  I  wrote. 

The  Chairman.  Here  is  another  extract  which  purports  to  be  an  extract  from  a 
letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Seip. 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU  (after  reading  it).  I  did  not  remember  just  what  I  had  written. 
From  that  1  should  say  that  it  all  refers  to  Battershaw. 

The  Chairman.  Upon  what  did  yon  base  your  statement  there  in  regard  to  Sena- 
tor Smith  f 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDKU.  Simply  upon  what  Battershaw  must  have  told  me  at  the  time. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  I  have  no  clear  recollection.  I  had  forgotten  these  letters  to 
Seip.  The  thing  had  passed  out  of  my  mind;  I  paid  so  little  attention  to  it.  The 
order  was  not  my  property,  and  I  wrote  this  conndcotially. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect  now  what  Battershaw  said  in  regard  to  Senator 
Smith  f 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDEU.  I  think  he  must  have  said  that  he  had  orders  from  Mr.  Smith. 

The  Chairman.  From  reading  those  letters  yon  think  sof 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDXU.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  any  recollection  now  independent  of  the  letters? 

Mr.  GuiLLAUDBU.  No ;  I  have  not. 

Have  you  any  statement  to  make  in  regard  to  that! 

Senator  Smith.  That  is  absolutely  false.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  Batter- 
shall  and  never  gave  him  or  any  other  person  here  in  Washington  an 
order  for  the  purchase  of  sugar  certiUcates.    I  will  stand  by  the  testi- 
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mony  that  I  gave  before,  except  in  one  particular.  That  is  this:  I  see 
on  examination  that  you  asked  or  put  the  question  whether  the  prison 
had  bought  any  sugar  since  Congress  met.  I  8upx)osed  the  intention 
wab  to  find  out  whether  the  Senators  had  specuhxted  or  bought  sugar 
stock  pending  the  bill  in  the  Senate,  as  I  so  understood  the  resolution 
ordering  the  investigation,  and  so  understanding  it  I  answered  <'no.' 
I  never  kept  a  record  of  buying  a  share  of  stock,  and  I  wrote  to  mj 
broker  asking  him  to  send  me  word  whether  I  had  bought  any  sugar 
pending  this 

The  Chairman.  Pending  what — ^pending  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate! 

Senator  Smith.  Yes.  Subsequently  I  had  some  doubts  in  my  own 
mind,  and  concluded  that  I  better  write  and  find  out,  and  I  have  not 
yet  got  an  answer. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  not  received  an  answer  t 

Senator  Smith.  No.    I  expected  one  to  day. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  recollect,  Senator  Smith,  any  transaction  in 
sugar  stock  since  the  meeting  of  Congress  T 

Senator  Smith.  My  impression  was  that  I  bought  a  thousand  shares 
of  sugar 

The  Chairman.  Whent 

Senator  Smith.  Along  last  January,  or  the  first  of  February,  as 
nearly  as  I  can  recollect.  I  won't  swear  positively  that  I  did  buy  a 
thousand  shares  of  sugar,  but  rather  have  the  impression  in  my  mind 
that  at  that  time  I  did. 

Senator  Davis.  Prior  to  the  time  the  bill  came  to  the  Senate! 

Senator  Smith.  Prior  to  the  discussion 

Senator  Davis.  Ko  discussion.  Prior  to  the  time  the  bill  came 
from  the  House? 

Senator. Smith.  Yes,  sir.  As  I  understand,  your  question  covered 
from  the  time  Congress  met  up  to  now.  I  don't  want  to  be  positive 
about  that,  because,  as  I  say,  while  I  would  not  want  to  swear  that  1 
did,  I  have  rather  an  idea  that  I  bought  a  thousand  shares  of  sugar 
about  that  time,  in  January.  But  I  want  to  say  in  regard  to  the  Bat- 
tershall  testimony,  that  he  is  a  man  I  never  met  in  my  life^  that  I  know 
of,  and  never  gave  him  an  order. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  met  Battershallt 

Senator  Smith.  Ko. 

Senator  Lodge.  Never  knew  him  t 

Senator  Smith.  Xo. 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  any  house  which  he  represented! 

Senator  Smii'H.  That  1  do  not  know.  I  made  a  transaction  in  New- 
ark through  a  man  named  Cohen,  a  brother-in-law  of  a  personal  frieDd 
of  mine,  and  I  do  not  know  what  house  he  represented.  I  never  had 
but  one. 

Senator  Lodge.  Transaction  in  what! 
•  Senator  Smith.  I  think  it  was  in  whisky. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  it  possible  to  have  a  transaction  with  a  house  you 
do  not  know,  through  its  agents  or  brokers? 

Senator  Smith.  Yes;  this  man  that  I  told  you  about  was  a  great 
friend  of  a  personal  friend  of  mine  at  home.  He  said  to  me:  "I  wish 
you  would  help  out  my  brother-in-law  and  buy  something  of  him;  it 
would  help  him  a  good  deal."  I  said:  "1  will  go  to  him  and  buy  a 
thousand  shares."    I  did  not  know  what  house  he  represented. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  never  did  know! 

Senator  Smith.  No. 

Senator  Lodo^.  Yow.  do  \iot  know  whether  it  was  sugar  ^r  notf 
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Senator  Smith.  I  do  not.  My  judgment  is  that  it  was  whisky,  and 
I  wrote  to  the  man  asking  if  he  woidd  send  me  word  exactly  what  it 
was. 

Senator  Lodge.  -You  do  not  know  now  whether  it  was  sngart 

Senator  Smith.  No. 

The  Ghaibman.  Mr.  Smith,  what  have  yon  to  say  as  to  the  answer 
yon  gave  when  yon  were  before  the  committee  before,  in  Jnne,  to  this 
question:  "Have  you  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since  the 
beginning  of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or 
stocks,  or  stock  or  certificates  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Com- 
pany ?"  your  answer  being  "No,  sir." 

Senator  Smith.  No.    Well,  I  say  that  I  am  not  so  positive  about  that 

The  Chairman.  What  would  you  mean  by  that  answer,  after  the 
bill  was  pending  in  the  Senate  t 

Senator  Smith.  My  supposition  was  that  you  wanted  to  find  out 
whether  I  had  bought  or  dealt  in  sugar  certificates  pending  the  tariff 
bill  in  the  Senate.  To  that  I  said  "No,"  and  say  so  now  to  the  best  of 
my  recollection. 

Senator  Davis.  You  say  so  now  ? 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir.    I  say  so  now  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  say  that  you  are  not  certain,  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  you  refer,  of  having  given  an  order  to  a  friend's  friend, 
whether  it  was  sugar  or  whisky! 

Senator  Smith.  No;  I  am  not. 

The  Chairman.  Possibly  may  have  been  sugar,  but  you  do  not 
knowt 

Senator  Smith.  No;  but  I  have  written  to  ask,  and  supposed  I 
would  get  an  answer  to-day. 

The  Chairman.  When  you  get  it  will  you  inform  ust 

Senator  Smith.  I  will  just  hand  you  the  letter.  I  ought  to  get  an 
answer  in  this  afternoon's  mail. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  only  transaction  that  interferes  with 
your  former  answer? 

Senator  Smith.  The  only  transaction. 

The  Chairman.  If  it  were  a  transaction. 

Senator  Smith.  If  it  were.  I  do  not  know.  I  could  not  swear  posi- 
tively what  it  was. 

Senator  Davis.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  sugar  or  whisky  t 

Senator  Smith.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  Was  this  transaction  before  the  tariff  bill  came  to 
the  Senate! 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir,  as  I  remember  it;  along  the  latter  part  of 
January,  as  I  remember  it.  I  never  kept  any  account  of  my  transac- 
tions. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  in  the  habit  of  speculating  frequently,  buy- 
ing and  selling? 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir;  buying  for  investment  or  speculating,  often. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  Battershall! 

Senator  Smith.  No,  sir;  I  have  never  seen  him,  never  met  him; 
never  had  a  transaction  here  in  my  life. 

The  Chairman.  You  never  had  a  transaction  in  Washington  in  your 
life! 

Senator  Smith.  No. 

Adjourned. 
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Washington,  D.  0.,  August  2j  1894. 

The  committee  met  porsuant  to  the  call  of  the  chairman. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray)  and  Senaltors  Lindsay,  Dayis, 
and  Lodge. 

BWOBV  STATEMEHT  OF  JAMES  SMITH,  JR.— Continiied. 

Senator  Smith  having  appeared  and  reqae8t.ed  to  make  a  farther 
statement  he  was  Interrogated,  and  testified  as  follows: 

Senator  Davis.  You  expressed  some  uncertainty  the  other  day  as  to 
whether  yon  may  not  have  had  a  transaction  in  sugar  during  tJie 
pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  but  stated  that  you  had  wnt> 
ten  to  ascertain  and  would  communicate  with  the  committee  after  so 
ascertaining. 

Senator  Sboth.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  ascertained  what  the  fiEtct  is,  since  your 
last  appearance  t 

Senator  Smith.  I  have. 

Senator  Davis.  What  is  the  factl 

Senator  Smith.  That  I  have  not  bought  or  sold  any  sugar  certificates. 

Senator  Davis.  So  that  I  understand  you  desire  to  remove  that 
uncertainty  which  existed  in  your  testimony  and  state  unqualifiedly 
that  you  have  not  bought  or  sold  any  sugar  stock  during  the  pendeDcy 
of  the  bill  in  the  Senate? 

Senator  Smith.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  OsAT,  trom  fhe  Special  Oommittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  al 
Bribery,  etc.,  under  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  May  IT,  1804|  sub- 
mitted  the  fbUowing 

REPORT: 

Your  committee  appointed  to  investigate  among  other  things  the 
charge  that  bribes  had  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce 
ihem  to  vote  against  the  pending  tariff  bill,  submit  the  following 
report: 

That  the  matter  committed  to  them  for  investigation  by  the  first 
branch  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  as  above  stated,  presented  a 
distinct  and  definite  charge  not  connected  in  anywise  with  the  other 
matters  embraced  in  said  resolution.  They  first  addressed  themselves 
thereto.  They  have  called  before  them  the  Senators  from  Virginia 
and  South  Dakota,  Messrs.  Hunton  and  Eyle,  whose  names  were  men- 
tioned in  the  New  York  Sun  article,  referred  to  in  the  Senate  resolu- 
tion, and  afterward  the  several  witnesses  whose  names  and  testimony 
will  appear  in  full  in  the  papers  herewith  submitted. 

Ko  other  witness  than  those  has  been  suggested  as  likely  to  throw 
light  on  the  transactions  inquired  about,  and  no  clew  leading  to  other 
testimony,  has  been  discovered  by  your  committee. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  submitted  that  a  certain  Charles  W, 
Buttz,  of  North  Dakota,  but  domiciled  in  Washington  since  December 
last,  where  he  has  been  engaged  as  a  lobbyist  and  claim  agent,  did,  on 
or  about  the  1st  of  April  oi  this  year,  at  the  house  of  Senator  Hunton, 
in  Warrenton,  Ya.,  during  the  absence  of  the  Senator,  say  to  his  soil 
Bppa  Hunton,  jr.,  that  he  would  pay  him  a  contingent  fee  of  $25,000 
if  he  would,  by  presenting  arguments  as  to  the  pending  tariff  Dill, 
induce  his  father,  Senator  Hunton,  to  vote  against  it. 

This  offer  was  declined  at  once  and  peremptorily  by  Eppa  Hunton, 
jr.,  as  set  forth  in  his  testimony,  and  the  whole  matter  was  communi- 
cated by  him  to  his  father.  Senator  Hunton  availed  himself  of  the 
first  opportunity  to  disclose  the  matter  to  certain  of  his  friends  in  the 
Senate,  as  appears  in  the  testimony,  and  was  in  no  other  way  con- 
nected with  the  transaction. 

It  is  also  established  by  the  testimony  that  the  same  Gharles  W. 
Buttz,  during  the  mouth  of  March  last  past,  approached  Senator  Kyle, 
of  South  Dakota,  with  a  proposition  that  $14,000  would  be  paid  to  him 
(Senator  Kyle)  if  he  would  vote  against  the  pending  tariff'  biU.  The 
said  Buttz,  when  making  this  proposition,  also  stated  to  Senator  Kyle 
that  the  money  was  in  the  hands  or  control  of  an  agent  of  certain  bank- 
ers and  capitalists  of  New  York  Oity,  and  that  the  money  was  in 
Washington. 

ao  BRI  ^^ 
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Senator  Kyle's  testimony  is  confirmed  by  that  of  Mr.  Dnncan  HcFar 
lane,  clerk  to  the  Gommittee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

Senator  Kyle  is  shown  by  the  testimony  to  have  commonicated  this 
interview  with  Bnttz,  and  the  offer  made  to  him,  to  several  Senators 
shortly  after  the  said  interview  took  place. 

Yonr  committee  are  abundantly  justified  in  stating  that  the  fBbcts 
above  recited  have  been  established  by  the  evidence,  notwithstanding 
the  denial  on  the  part  of  Gharles  W.  Buttz,  and  they  refer  the  Senate 
to  the  testimony  in  detail  in  support  of  this  finding. 

Your  committee  find  nothing  from  their  investigation  to  impeach,  in 
the  least  degree,  the  honor  or  character  of  Senators  Hunton  and  Kyle. 

There  is  no  evidence  to  show  the  truth  of  Mr.  Buttz's  statements 
to  Senatot  Kyle  tod  td  Mr.  Eppa  Huntoil,  jr.,  that  a  syndicate  dt 
bankers  and  caxntalists  had  raised  a  stun  of  money  to  be  used  fot  the 
purpose  of  defeating  the  pending  tariff  bill,  or  that  there  Was  an  agent 
of  such  a  syndicate  in  Washinc^n,  or  that  any  money  was  in  Wash- 
ington for  that  purpose.  Bnt^  denies  that  he  made  any  such  state- 
ment, or  that  he  had  or  has  any  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  sudi  § 
syndicate,  or  that  he  was  the  agent  or  representative  of  anyone.  He 
further  denies  that  he  had  any  monev  himself* 

I^  during  the  fhrther  prosecution  of  tlie  investigation  with  which  your 
committee  is  charged,  any  evidence  be  discovered  or  suggested  tending 
to  support  the  statements  made  to  Senator  Kyle^ortoMr.  MoFarlane,  or 
to  Mr.  Eppa  Hunton^jr.^  by  Gharles  W.  ButtK,  it  will  be  promptly  laid 
before  the  Senate,  tfntil  then  your  Gommittee  are  compelled,  ai>on  all 
the  evidence  submitted  to  them,  to  the  conclusion  that  the  statements 
Of  Gharles  W.  Buttz  are  wholly  untrustworthy. 

All  the  testimony  has  been  stenographioally  reported,  and  is  her^ 
with  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

Geo.  G^ttjLT. 
WiLLiAjf  LnaxsAt". 
Henby  Cabot  LoDOBi 
O.  K.  DjLTis. 
WiL  y.  AlXBH. 


53d  Congress,  )  SENATE.  (  Eepobt 

2d  Session.      ]  )  No.  467. 


Appendix  B. 
m  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Hat  29, 1894.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gbay,  from  the  Special  Gommittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 
Bribery,  etc.,  under  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  May  17, 189^  sub- 
mitted the  following 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  th^ 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows— 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  the  Snni  a  newspaper  published  in  New  Tork,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ingtariff  bill :  and 

Wliereas  it  lias  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  standf 
in  the  proposed  amenament  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Besolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  inyestigate  these 
oharg^s  and  to  inquire  ftirther  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secnie  or  defeat  legiBlation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

keeolved  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  fmprouerly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  maae  to  So  influence  legislation* 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  because 
of  the  matters  hereinafter  stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as 
follows: 

lu  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Capi- 
tol on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the 
examination  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
said  resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the 
matters  submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  24th  day 
of  May,  A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Elisha 
J.  Edwards,  who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness 
to  appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

He  was  shown  a  copy  of  The  Press,  a  newspaper  printed  and  pub- 
lished in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  of  the  date  of  May  14,  1894.  He 
stated  that  he  was  a  correspondent  of  that  pax>er,  and  that  a  certain 
letter  therein  contained,  signed  Holland,  was  written  and  sent  to  said 
paper  by  him. 
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Whereupon  the  following  proceedings  were  had: 

The  Chairman.  Yoa  say : 

"  Upon  one  ocoaeioD,  some  time  in  Febraary,  when  the  Finance  Committee  or  ths 
Democratic  members  of  it  were  in  perhaps  informal  session,  there  came  into  ths 
room,  unexpectedly  to  all  those  present  excepting  two  members,  none  other  than  ths 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle.  His  going  there  at  that  time  has  neTsr 
been  reported  until  this  writing  of  it.  He  went  secretly  and  came  away  secretly. 
His  Yisit  was  supposed  to  be  a  confidential  one.  It  was  a  confidence  not  imposed 
upon  one  member  of  that  committee,  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  now  to  make 
report  of  what  Mr.  Carlisle  said.  They  looked  upon  nim  as  speaking  not  so  much 
for  Mr.  Carlisle  as  for  the  administration.  He  did  not  say  that  he  came  from  the 
President,  but  when  he  had  finished  making  his  astonishing  statement  not  one  of 
those  who  heard  him  doubted  that  he  had  come  from  the  President  and  was  echoing 
the  President's  wishes  and  giving  emphasis  to  them  by  an  earnest  and,  for  him, 
excited  manner.  What  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance,  but  it  ia  aabstantislly 
accurate  as  it  was  reported  by  one  who  heard  it." 

You  say  from  remembrance.    Is  it  yours  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  Partly  mine  and  partly  my  informant's. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  to  say  that  you  heard  Mr.  Carlisle? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  what  he  said  is  quoted  from  remembrance? 

Mr.  Edwards.  My  remembrance  of  what  my  informant  said. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  your  informant? 

Mr.  Edwards.  That,  I  suppose,  I  shall  have  to  decline  to  answer.  I  do  it  with  the 
utmost  respect  to  the  committee  and  the  Senate.  The  information  was  given  to  me 
under  obligations  of  the  highest  confidence  by  the  one  who  entailed  that  obligation, 
60  that  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  reveal  his  name. 

After  the  above-detailed  proceedings  were  had  the  witness  requested 
time  in  which  to  consult  counsel;  which  request  was  granted. 

That  on  the  afternoon  of  the  same  day,  the  24th  of  May,  1894,  the 
witness  reappeared  before  the  committee  and  asked  a  iiirther  indul- 
gence, on  the  ground  that  he  had  been  unable  as  yet  to  consult  with 
his  counsel. 

Whereupon  the  witness  was  further  examined,  as  will  appear  by  the 
stenographer's  report  herewith  submitted. 

That  on  the  25th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1894,  the  witness,  Edwards, 
reappeared  before  the  committee,  accompanied  by  his  counsel,  when 
the  committee,  through  their  chairman,  prox>ounded  to  the  witness 
the  following  questions : 

Now,  Mr.  Edwards,  when  you  left  the  room  on  yesterday  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  consulting  your  counsel  and  making  up  your  mind,  after  having  consulted  aim, 
whether  you  would  answer  the  question  that  was  propounded  to  you  by  the  com- 
mittee, which  question  was,  ''Who  gave  you  the  information  upon  which  yon  made 
the  statement  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Carlisle,  made  a  secret  visit 
to  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  some  time  in  February,  and 
whUe  there  made  a  certain  appeal  to  themf ''  all  of  which  was  read  to  you  as  from 
your  letter  to  the  Phildelphia  rress,  published  May  14, 1894.  The  question  is  now 
repeated. 

whereupon  the  witness,  by  his  counsel,  filed  the  following  objections  to  answenng 
said  question : 

First.  That  the  question  relates  to  a  subject  that  was  not  referred  to  the  commit* 
tee,  as  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which  the  committee  is  acting  shows  on 
its  tBMe,  Second.  That  the  resolution  does  not  show  on  its  face  that  it  is  intended 
for  any  purpose  of  legislation,  or  with  regard  to  any  matter  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Senate  to  inquire  into.  Third.  Tnat  the  question  has  no  relevancy  to  the 
Jurisdiction  that  the  Senate  has  to  punish  its  members  for  disorderly  conduct,  nor 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  compel  the  attendance  of  absent  members,  nor 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  determine  as  to  the  election  or  qualification  of 
its  own  members,  nor  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Senate  to  try  cases  of  impeachment 
Those  are  the  only  matters  in  wliich  the  Senate  has  power  to  compel  a  witness  to 
testify,  if  the  result  of  his  refusal  places  him  in  contempt.  Fourth.  That  the  qnes- 
tion  solicits  information  that  is  utterly  unnecessary.  It  is  important  for  the  com* 
mittee,  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  the  truth  of  the  nllegeil  charge,  to  ascertain 
who  informed  dIt.  Eidwatda.  The  question 'before  the  committee  is,  whether  tlie 
charge  ia  true  or  lalse,  not  ^Vo  ^vi^Wift  VEi^^Toi^^^^u^    As  to  whether  it  Is  tras  tf 
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fiilise,  the  information  can  be  obtained  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treaenry  and  from 
the  members  of  the  Finance  Conmiittee.  Suppose  they  admit  it,  it  would  not  be 
necessary  to  get  the  name  of  the  informant ;  if  they  deny  it,  it  woald  be  equally 
unnecessary.  An  answer  to  the  question  may  have  a  tendency  to  bring  about  crim- 
inal proceedings  against  the  witness.  Fifth.  Being  a  newspaperman,  the  witness  is 
under  honorable  obligations  not  to  disclose  the  source  of  his  information,  because  if 
he  violated  that  obligation  of  honor  it  would  degrade  him  in  the  estimation  not  only 
of  members  of  his  own  profession,  bat  of  the  entire  community. 

The  said  several  objections  were  overruled  by  the  committee,  and 
thereapon  the  following  further  proceedings  were  had: 

Mr.  Edwauds.  I  shall  have  to  foUow  the  advice  given  by  my  counsel,  and  for  the 
reasons  set  forth  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chai  KMAN.  We  ask  you  again  who  was  your  informant  that  Mr.  Carlisle,  after 
having  made  that  statement,  turned  and  left  the  committee  room,  going  alv^ay  with 
that  secrecy  with  which  he  came,  but  before  he  did  so  signified  his  willingness  him- 
self to  prepare  an  amendment  which  he  thought  would  be  £air  to  the  Government 
and  yet  be  just  to  the  sugar  interests? 

Mr.  Edwards.  As  I  stated  yeslerday. 

The  Chairman.  An  you  decline  to  answer? 

Mr.  Edwards.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  when  the  bill  was  before  the  sub- 
committee of  the  Finance  Cfommittee  of  the  Senate  some  of  the  officers  and  managers 
of  the  sugar  trust  established  themselves  in  Washington,  being  in  New  York  a  part  of 
the  time  and  in  Washington  at  frequent  intervals:  that  upon  one  occasion  there 
were  gathered  in  a  room  in  a  Washington  hotel  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Senator  Brice,  Sena- 
tor Smith,  of  New  Jersey,  Brice's  Terrill,  and  one  other  man,  whose  name  it  may  be 
worth  while  to  withhold  for  the  present? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer? 

Mr.  Edwards.  For  the  same  reasons. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  your  informant  that  on  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Toorhees, 
the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  denied,  in  the  Senate,  that  any  amendments 
were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as  originally  reported  by  the  Finance  Committee^ 
the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as  prepared  by  Senator  «f oneS;  was  in  the  hands  of 
one  of  the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  And  you  decline  to  answer? 

Mr.  Edward^,  Under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  Who  informed  you  that  upon  the  Sunday  before  the  bill,  as  first 
reported,  was  sent  to  the  Senate  there  was  a  striking  illustration  of  the  absolute 
domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee ;  that  that  was  an  all-day  and  half-the-night  session  and  upon  the  Sabbath  day ; 
that  in  one  room  were  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee  and  in  one 
wing  of  the  Capitol  were  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust — Havemeyer  and  Terrill 
and  Meyer  and  Ben  Le  Fevre  and  others ;  that  these  men  sat,  as  the  rulers  of  a  political 
convention  sit,  in  a  place  apart,  and  yet  within  instant  communication  of  those  who  are 
to  act;  that  there  were  runnings  back  and  forth  between  the  finance  rooms  and  the 
quarters  occupied  by  the  trust  all  day ;  that  everything  had  been  arranged  up  to  the 
point  of  satisfying  the  Louisiana  Senators ;  that  even  the  trust  realized  it  was  necessary 
for  the  Democratic  party  to  placate  these  Louisiana  men,  or  else  there  would  surely 
be  two  votes  against  the  bUl ;  that  it  was  a  question  of  compromise,  each  side  giving  a 
little  and  taking  a  little;  that  at  one  time  it  seemed  as  if  the  whole  negotiation  must 
^o  to  pieces ;  that  never  was  there  more  desperate  battle  between  conflicting  interests 
in  the  committee  rooms  of  the  Capitol ;  that  at  last,  late  that  evening,  Senator  Caf- 
fery  drafted  a  schedule,  Mr.  Havemeyer  looking  over  his  shoulder  and  the  other 
members  of  the  sugar  trust  watching  the  Senator  with  eye^that  fairly  j[?littered,  as 
one  Senator  who  saw  that  spectacle  afterwanis  expressed  it;  that  it  wiis  a  crucial 
moment;  that  when  Senator  Cati'ery  had  finished  the  sugar  trust  read  his  draft, 
relnct-autly  accepted  it;  it  was  taken  to  the  room  of  the  Fiuauce  Committee,  and 
there  accepted? 

Mr.  Edwards.  The  same  informant. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  itf 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  decline  to  answer,  under  advice  of  counsel. 

The  testimony  of  the  said  witness  Edwards  is  hereto  attached,  and 
marked  exhibit  1. 

In  farther  x>erformance  of  their  duties  the  committee  on  the  24th  day 
of  May,  A.  D.  1894,  proceeded  to  examine  as  a  witness  onft  JqAxsl  ^ 
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Shriyer,  who  had  been  duly  subpcenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witnesai 
and  he  then  appeared  and  submitted  himself  to  be  examined  as  a  wit 
ness  before  the  committee,  and  after  being  duly  sworn  by  the  ohairman 
of  the  committee,  testified  that  he  was  a  correspondent  of  the  Mail  and 
Express,  a  newspaper  printed  and  published  in  the  city  of  Kew  York« 

A  copy  of  saia  newspaper,  dated  May  19, 1894,  was  shown  said  wit- 
ness, and  he  stated  that  he  wrote  the  article  or  letter  therein  contained, 
making  certain  allegations  which  are  properly  the  subject  of  inquiry 
by  the  committee. 

Whereupon  the  following  proceedings  were  had: 

The  Chairman.  In  it  yoa  say  (referring  to  the  article  aboye-mentioned) : 
"Just  here  it  may  be  well  to  give  a  litue  incident  in  the  proceedings  of  the  last 
few  -weeks  in  which  the  sugar  trust  has  taken  such  a  prominent  pan.    The  head- 

Suarters  of  the  officials  of  the  trust  have  been  in  a  certain  room  in  the  Axlingka 
[otel. 

"The  night  the  celebrated  demand  was  made  on  the  Democratic  Senators  that  the 
trust  must  be  cared  for  or  the  Wilson  bill  would  be  killed,  there  happened  to  be  in 
the  next  room  to  the  sugar  trust  parlor  a  wire  manufacturer  from  a  place  not  tu 
from  New  York.  He  had  come  to  Washington  to  try  to  induce  the  Senate  Finance 
Committee  to  change  its  schedule  in  which  he  was  interested,  andj  worn  out  with 
his  vain  attempts  to  secure  an  audience  with  the  Democratic  '  triumvirate'  in  ohai^ 
of  the  bill,  he  had  retired  to  his  room. 

''He  had  hardly  sought  his  bed  before  the  loud  talking  in  the  sugar-trust  parlor 
attracted  his  attention.  He  tried  to  sleep,  but  slumber  was  impossible.  The  voices 
next  door  grew  louder  and  more  violent  as  the  night  proceeded.  He  distinctly  dis- 
tinguished the  voices  of  several  Democratic  Senators  whom  he  knew,  and  idso  thoM 
of  the  sugar-trust  magnates.  It  was  nearly  morning  when  the  conference  broke  up 
and  the  wire-manufacturer  was  allowed  at  last  to  fall  asleep.  He  did  not,  however, 
remain  in  bed  long  after  the  sun  was  up,  because  what  he  had  heard  seemed  to  him 
too  good  news. 

''Bright  and  early  he  was  down  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel  aud  teUing  his  firiendi, 
among  them  a  couple  of  Congressmen,  that  he  knew  the  Wilson  bill  would  never 
pass.  He  made  no  secret  of  how  he  got  his  information,  and  even  told  the  names  of 
the  Senators  who  had  been  in  the  room  next  to  him  nearly  all  nisht.  The  wire- 
manufacturer  did  not  linger  about  Washington,  but  returned  to  his  nome  fuUy  sat- 
isfied that  there  was  no  use  for  his  remaining  any  longer  to  see  the  Democratic 
Finance  Committee." 

That  is  in  your  letter.  Do  yon,  of  your  own  knowledge,  know  the  facts  therein 
stated  f 

Mr.  Shriyer.  The  story  was  told  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  first  ask  you,  do  you,  of  your  own  knowledge^  know  the  fwti 
therein  stated  f 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  No. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  your  authority  for  that  statement? 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  A  Congressman,  member  of  the  House. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  tell  you  thisf 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  Yes:  that  he  was  told  by  this  wire  manufacturer. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  Congressman's  namef 

Mr.  Shiuvkr.  I  am  requested  by  the  Congressmi^n  not  to  reveal  it. 

The  Chairman.  But  we  want  you  to  reveal  it. 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  He  has  requested  me  not  to  do  it.  He  gave  me  the  story  for  pnbli- 
oation,  never  thinking  anything  would  come  of  it.  When  I  spoke  to  him  about 
having  been  spoken  to  by  members  of  the  committee  in  regard  to  it,  he  said  he  did 
not  wish  to  be  brought  into  the  matter,  and  requested  me  not  to  give  his  name. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  wire  manufacturer  f 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  Tes. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  his  namef 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  The  Congressman  does  not  desire  me  to  give  that  either. 

Senator  Davis.  This  investigation  is  predicated  on  this  article.  Ton  have  bo 
excuse  not  to  disclose  these  names,  legal  excuse,  except  that  it  will  criminate  yoo. 
I  do  not  understand  yon,  to  put  your  hesitation  to  answer  upon  the  ground  that  yon 
"V^ill  be  criminating  yourself 

Mr.  Shrivbr.  Not  at  all.  But  it  is  this :  A  newspaper  man  considers  when  infom** 
tlon  is  given  to  him  in  confidence  he  should  not  violate  the  oonfidenoa. 
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The  Chairman.  Yoa  say :  <'  There  are  a  namber  of  Senators  who  will  be  glad  if  this 
ipvestigation  should  fail,  simply  because  then  they  could  charge  the  correspondents 
with  cironlatinff  scandalous  reports  and  have  another  chance  to  denounce  the  preaa 
upon  the  floor  or  the  Senate.  But  if  the  newspaper  men  are  giyen  a  chance  to  tell  idl 
they  know  some  interesting  developments  will  be  made." 

Did  you  write  that? 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes.  You  know  when  a  newspaper  man  is  to}d  a  thing  he  i$  gen* 
erally  supposed  to  hold  the  confidence  of  the  man.  t  have  been  a  newspaper  cor- 
respondent in  Washington  for  ten  vears.  I  think  I  hold  the  confidence  oi  a  good 
many  members,  because  I  never  violated  their  confidence.  I  think  there  are  things, 
if  I  should  give  my  authority,  at  times  it  would  lessen  me  in  their  opinion  and  pre- 
vent me  carrying  on  my  business.  And  this  is  a  case  where  I  have  requested  tJie 
Congressman  to  use  his  name,  and  he  declines  to  allow  me  to  do  it. 

After  the  proceedings  above  detailed,  the  witness  (Shriver)  requested 
time  in  which  to  consult  connsel.  That  on  the  25th  day  of  May,  A.  D. 
1894,  the  witness  reappeared  before  the  committee,  and  announced  that 
he  had  consulted  counsel,  and  the  following  proceedings  were  had : 

The  Chairman.  Then  yon  definitely  decline  this  mominjif  to  tell  the  committee 
who  it  was  told  you  the  story  that  was  published  by  you  in  the  Mail  and  Expreasy 
in  its  issue  of  Saturday  last,  and  to  which  your  attention  was  directed  on  yester- 
day? 

Mr.  Shbiver.  I  do  at  present,  because  I  have  been  asked  not  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  Then  you  do  definitely  decline  f 

Mr.  Shrivkr.  Yes;  I  decline  because  I  have  not  seen  n^y  counsel  within  two  honrsi 
and  he  advised  me  to  decline  until  I  had  seen  him. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  decline,  also,  to  give  the  name  of  the  person  who  was 
allnded  to  in  that  letter  as  the  wire  manufacturer  f 

Mr.  Shriver.  Yes;  I  do. 

The  testimony  of  the  witness  Shriver  by  question  and  answer  is 
hereto  attached,  and  marked  exhibit  No.  2. 

The  subxKBnas  by  which  said  witnesses  were  commanded  to  appear 
and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid, 
together  with  the  certificate  of  service  thereof,  are  hereto  attached,  ana 
marked  exhibits  3  and  4,  respectively. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  each  of 
said  witnesses  was  a  proper  question,  and  x>ertinent  to  the  question 
under  inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the 
examination  ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  each  of 
said  witnesses  is  in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with 
for  his  misconduct;  and  that  each  of  said  witnesses,  by  his  various 
refusals  to  answer  the  questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the 
provisions  of  that  certain  act  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  pro- 
vided, being  chapter  7  of  the  Bevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States, 
which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

Sec.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who,  havinj^  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers 
upoB  any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either 
aonae  of  Congress,  willfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to 
answer  any  €|uestion  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dol- 
hmi  nor  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  Jail  for  not 
less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Skc.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress,  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  hjui  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Ssc.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shaU  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  GoluiB- 
bia,  whose  duty  it  shaU  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  Jury  for  their  aotioa. 
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Wherefore,  the  committee  report  and  request  that  the  President  of  the 
Senate  certify  as  to  each  witness  his  aforesaid  failure  to  testify  and  hi« 
aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  facts  herein,  under  the  seal  d 
the  Senate,  to  the  XT.  S.  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  the  end  that  each  of  said  witnesses  may  be  proceeded  against  in 
manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 

Geo.  Gray. 

William  Lindsay. 

O.  K.  Davis. 

H.  0.  Lodge. 

William  V.  Allen. 
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JuinB  12, 1894.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  GbaT|  from  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  foUo^ys: 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  the  Son,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  indnce  them  to  Yote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  biU:  and 

Whereas  it  nas  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspai>er  pnb- 
lished  in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amenciment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Beaoived,  That  a  committee  of  nye  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  su^ar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

liesolved  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  because 
of  the  matters  hereinafter  stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as 
follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Capi- 
tol on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the  exam- 
ination of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  lirst  paragraph  of  the  said 
resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the  matters 
submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  8th  day  of  June, 
A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Elverton  E.  Chap- 
man, who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

After  certain  testimony  had  been  given  by  him  his  examination  was. 
at  his  request,  continued  until  the  9th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1894,  at 
which  date  he  appeared,  and  the  testimony  of  the  said  Elverton  R. 
Chapman  having  been  resumed,  the  following  proceedings  were  had 
before  the  committee,  and  he  was  asked  the  following  questions,  to 
which  questions  he  made  the  following  answers  and  refiis<als  to  answer: 

The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  were  asked  yesterday  whether 
your  firm  is  a  large  dealer  in  sugar  stock,  and  you  were  told  by  Sena- 
tor Davis  that  in  connection  with  this  question,  which  was  to  be  con- 
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siderod  as  pi^liminary  to  inquiry  of  the  witness  into  dealings  he  or  bis 
firm  may  have  had  in  sagar  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  present 
tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  in  which  dealings  Senators  were,  or  are,  directly 
or  indirectly  interested.  That  was  the  question  in  regard  to  which  you 
said  yesterday  that  you  would  like  before  ans\Yering  to  consider.  What 
do  you  say  this  morning  in  answer  to  that  question  already  put,  and  I 
put  it  to  you  again  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  reference  to  the  first  part  of  the  inquiry,  as  it 
is  matter  of  public  notoriety  among  our  associate  members  of  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange,  I  state  that  we  have  handled  large  quantities 
of  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company  during  the  pend- 
ency of  this  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  bought  and  sold? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Bought  and  sold.  Perhaps  is  better  bought  and  sold 
than  handled. 

The  Chairman.  Were  any  of  those  transactions  in  sugar  stock  or 
certificates,  so  called,  transactions  in  which  any  Senators  of  the  United 
States  were  interested,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  during  the  pend- 
ency of  the  present  tariff  bill,  or  th^  consideration  of  the  present  tariff 
bill? 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  all  due  respect  to  this  honorable  committee,  I 
decline  to  answer  that  question  or  any  question  relating  to  the  bi^ainess 
of  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  of  which  I  am  a  partner. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  finished  your  answer? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  You  have?  Do  you  decline  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion on  the  ground  that  its  answer  may  tend  in  any  way  to  criminate 
yourself  or  expose  you  to  a  criminal  prosecution  of  any  kind  whatever! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question  for  the  reason  that 
we  are  brokers,  and  as  such  are  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying, 
selling,  and  carrying  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  securities  dealt  in  on  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  for  the  account  of  our  customers,  who  are 
the  principals.  In  transactions  we  are  simply  their  agents,  and  as  such 
have  neither  a  moral  nor  a  legal  right  to  divulge  the  details  of  business 
with  which  we  are  intrusted.  Our  relations  with  our  clients  are  those 
of  the  closest  confidence,  and  should  we  violate  this  confidence,  even  at 
the  demand  of  this  honorable  committee,  we  should  justly  forfeit  the 
respect  of  those  upon  whom  we  must  depend  for  our  business. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  given  a  reason  for  declining  to  answer  the 
question  before  the  last.  My  last  question  was  whether  you  decline  to 
answer  for  the  reason  that  an  answer  might  expose  you  to  criminal 
prosecution  or  tend  to  expose  you  to  such  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  for  that  reason. 

Senator  LoDaE.  You  decline  to  answer  for  the  reason  that  you  have 
)nst  stated? 

The  Chairman.  And  not  for  the  reason  that  I  have  just  asked? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  summoned  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee as  a  witness,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  And  you  appear  pursuant  to  that  summons? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  are  asked  whether  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley  have  bought  or  sold  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks 
daring  the  montli  oi  ¥eb\\3Lax^^  1894^  and  after  the  first  day  of  that 
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month,  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Dayis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &;  Schley  during  the  month 
of  March,  1894,  hjought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  during  the  month 
of  April,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  ibr  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  during  the  month 
of  May,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  during  the  month 
of  June,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  at  present  carrying 
any  sugar  stock  for  the  benefit  of  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect 
of  any  United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Daves.  Mr.  Chapman,  has  your  attention  been  called  to,  and 
have  you.  considered,  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of  theEevised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  upon  the  subject  of  refusal  of  a  witness  to  answer 
a  question  pertinent  to  the  inquiry  when  addressed  to  him  by  a  com- 
mittee duly  authorized  to  investigate? 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  a  general  way.  yes. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  read  the  statute? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  read  it. 

Senator  Davis.  I  show  you  the  sections  to  which  I  refer.  Just  cast 
your  eye  over  them. 

Mr.  Chapman  (after  reading).  I  have  now  read  the  statute. 

Senator  Davis.  After  reading  that  statute,  do  you  still  persist  in 
your  refusal  to  answer  the  sever^  questions  which  have  been  addressed 
to  you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  Hon.  Nelson  W.  Aldrich  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island,  now  engaged  in  dis- 
charging his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  has  been  since  the 
1st  of  February,  1894.  You  may  state  if  he  has  purchased  or  sold  any 
sugar  stock,  such  as  are  menitoned  in  this  resolution,  through  your 
firm  during  the  period  I  have  mentioned.  I  speak  of  the  period  from 
the  Ist  day  of  Februjiry,  1894,  to  the  present  mpment,  during  all  which 
time  the  tariff  bill  has  been  under  discussion  in  tlie  Senate. 

Mr,  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer*  William  Y.  Allen  is  a 
United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Kebraska,  and  has  be^n  dur- 
ing this  period.  You  may  state  if  during  that  time  he  bought  or  sold, 
or  had  been  concerned  in  buying  or  selling,  sugar  stocks  through  your 
firm. 
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Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  want  to  state  to  you,  in  connection  with  this  qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  I  am  the  William  V.  Allen  whose  name  is 
embraced  in  the  preceding  qnestion,  and  I  give  yon  full  liberty,  and 
make  personal  request  of  you,  to  testify  before  this  committee  if  I  have 
had  any  business  transaetions  with  your  trm  or  through  your  firm  in 
the  purchase  or  ssde  of  sugar  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  during  that 
period.  I  hope  you  will  waive  your  privilege,  as  you  look  at  it,  to  that 
extent. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  The  Hon.  William  B. 
Allison  is  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  has 
been  daring  the  period  1  have  mentioned.  State  whether  he  has  been 
concerned  in  buying  or  selling  any  sugar  stocks  during  the  i>eriod  I 
have  mentioned.  I  am  going  to  take  you  through  the  list  of  these 
names,  and  you  may  answer  as  rapidly  as  I  can  proceed  with  them. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  in  reference  to  Hon. 
William  B.  Bate,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  with  reference  to 
Hon.  James  H.  Berry,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  C.  S.  Blackburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Ohio,  you  have  testified  about.  Hon.  Matthew  C.  Butler  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  I  ask  you  the  same 
question  with  reference  to  him. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  same  question  with  reference  to  Hon.  Donel- 
sen  Caffery,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wilkinson  Call,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Johnson  1^.  Camden,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Donald  Cameron,  a  United  States 
Senator  form  the  State  sf  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  M.  Carey,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  E.  Chandler,  a  United  Stites 
Senator  from  the  State  of  iNTew  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Francis  M.  Cockrell,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Richard  Coke,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Shelby  M.  Oollom,  a  CTnited  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  W.  Daniel|  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Coshman  K.  Davis,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota.  He  is  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, and  may  speak  for  himself. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  I  request  and  insist  that  yon  answer 
that  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  wish  to  put  me  in  the  position  of  appearing 
to  have  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  through  your  firm? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not;  I  simply  decline  upon  general  principles. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Nathan  F.  Dixon,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  N.  Dolph,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Fred  T.  Dubois,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  J.  Faulkner,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  P.  Frye,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Jacob  H.  Gallinger,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Z.  George,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  H.  Gibson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  Gordon,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Arthur  P.  Gorman,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator fr*om  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  Gray,  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  I  make  the  same  request  that  Senator  Davis  did, 
cind  ask  and  insist  that  you  answer  the  question  so  fiEur  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eugene  Hale,  United  States  Senator  from 
tJie  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  ansi^er. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Henry  0.  Hansbrongb,  IJnited  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Isham  O.  Harris,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Bon.  Joseph  B.  Hawley,  a  IJnited  States  Sen* 
ator  from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decliDe  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Anthony  Higgins,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  B.  Hill,  a  IJnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  F.  Hoar,  a  IJnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eppa  Honton,  a  IJnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  J.  L.  M.  Irby,  a  IJnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  w  answer. 

Senator  Allbn.  Also  Hon.  James  E.  Jones,  a  IJnited  States  Senatar 
from  the  State  of  Arkansas? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  F.  Jones,  a  IJnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Nevada  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  H.  Kyle,  a  IJnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Dakota  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  t 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  Lindsay,  a  Fnited  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  who  is  also  a  member  of  this  oommittee, 
and  who,  I  am  well  satisfied,  would  desire  you  to  make  any  statement 
concerning  him  if  he  were  present.  He  is  detained  from  the  committee 
by  sickness. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  also  decline  to  answer  as  to  him. 

Senator  Allen^  Also  Hon.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodqe.  I  request  and  insist,  Mr.  Chapman,  as  Mr.  Gray  and 
Mr.  Dayis  have  done,  that  you  reply  whether,  directly  or  indirectly,  I 
have  dealt  through  your  firm  in  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  kind  of 
stocks? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  may  assume  that  that  request  is  made  and 
urged  upon  you,  Mr.  Chapman,  by  every  member  of  the  committee, 
collectively  and  individually.  Also  Hon.  James  McMillan,  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  McPherson,  a  IJnited  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Few  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  F.  Manderson,  a  United  Statei 
Senator  &om  tlie  Btat^  oi  ^^T^>iAi« 
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Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Martin,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  AIjLBN.  Also  Hon.  Soger  Q.  Mills,  a  United  States  SenatoJ^ 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Ohaphak.  I  decline  to  atiswer. 

Senator  Axlen.  Also  Hon.  John  L.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  H.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  T.  Morgan,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapkan.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Justin  S.  Morrill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Ohafmak.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  Mnrphy,  Jr.,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Ghaphan.  I  decline  to  uiswer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  M.  Palmer,  a  Uhited  States  Sena^ 
tor  from  the  State  of  Hlinois. 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  deoliile  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Samuel  Pasco,  a  United  States  Benatof 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mt«  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wm.  A.  Peffer,  a  United  States  Beiiato# 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 

M^4  Chapman*  I  decline  to  andwer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  0.  Perkins,  a  United  States  Ben« 
ator  from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  E.  F.  Pettigrew,  a  United  States  Sen» 
tor  from  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Orville  H.  Piatt,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Thomas  C.  Power,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Montana. 

Mr;  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eedfield  Proctor,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  L.  Pugh,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor frt>m  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Matthew  S.  Quay,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapsiian.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Matt  W.  Bansom,  a  United  States  Sen»» 
tor  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer* 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  N.  Boach,  h  (Jnited  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  North  Dakota, 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Sherman,  a  United  States  Senator 
fkom  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  L.  Shonp,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Smith,  Jr.,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Watson  C.  Squire,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Washington. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  M.  Stewart,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  Nevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  M.  Teller,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  Torpie,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  G.  Vest,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  F.  Vilas,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Daniel  W.  Voorhees,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Lbr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  D.  Washburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  D.  White,  formerly  United 
States  Senator  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Senator  Jarvis,  of  the  State  of  NorA 
Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  McLaurin,of  theStateof  Mississipii 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Kewton  0.  Blanchard,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Stephen  M.  White,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  F.  Wilson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  O.  Woloott,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  Patton  of  the  State  of  Michigan, 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Dayis.  Also  Senator  Stockbridge,  of  Michigan,  recently 
deceased. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  Mr.  Chapman,  I  understand  yon  to  refuse  to 
testify  anything  whatever  concerning  any  dealings  your  firm  may  have 
had  for  or  on  account  of  any  of  the  persons  whose  names  we  have  men- 
tioned! 

Mr.  Chapman,  i  do. 

Senator  Allen.  As  dealers  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks, 
pending  the  present  tariff  bill,  since  February  1, 1894,  to  the  present 
timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  And  also  as  to  whether  any  of  the  persons  named 
have  had  any  dealings  or  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline. 

The  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to  appear  and 
testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid,  together 
with  certificate  of  service  thereof,  is  hereto  attached  and  marked 
Exhibit  A» 

BXHIBIT  A. 
United  States  of  Ambhiga.— Conoress  of  the  United  States. 

To  E.  R.  Chapman,  !Sew  York  City,  greeting: 

PuTsaant  to  lawful  authority,  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  forthwith 
before  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  appointed  under  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate  of  May  17,  1894^  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges 
and  Elections,  then  and  there  to  testify  what  you  may  know  relative  to  the  sub- 
ject-matters under  consideration  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
such  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  Richard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant- at- Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
serve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  6  day  of  June,  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Geo.  Gray, 
Chairman  Special  Committee. 

Senate  of  the  United  States, 

Office  of  the  SergeanUai-Arme, 

I  do  appoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  subpoena,  and  to 
exercise  all  the  an^ority  in  relation  thereto  with  which  I  am  vested  by  the  within 
order. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
iSergeant-aUArms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  7, 1894. 

I  made  service  of  the  within  subpoena  through  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Layton,  on  the 
within-named  E.  R.  Chapman,  No.  80  Broadway,  at  New  York  City,  at  10  o'clock  a. 
nu,  on  the  7th  day  of  Jane,  1894. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeant- at' ArvM  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

i'oor  committee  farther  report  that  daring  said  examination  the  said 
witness,  Elverton  B.  Ohapman,  refased  and  declined  to  answer  sandry 
other  pertinent  questions,  duly  and  properly  put  to  him,  as  manifestly 
appears  from  a  Ml  copy  of  all  of  his  testimony  taken  before  said  com- 
mittee and  of  all  proceedings  had  in  connection  therewith,  which  copy 

40BBI 
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is  hereto  annexed  and  is  hereby  made  a  part  of  this  report,  as  fally  aa 
if  it  were  incorporated  therein.    (Exhibit  B.) 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  pnt  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  qaestion  and  pertinent  to  the  qaestion  nnder 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  U 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
act  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  chapter  7  of 
the  Bevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

Sec.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Eyery  person  who,  haying  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papen 
upon  any  matter  under  iuquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either 
House  of  Congress,  wiUfulIy  makes  default,  or  who,  haying  appeared,  reAises  to 
answer  any  (question  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deemed 
ffuilty  of  a  mLsdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dol- 
lars nor  less  than  one  hundred  doUars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  JaU  for  not 
less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper  respecting  which  he  shaU  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Sec.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  sod 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fact  nnder 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colam- 
bia,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate,  and  to  the  end  that 
the  President  of  the  Senate  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid  fail- 
ure to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  facts 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  XT.  S.  district  attorney  for  die 
District  of  Columbia,  in  order  that  said  witness  may  be  proceeded 
against  in  manner  and  form.provlded  by  law. 

Geo.  Gray, 
William  Lindsay, 
0.  K.  Davis, 
Henry  Cabot  Lodge, 
Wm.  V.  Allen, 

Cammittee. 


ADDITIONAL  EEPORT  OF  ME.  ALLEN,  OP  THE  COMMITTEE. 

In  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  regarding 
the  witness,  E.  B.  Chapman,  I  think  he  ought  to  be  brought  to  the  bar 
of  the  Senate  and  required  to  purge  himself  of  the  contempt  of  which 
he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily  punished  for  a  refusal  to  do  so.  I  there- 
fore recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by  the  Senate: 

"  Whereas,  E.  E.  Chapman,  a  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  summoned 
by  a  select  committee  of  the  Senate,  and  being  lawfully  required  to 
testify  before  said  committee,  has,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  said 
committee,  refused  to  answer  pertinent  and  material  questions  pro- 
pounded to  him  by  said  committee :  Therefore, 

^^Besolvedy  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due 
form  under  his  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  directed  to  the  Se^ 
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geant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate,  commanding  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and 
bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of  said  £.  B.  Gbapman,  to 
show  caase  why  he  shoald  not  be  punished  for  contempt,  and  in  the 
meantime  to  keep  the  said  Chapman  in  custody  to  await  the  further 
order  of  the  Senate.'' 
BespectfuUy  submitted* 

Wm.  V,  Allen, 


Exhibit  B. 

SWOEV  STATEMEHT  OF  ELVEETON  R.  CHAPMAV. 

Senator  Lodge,  Mr.  Chapman,  you  live  in  New  York! 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  so. 
Senator  Lodge.  Your  business  t 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  a  banker  and  broker. 
Senator  Lodge.  What  is  your  firm! 
Mr.  Chapman.  The  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley. 
The  Chaibman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firm? 
Mr.  Chapman.  I  am,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Philadelphia 
Press  of  May  14th,  the  following  statement  appears: 

On  the  very  day  that  Mr.  Yoorhees,  the  chairman  of  the  Finanoe  Committee,  denied 
in  the  Senate  that  any  amendments  were  proposed  to  the  Senate's  bill  as  orlginaUy 
reported  by  the  Finance  Committee,  the  list  of  some  400  amendments,  as  prepared 
by  Senator  Jones,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  members  of  the  brokerage  firm  of 
Moore  &,  Schley.  He  had  not  arisen  when  it  was  placed  in  his  hands.  He  was  in 
bed,  for  it  was  early  morning.  He  sat  np  in  bed  and  read  these  amendments,  con- 
spicuons  amonff  them  being  the  final  determination  regarding  the  sugar  schedole. 
So  that  while  tne  Senate,  the  House,  and  the  country  not  only  Knew  nothing  of  these 
amendments,  but  were  assured  by  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee  that 
tiiiere  were  none,  Senator  Brice's  brokers  had  a  copy  of  the  amended  bill  and  the 
privilege,  which  was  denied  eyen  to  the  chairman  of  the  Finanoe  CommitteOi  of 
leading  them. 

Do  yon  know  anything  in  regard  to  that  statement  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Were  any  snch  amendments  given  you  before  they 
appeared  in  public  t 

Mr.  Ohapman.  They  were  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  you  know  of  any  member  of  your  firm  receiving 
themt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  there  a  member  of  your  firm  in  Washington  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  There  is  not,  except  myself. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  you  have  no  house  here,  no  branch  house 
here. 

Mr.  Chapman.  We  have  a  correspondent  here,  but  no  member  of 
the  firm  is  located  in  Washington. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  what  I  mean.  TSo  partner  of  Moore  & 
Scbley  lives  in  Washington.  Is  the  statement  that  you  are  Senator 
Brice's  brokers  trnet 

Mr.  Chapman.  We  have  at  times  done  business  for  Senator  Brice. 

Senator  Lodge.  So  far  as  you  know,  no  member  of  your  firm  and  no 
one  in  your  employment  had  an  advance  copy  of  these  amendments! 

Mr.  Chapman.  N0|  so  far  as  I  know. 
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Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  suggestion  that  such  was  the 
case  except  in  this  newspaper  paragraph? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  did  not,  and  I  might  add  that  I  do  not  believe  it  to 
be  true. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  any  fact  out  of  which  that  story  could 
have  grown  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  writer  of  that  story  was  Mr.  Edwards.  He  has 
been  before  the  committee.    I  will  quote  from  his  testimony: 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

''Here  we  know  that  the  brokers  with  whom  Senator  Brice  has  been  accnstomed 
to  commit  his  speculative  interests  have  been  very  large  purchasers  of  sugar,  and  we 
know  also  that  these  brokers  had  inside  information  as  to  the  action  of  the  Senate 
upon  the  sugar  schedule/' 

You  say  you  know.     How  do  you  knowf 

Mr  Edwards.  Everybody  knew  that  Moore  &  Schley,  of  New  York,  the  broken 
with  whom  Senator  Brice  has,  by  common  report  and  common  understanding,  dealt 
in  all  his  business,  were  the  largest  operators  in  sugar. 

The  Chai^iman.  Do  you  know  that  yourself  f 

Mr.  Edwards.  I  do  not  know  it  legally. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  it  by  public  report! 

Mr.  Edwards.  As  a  matter  of  public  understanding  on  the  stock  exchange. 

The  Chairman.  And  no  other  way? 

Mr.  Edwards.  No  other  way. 

Is  that  statement  correct,  that  you  have  been  very  large  purchasers 
of  sugar,  or  had  very  large  dealings  in  sugar  stock  during  the  last  six 
months? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  desire  to  say  to  the  committee  that  I  resxMuded 
promptly  to  the  subpcena  served  upon  me  yesterday  and  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  consulting  counsel  in  regard  to  my  testimony  before  this 
committee,  and  before  answering  any  questions  relating  to  the  business 
affairs  of  my  firm  I  would  ask  the  courtesy  of  the  committee  for  a  post- 
ponement of  my  examination  upon  those  points  until  I  can  have  oppor- 
tunity to  consult  with  counsel. 

The  Chairman.  You  wish  to  consult  counsel  with  reference  to  obtain- 
ing a  knowledge  of  what  they  think  your  rights  may  be  in  regard  to 
answering  the  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir.  I  desire  to  ascertain  or  take  legal  counsd 
upon  the  question  of  the  right  of  this  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
business  of  my  firm. 

Senator  Lindsay.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  am  willing  to  concede 
that  you  may  not  be  bound  to  answer  as  to  the  general  business  of 
your  firm  in  which  the  public  have  no  interest,  but  I  wish  to  know 
whether  you  also  desire  to  have  counsel  as  to  whether  or  not  you  will 
answer  questions  that  relate  to  the  transactions  of  Senators  in  baying 
and  selling  sugar  stocks  during  the  time  the  tarifi;'  bill  has  been  under 
consideration  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  I  think,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  request  is  a  proper  one. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand  this  witness  thor- 
oughly;  therefore  I  will  put  him  this  question.  Do  you  desire  to  con- 
fine your  consultation  witii  your  counsel  to  the  question  whether  yon 
are  compelled  to  disclose  the  names  of  Senators  who  may  have  specu- 
lated in  sugar  stocks  pending  this  tariff  bill  through  your  firm  as  their 
brokers! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes.  I  would  like  to  ascertain  from  counsel  generally 
to  what  extent  I  should  go  in  disclosing  any  of  the  business  of  iny  flns 
before  this  committee. 
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Senator  Allen.  And  more  especially  with  reference  to  disclosing 
transactions  of  Senators  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  Chapman.  That,  of  course,  would  be  embraced  in  the  inquiry. 

The  Chairman  (at  the  request  of  Senator  Lodge).  The  resolution 
under  which  we  are  acting  is  as  follows: 

Sesolvedf  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
char>;eB  ('referring  to  certain  charges  in  the  newspapers)  and  inquire  further  whether 
any  Senator  has  been  or  is  speculating  in  what  is  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the 
consideration  of  the  taritf  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Lodge.  Under  that  inquiry  which  has  just  been  read,  and 
in  pursuit  of  it,  I  asked  you,  Mr.  Chapman,  whether  the  statement 
made  in  the  newspaper  that  your  firm  had  been  very  large  purchasers 
of  sugar  stock  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  was  true,  and  I 
understand  that  you  decline  to  answer  that  question  until  yoy  have 
had  opportunity  to  consult  your  counsel.  You  request  to  be  allowed 
not  to  answer  until  you  have  had  opportunity  to  consult  your  counsel. 
That  is  correct! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  stated  that  before  answering  any  question  relating 
to  our  business  I  would  prefer  to  have  opportunity  to  consult  counsel, 
and  that  request  is  a  general  one  as  to  all  questions.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  would  be  any  objection  on  my  part  to  answering  the  ques- 
tion that  you  have  just  propounded,  alone.  Assuming  that  that  was  to 
be  followed  by  other  questions  that  would  relate  to  the  operations  of 
our  house,  I  desired,  at  the  outset,  to  make  that  request.  I  did  not  know 
what  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  would  be  and  had  no  opportunity  to  con- 
sult counsel  in  regard  to  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Precisely.  The  chairman  has  read  the  resolution 
and  stated  to  you  the  scope  of  the  inquiry.  My  only  purpose  in  refer- 
ring to  it  was  to  bring  us,  if  possible,  to  the  precise  point  on  which  you 
desired  to  consult  counsel;  whether  you  desired  to  consult  counsel 
before  answering  any  question,  or  whether  you  desired  to  consult  coun- 
sel before  answering  this  particular  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Before  answering  any  questions  relating  to  our  busi- 
ness affairs.  I  have  already  answered  the  questions  relating  to  the  alle- 
gation that  we  had  advance  information  of  the  tariff  schedule.  As  you 
are  now  going  into  another  branch  of  the  inquiry  I  would  like,  betbre 
answering  any  question  in  regard  to  it,  to  consult  counsel. 

The  Chaibman.  You  wish  to  consult  counsel  before  answering  any 
question  as  to  your  private  business. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Just  before  the  meeting  of  the  committee  after  the 
recess  for  lunch  the  following  letter  was  handed  me  by  Senator  Brice, 
which  I  will  read: 

Senate  Chamber, 
Washington,  D,  C,  Junt  8, 1894. 
Hon.  George  Gray, 

Chairman,  U,  8,  Senate  Committee  of  Inveetigaiion : 

Sir  :  It  is  stated  in  the  newspapers  that  brokers  and  other  witnesses  as  to  transac- 
tions of  Senators  in  industrial  stocks  or  securities,  sn^ar  and  others,  have  been  sum- 
moned by  yoar  committee.  In  case  any  of  them  claim  any  privile;y;e,  this  is  to  say 
to  them  severaHy,  that  they  are  authorized  and  requested  to  answer  as  to  any  trans- 
actions of  or  for  me  or  any  of  my  family,  secretaries,  clerks,  agents,  or  enix)loy<^.s,  as 
to  any  transactions  in  sugar  or  other  industrial  stocks  since  March  4,  1891,  when  I 
eni;ered  the  Senate. 

During  that  period  I  have  not  been  interested^  directly  or  indirectly,  alone  or  with 
others,  either  for  investment  or  speculation,  or  in  the  results  of  either,  in  any  sugar 
or  other  industrial  stock  or  security  or  property ;  and  in  case  any  allegation  is  made 
by  any  one  as  to  me,  all  accounts  of  mine,  or  with  which  I  am  in  any  way  connected, 
ncludlng  my  private  accounts  in  my  own  charge  and  in  those  of  my  clerks,  viz,  G. 
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E.  GilUlandi  Wasbington:  Saml.  C.  Shortridge  and  W    E.  Findlay,  80  Broadway, 
New  York,  and  Chas.  M.  Hughes,  Lima,  Ohio,  and  the  accoants  of  my  brokers  in  Kei 


York,  Messrs.  Work,  Strong  &  Co.,  Moore  &.  Schley,  and  Latham,  Alexander  &  Co., 
and  of  any  other  broker  or  brokers,  are  open  to  you  or  to  any  one  authorized  by  yon 
to  examine  them,  and  I  hereby  request  and  require  each  of  tiiem  to  answer  fully. 
Respectfully, 

Calvin  S.  Brick. 

Now,  after  bearing  that  letter  which  has  been  addressed  to  the  com- 
mittee through  its  chairman,  do  yon,  so  far  as  Mr.  Brice  is  concerned, 
wish  still  to  consult  your  counsel  before  answering  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  understand  that  I  have  yet  been  asked  any 
question  concerning  Senator  Brice. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  I  will  ask  you,  then,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned, 
whether  during  the  pendency  of  the  present  tariff  bill  Senator  Brice 
has,  tntough  your  Arm,  or  to  your  knowledge,  sx>ecuiated  in  what  are 
known  as  sugar  stocks? 

Mr.  Chapman.  As  I  am  going  to  consult  my  counsel  I  would  prefer 
to  answer  no  question  relating  to  my  business  until  I  have  done  so. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  understood,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  you  made  no 
objection  to  answering  those  questions  I  asked  you  in  regard  to  the 
amendments.  I  remember  I  asked  in  the  beginning  about  the  amend- 
ments which  were  said  to  have  been  furnish^  to  your  Arm — a  copy  of 
the  amendments.    You  made  no  objection  to  answering. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  answered  those  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

Senator  Lodge.  Let  me  ask  a  little  more  fully  on  that  x)oint.  Did 
you  or  any  of  your  firm  have  any  advance  knowledge  of  any  sort  in 
regard  to  those  amendments! 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  a  difficult  question  to  answer.  We  were 
constantly  in  receipt  of /information  from  Washington  as  to  the  prog- 
ress of  the  bill  and  the  probabilities  one  way  or  another  of  its  final 
passage  and  of  perhaps  some  items  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  any  advance  knowledge  as  to  the 
present  sugar  schedule,  that  it  would  be  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  and 
an  eigth  and  a  tenth  differential? 

Mr.  Chapman.    No  knowledge,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  have  information  that  that  was  to  be  the 
schedule  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  could  not  answer  that  question.  We  had  advices 
of  all  sorts  and  descriptions  constantly  coming  over,  and  probably  all 
or  most  of  them  were  pure  guesses  with  the  view  of  speculation  as  to 
what  the  probable  outcome  of  the  negotiation  would  be. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  did  not  refer  to  guesses  or  estimates  which  were 
sent  out  from  Washington  in  large  numbers,  but  did  you,  three  or 
four  days  before  these  Jones  amendments,  as  they  are  known,  appeared 
in  the  Senate,  have  information  that  these  amendments  would  contain 
a  sugar  schedule  about  40  per  cent  ad  valorem  on  all  sugar  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  do  not  know  that  anyone  in  your  firm  had  any 
such  knowledge! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  think  that  any  member  of  the  firm  had  such 
knowledge. 

Senator  Lodge.  Your  firm  had  no  such  knowledge  as  would  have 
led  them  to  act  upon  it? 

Mr.  Chapman.  They  did  not.  i  wish  to  say  that  my  request  that 
the  answer  to  the  last  question  be  deferred  is  made  with  the  view  of 
first,  having  deftnW^Vy  ^^\,ttfid  the  general  principles  upon  which  an- 
swers to  <\uestioiia  ^Yi^^o^mwi^^ 
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The  Chairman.  Ton  mean  that  with  reference  to  the  question  in 
regard  to  Mr.  Brice's  transactions  through  your  firm,  after  hearing 
the  letter  read,  your  declination  was  because  you  wished  to  know 
whether  you  ought  to  trench  on  the  general  principle  that  might  be 
laid  down  in  regard  to  your  rights? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  the  idea  exactly. 

Senator  Davis.  What  general  principle  t  Do  you  advance  any  gen- 
eral principle  now  in  reference  to  answering  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  the  question  I  propose  to  submit  to  counsel, 
as  to  whether  I  should  answer  any  questions  relating  to  our  business. 
If  I  should  answer  one  question  I  would  perhaps  be  violating  the 
principle  that  counsel  would  lay  down  for  me. 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  P,  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  The  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  Senators  Lodge,  Davis,  and 
Allen. 
Mr.  Elverton  B.  Chapman  appeared. 


SWOEV  STATEMENT  OF  ELVEETOV  S.  CHAPMAN— ContinaecL 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  were  asked  yesterday  whether 
your  firm  is  a  large  dealer  in  sugar  stock,  and  you  were  told  by  Sena- 
tor  Davis  that  in  connection  with  this  question,  which  was  to  be  con- 
sidered as  preliminary  to  inquiry  of  the  witness  into  dealings  he  or  his 
firm  may  have  had  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  present 
tarifi;'  bill  in  the  Senate,  in  which  dealings  Senators  were,  or  are, 
directly  or  indirectly  interested.  That  was  the  question  in  regard  to 
which  you  said  yesterday  that  you  would  like  before  answering  to  con- 
sider. What  do  you  say  this  morning  in  answer  to  that  question 
already  put,  and  I  put  it  to  you  again  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  reference  to  the  first  part  of  the  inquiry,  as  it 
is  matter  of  public  notoriety  among  our  associate  members  of  the  jS^ew 
York  Stock  Exchange,  I  state  that  we  have  handled  large  quantities 
of  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company  during  the  pend- 
ency of  this  bill. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  bought  and  sold! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Bought  and  sold.  Perhaps  is  better  bought  and  sold 
than  handled. 

The  Chairman.  Were  any  of  those  transactions  in  sugar  stock  or 
certificates,  so  called,  transactions  in  which  any  Senators  of  the  United 
States  were  interested,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  during  the  pend- 
ency of  the  present  tariff  bill,  or  the  consideration  of  the  present  tariff 
bill! 

Mr.  Chapman.  With  all  due  respect  to  this  honorable  committee,  I 
decline  to  answer  that  question  or  any  question  relating  to  the  business 
of  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  of  which  1  am  a  partner. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  finished  your  answer! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

The  Chairman.  You  havet  Do  you  decline  to  answer  that  ques* 
tion  on  the  ground  that  its  answer  may  tend  in  any  way  to  criminate 
yourself  or  expose  you  to  a  criminal  prosecution  of  any  kind  whatever? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  quesstion  for  the  reason  th&t 
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we  are  brokers,  and  as  such  are  engaged  in  the  business  of  baying, 
selling,  and  carrying  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  securities  dealt  in  on  the 
Kew  York  Stock  Exchange  for  the  account  of  our  customers,  who  are 
the  principals.  In  transactions  we  are  simply  their  agents,  and  as 
such  have  neither  a  moral  nor  a  legal  right  to  divulge  the  details  of 
business  with  which  we  are  intrusted.  Our  relations  with  our  clieuta 
are  tliose  of  the  closest  confidence,  and  should  we  violate  this  confi- 
dence, even  at  the  demand  of  this  honorable  committee,  we  should 
justly  forfeit  the  respect  of  those  upon  whom  we  must  depend  foi  our 
business. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  given  a  reason  for  declining  to  answer  the 
question  before  the  last.  My  last  question  wa«  whether  you  decline  to 
answer  for  the  reason  that  an  answer  might  expose  you  to  criminal 
prosecution  or  tend  to  expose  you  to  such  in  any  way. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  do  not  for  that  reason. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  decline  to  answer  for  the  reason  that  you  have 
just  stated? 

The  Chairman.  And  not  for  the  reason  that  I  have  just  sisked! 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  been  summoned  to  appear  before  this  com- 
mittee as  a  witness,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes. 

Senator  Davis.  And  you  appear  pursuant  to  that  summons? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  are  asked  whether  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley  have  bought  or  sold  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks 
during  the  month  of  February,  1894,  and  after  the  first  day  of  that 
month,  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  during  the  month 
of  March,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis,  flas  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  during  the  month 
of  April,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  during  the  month 
of  May,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  sugar 
stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States 
Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Has  the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  during  the  month 
of  June,  1894,  bought  or  sold  any  stocks  or  securities  known  as  supir 
stock  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States  Sen- 
ator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  tlie  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley  at  present  carrying 
any  sugar  stock  for  the  benefit  of  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indirect, 
of  any  United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  "^iT.CVi^^mwcL^Vka&^Q^r  attention  been  called  to,  and 
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liaye  you  considered,  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
of  the  United  States  upon  the  subject  of  refusal  of  a  witness  to  answer 
a  question  pertinent  to  the  inquiry  when  addressed  to  him  by  a  com- 
mittee duly  authorized  to  investigate! 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  a  general  way,  yes. 

Senator  Davis.  You  have  read  the  statute  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  read  it. 

Senator  Davis.  I  show  you  the  sections  to  which  I  refer.  Just  cast 
your  eye  over  them. 

Mr.  Chapman  (after  reading).  I  have  now  read  the  statute. 

Senator  Davis.  After  reading  that  statute,  do  you  still  persist  in 
your  refusal  to  answer  the  several  questions  which  have  been  addressed 
to  youf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  there  anything  further  that  you  wish  to  add  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  At  the  session  of  the  committee  yesterday,  a  letter 
was  read  from  Senator  Brice  that  has  caused  me  some  embarrassment. 
It  was  a  surprise,  as  I  had  no  intimation  that  such  a  letter  would  be 
sent  to  the  committee.  I  will  so  far  depart  from  the  decision  I  have 
just  announced  as  to  testify  that  since  the  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice  became 
a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  Stat'Cs  he  has  not  bought  nor 
sold  through  our  house,  directly  or  indirectly,  a  share  of  stock  of  the 
American  Sugar  Beflning  Company  or  a  share  of  stock  of  any  indus- 
trial company  dealt  in  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  I  mean  also 
to  include  any  industrial  stock  listed  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean,  in  your  answer,  to  say  that  he  has 
bought  or  sold  during  the  period  mentioned  no  stock  known  as  sugar 
stock! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do.  And,  further,  I  desire  to  state  that  we  have 
not  bought  or  sold  a  share  of  such  stock  for  any  clerk,  agent,  or 
employ^,  or  other  person  connected  in  any  way  with  the  affairs  of  Sena- 
tor Brice,  or  in  the  name  of  any  member  of  his  family.  But  I  submit 
this  evidence  only  on  the  direct,  written  request  contained  in  Senator 
Brice's  letter,  which  has  been  read  in  my  presence,  and  I  hereby  serve 
notice  on  the  committee  that  whether  requested  to  do  so  or  not  by  any 
person,  whether  a  customer  of  our  firm  or  not,  or  whether  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States  or  not,  I  shall  decline  to  answer  any  question  that 
may  be  asked  by  the  committee  as  to  the  principal  in  any  transaction 
made  by  our  firm  in  the  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Eefiniug  Com- 
pany or  any  other  stock. 

Senator  Davis.  Was  the  notice  which  you  have  just  now  served 
upon  the  committee  prepared  by  your  counsel? 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  sir;  it  was  written  by  myself.  Prepared  by 
myself. 

Senator  Davis.  Are  we  to  understand,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  this  com- 
mittee is  dependent  for  its  testimony  from  you  upon  permission  given 
by  any  Senator  whose  conduct  in  regard  to  speculatiiig  in  sugar  stocks 
we  may  be  investigating! 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman  has  just  said,  as  I  understand  him, 
that  he  refuses  independently  of  any  permission  and  contrary  to  any 
permission, 

Mr.  Chapman.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  just  stated  that  even  with 
such  consent  I  should  decline  to  answer  any  questions  tending  to 
divulge  the  principal  in  any  transaction  we  may  have  made  in  any 
stock. 
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Senator  Davis.  On  the  contrary^  Mr.  Chapman,  you  have  just  no^ 
negatived  that  purpose  by  complying  with  Mr.  Brice's  request,  and  I 
want  to  know  whether  you  are  pleading  now  here  the  privilege  of  your 
^m  or  the  privilege  of  a  Senator  in  the  refusal  which  you  announce 
your  purpose  to  persist  int 

Mr.  Chapman.  The  privilege  of  my  firm. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  upon  what  ground  do  you  refuse, 
and,  as  you  say,  you  will  re^se,  to  disclose  the  transaction  of  a  princi- 
pal who  authorizes  and  directs  you  to  disclose  anything  concerning 
himself  to  this  committee  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  ground  that  we  deny  the  right  of  this  com- 
mittee to  investigate  the  relations  that  exist  between  our  firm  and  our 
clients,  or  to  inquire  respecting  transactions  we  may  have  had  for  aod 
on  account  of  our  clients. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  the  Senate,  by  the  resolution  under 
which  we  are  acting,  directed  us  to  inquire  and  report  whether  any  Sen* 
ator  has  been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  a<s  sugar  stocks  dur- 
ing the  consideration  of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  which  is 
what  is  known  commonly  as  the  Wilson  tariff  bill,  which  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  the  Ist  day  of  February,  1894,  and  from 
that  time  has  been  in  the  Senate  and  is  still  pending  in  the  Senate  and 
under  discussion.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  do  not  base  year 
refusal  to  answer  any  of  these  questions  upon  your  privilege  as  an  indi- 
vidual to  be  protected  in  disclosing  anything  which  would  criminate 
you  or  expose  you  to  public  ignominy.  You  base  your  refusal  alto- 
gether upon  the  supposition  that  your  firm,  as  a  private  firm,  has  a 
right  to  secrete  the  names  of  its  clientage — those  who  deal  with  it.  Is 
that  correct! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  You  base  your  refusal  to  answer  these  questions 
solely  upon  that  idea,  or  solely  upon  that  assumed  factt 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  that  fact,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  should  we 
disclose  our  principals  we  would  lose  the  confidence  of  our  clients. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  refusal  is  in  no  manner  based  upon  the  sup- 
position that  it  would  criminate  you  or  expose  you  to  public  ignominy 
to  answer  these  questions? 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  not. 

Senator  Allen.  I  desire  to  read  to  you  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  to  go  into  the  record: 

Sec.  102.  Every  person  who,  having  heen  summoned  as  a  witness  by  the  authority 
of  either  House  of  Confess  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers  upon  any  matter 
under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either  House  of  CongreM, 
wilfuUy  makes  default,  or  who,  having  apppeared,  refuses  to  answer  any  question 
pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor, 
punishable  by  a  line  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dollars  nor  leas  than  one  hun- 
dred doUars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  Jail  for  not  less  than  one  month  nor 
more  than  twelve  months. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress,  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
Infamous. 

Skc.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  sunmioned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  ore  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  tne  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbiii 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

I  desire  to  supplement  the  reading  of  these  sections  of  the  statute  by 
the  statement  to  you  that  the  Senate  has  full  power,  where  a  witoesa 
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refnses  to  answer  a  qaestion  that  is  pertinent  to  the  subject  under  con* 
sideration  by  the  committee,  to  bring  you  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and 
require  you  to  answer  or  to  inflict  imprisonment  upon  you  until  you  do 
answer,  for  contempt  of  its  right  to  inquire,  ^ow,  in  view  of  the  law 
which  1  have  read  and  the  statement  which  I  have  made  to  you  do 
you  still  persist  in  your  refusal  to  answer  any  of  these  questions  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Your  Arm  keeps  a  set  of  books,  does  it  notf 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  does. 

Senator  Allen.  In  which  the  names  of  customers  on  whose  account 
you  transact  business  are  to  be  foundf 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  keep  a  regular  statement  of  their  accounts, 
their  investments,  their  sales,  and  your  commissions,  etc.! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  any  United  States  Senator, 
any  man  who  is  now  a  United  States  Senator,  appearing  upon  your 
books  since  the  Ist  day  of  February,  1894,  to  this  datef 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  You  decline  to  answer 
it  because  the  name  does  appear  there,  or  because  it  does  not  appear  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  it  for  the  reason  stated  in  the 
answer  to  a  previous  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  supplement  that  by  asking  you  if  you  decline 
to  state  whether  the  name  of  any  United  States  Senator  appears  upon 
your  books  as  a  dealer  in  sugar  stocks,  so  called,  described  in  the  resolu- 
tion which  you  have  road,  and  which  has  been  read  in  your  presence, 
since  the  1st  day  of  February,  1894,  to  the  present  date,  in  consequence 
of  there  being  such  names  upon  your  book  as  such  dealers  in  that  kind 
of  stock,  or  in  consequence  of  there  not  being  any  names  of  Senators 
there  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  any  question  tending  to  show  to 
this  committee  whether  there  are  or  are  not  the  names  of  any  Senators 
of  the  United  States  upon  our  books  dealing  in  the  stocks  referred  to. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  if  no  United  States  Senator  had  dealt 
in  stocks  through  your  firm ;  that  is,  su|:jar  stocks,  referred  to  in  the  res- 
olutions, during  the  period  I  have  mentioned,  from  the  1st  of  February, 
1894,  to  the  present  time,  you  would  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would  you! 
You  would  not  have  to  say  that '* No  gentleman  has  dealt  in  stocks 
through  us,"  but  that  ^^Ko  Senator  has  dealt  in  these  stocks  through 
us."    You  would  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would  yout 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should  hesitate  and  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  That  would  not  disclose  any  person  who  had  dealt 
with  your  firm,  but  only  show  that  these  persons  had  not  dealt  through 
your  firm  in  those  stocks;  and  if  no  United  States  Senator  has  dealt 
through  your  firm  in  these  sugar  stocks  during  that  period,  you  would 
not  hesitate  to  say  so,  would  you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  pursuance  of  the  general  policy  outlined  in  the 
answer  to  a  previous  question,  I  should  decline  to  answer  any  question 
relating  in  any  way  to  the  business  of  our  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  But  you  say,  Mr.  Chapman,  that  you  put  your 
refusal  to  answer  upon  the  ground  that  you  think  this  committee  has 
no  power  to  inquire  into  the  private  affairs  of  your  firm.  That  is  cor- 
rect^ is  it  not? 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  one  of  the  grounds;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  then,  if  your  firm  has  had  no  transactions 
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with  any  Senator  of  the  United  States,  has  not  been  engaged  as  his 
broker  in  buying  or  selling  these  sugar  stocks  for  him,  that  would  not 
disclose  any  business  of  your  firm,  would  it,  by  saying  sof 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  would  be  admitting  the  right  of  the  committee  to 
ask  any  question  relating  to  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  You  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  ask  any 
question  that  in  any  manner  relates  to  your  business^  as  I  understand 
you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  do  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  ask 
you  a  question  which  does  not  relate  to  the  business  of  your  firm! 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  would  depend  upon  the  scope  of  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  If  no  IT.  S.  Senator  had  dealt  in  these  sugar  stocks 
referred  to  in  the  resolution,  Mr.  Chapman,  during  the  period  I  have 
mentioned  through  your  lirm,  you  would  not  hesitate  to  say  they  had 
not,  would  you! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  you  hesitate  to  say  they  had  not! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  should. 

Senator  Allen.  You  would  want  the  impression  conveyed  to  the 
public  mind  by  your  refusal  to  testify  that  they  had  dealt  in  sugar 
stocks  through  your  firm  during  that  timef 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  necessarily. 

Senator  Allen.  You  understand,  do  you  not,  Mr.  Chapman,  that 
any  declination  to  answer  questions  conveys  to  the  mind  of  the  com- 
mittee that  Senators  have  dealt  in  sugar  stocks  through  your  firm,  and 
that  you  are  attempting  to  secrete  matters  and  shield  them  in  the  trans- 
actions! Do  you  understand  that  to  be  a  proper  deduction  from  your 
refusal  to  answer! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  testify  as  to  the  impression 
my  testimony  leaves  upon  the  minds  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  If  no  United  States  Senator  has  dealt  in  these  sugar 
stocks  refeired  to  in  the  resolution,  during  the  period  that  I  have  men- 
tioned in  previous  questions,  why  should  you  refuse  to  say  that  they 
have  not  so  dealt! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  general  principle  that  we  deny  the  right 
of  this  committee  to  inquire  into  our  business. 

Senator  Allen.  You  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  inquire  as 
to  your  business,  and  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  inquire 
into  things  that  you  do  not  transact,  as  well! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to  require  an 
answer  to  any  question  which  shall  have  reference  to  business  we  have 
done  or  business  we  have  not  done. 

Senator  Allen.  So  that  you  deny  the  right  of  the  committee  to 
inquire  into  anything  which  may  concern  your  firm,  affirmatively  or 
negatively! 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  it,  exactly. 

Senator  Allen.  If  in  a  court  of  justice  under  examination,  yon 
would  not  attempt  to  make  that  denial,  would  you! 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  would  depend  very  largely  upon  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  Hon,  Nelson  W.  Aldrich  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island,  now  engaged  in  dis- 
charging his  duties  as  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  has  been  since  the 
1st  of  February,  1894.  You  may  state  if  he  has  purchased  or  sold  any 
sugar  stock,  sucVi  aa  %.t^  \x\fc\i\\«v!i^v5L  va.  this  resolution^  through  your 
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firm  during  the  period  I  have  mentioned.  I  speak  of  the  period  from 
the  Ist  day  of  February,  1894,  to  the  present  moment,  during  all  which 
time  the  tariff  bill  has  been  under  discussion  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer.  William  V.  Allen  is  a 
United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska,  and  has  been  dur- 
ing this  period.  Tou  may  state  if  during  that  time  he  bought  or  sold 
or  had  been  concerned  in  buying  or  selling  sugar  stocks  through  your 
firm. 

Mr.  Ohapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  want  to  state  to  you,  in  connection  with  this  ques- 
tion, Mr.  Chapman,  that  I  am  the  William  Y.  Allen  whose  name  is 
embraced  in  the  preceding  question,  and  I  give  you  fiill  liberty,  and 
make  personal  request  of  you,  to  testify  before  this  committee  if  I  have 
had  any  business  transactions  with  your  firm,  or  through  your  firm,  in 
the  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  during  that 
period.  I  hope  you  will  waive  your  privilege,  as  you  look  at  it,  to  that 
extent. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  The  Hon.  William  B. 
Allison  is  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  has 
been  during  the  period  I  have  mentioned.  State  whether  he  has  been 
concerned  in  bujdng  or  selling  any  sugar  stocks  during  the  period  I 
have  mentioned.  I  am  going  to  take  you  through  the  list  of  these 
names,  and  you  may  answer  as  rapidly  as  I  can  proceed  with  them. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  in  reference  to  Hon. 
William  B.  Bate,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  I  put  to  you  the  same  question  with  reference  to 
Hon.  James  H.  Berry,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  C.  S.  Blaekbum,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Kentucky. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Hon.  Calvin  S.  Brice,  a  Senator  from  the  State  of 
Ohio,  you  have  testified  about.  Hon.  Matthew  C.  Butler  is  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  I  ask  you  the  same 
question  with  reference  to  him. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  same  question  with  reference  to  Hon, 
Donelson  Cafiery,  a  United  States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana, 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wilkinson  Call,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Johnson  N.  Camden,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen,  Also  Hon.  James  Donald  Cameron,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  M.  Carey,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  E.  Chandler,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Francis  M.  Cockrell,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Missonri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon,  Eichard  Coke,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Shelby  M.  Onllom,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

SenaTX)r  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  W.  Daniel,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Cnshman  K.  Davis,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota.  He  is  a  member  of  the  com* 
mittee,  and  may  speak  for  himself. 

Senator  Davis,  Mr.  Chapman,  I  request  and  insist  that  yon  answer 
that  question. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  wish  to  put  me  in  the  position  of  appearing 
to  have  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  through  your  flrmt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not;  I  simply  decline  upon  general  principles. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Nathan  F.  Dixon,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Ehode  Island. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  N.  Dolph,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Fred  T.  Dubois,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  J.  Faulkner,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  P.  Frye,  a  United  Statep  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Maine, 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Jacob  H.  Gallinger,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Z.  George,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  H.  Gibson,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  Gordon,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Georgia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Arthur  P.  Gorman,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Mr.  Celapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  Gray,  United  States  Senitoi 
from  the  State  of  Delaware. 
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Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Ghaibman.  I  make  the  same  request  that  Senator  Davis  did, 
and  ask  and  insist  that  you  answer  the  question  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eugene  Hale,  United  States  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Maine. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Henry  0.  Hansbrough,  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Isham  G.  Harris,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Joseph  B.  Hawley,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Anthony  Higgins,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  B.  Hill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Oeorge  F.  Hoar,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eppa  Hunton,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  J.  L.  M.  Irby,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  K.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Arkansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  P.  Jones,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Nevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer.  • 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  H.  Kyle,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  Lindsay,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  who  is  also  a  member  of  this  committee, 
and  who,  I  am  well  satisfied,  would  desire  you  to  make  any  statement 
concerning  him  if  he  were  present.  He  is  detained  from  the  committee 
by  sickness. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  also  decline  to  answer  as  to  him. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  request  and  insist,  Mr.  Chapman,  as  Mr.  Gray  and 
Mr.  Davis  have  done,  that  you  reply  whether,  directly  or  indirectly,  I 
have  dealt  through  your  firm  in  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any  kind  of 
stocks! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen,  You  may  assume  that  that  request  is  made  and 
urged  upon  you,  Mr.  Chapman,  by  every  member  of  the  committeOi 
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collectively  and  individually.    Also  Hon.  James  McMillan,  a  United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  B.  McPherson,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Charles  F.  Manderson,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Nebraska. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Martin,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Eoger  Q.  Mills,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Texas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  L.  Mitchell^'a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  H.  Mitchell,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Oregon. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  T.  Morgan,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Justin  S.  Morrill,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  Murphy,  jr.,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  M.  Palmar,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Samuel  Pasco,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Florida. 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Wm.  A.  Pe£fer,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Kansas. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  C.  Perkins,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  B.  F.  Pettigrew,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Orville  H.  Piatt,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Thomas  C.  Power,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Montana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  liedlield  Proctor,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  L.  Pugh,  a  United  State)  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 
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SeBator  Allen.  Also  Hob.  Matthew  S  Quay,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hob.  Matt  W.  Eansom,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  N.  Eoach,  a  United  States  Sen- 
tor  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  John  Sherman,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  L.  Shonp,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Idaho. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  James  Smith,  jr.,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Watson  C.  Squire,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Washington. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  M.  Stewart,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Nevada. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Henry  M.  Teller,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  David  Tui'pie,  a  United  States  Senator 
from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  George  G.  Vest,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  F.  Vilas,  a  United  States  Sena- 
tor from  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Daniel  W.  Voorheos,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  William  D.  Washburn,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  D.  White,  formerly  United  States 
Senator,  of  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  the  Hon.  Senator  Jarvis,  of  the  State  of  North 
Carolina. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  McLaurin,  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to,  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Newton  L.  Blanchard,  a  United  States 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Stephen  M.  White,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  California. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

41  BBI 
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Senator  Ali.en.  Also  Hon.  James  F.  Wilson,  a  United  States  Sen 
ator  &om  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Hon.  Edward  O.  Wolcott,  a  United  States  Sen- 
ator from  the  State  of  Colorado. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Also  Senator  Patton  of  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Davis.  Also  Senator  Stockbridge,  of  Michigan,  recently 
deceased. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  Mr.  Chapman,  I  understand  you  to  refuse  to 
testify  anything  whatever  concerning  any  dealings  your  firm  may  have 
had  for  or  on  account  of  any  of  the  persons  whose  names  we  have  men- 
tioned t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Allen.  As  dealers  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks, 
pending  the  present  tariff  bill,  since  February  1, 1894,  to  the  present 
timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  And  also  as  to  whether  any  of  the  persons  named 
have  had  any  dealings  or  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  have  declined,  in  regard  to  all 
of  the  Senators  now  members  of  the  body,  to  answer  the  questions  put 
to  you  as  to  whether  they  have  had  dealings  or  not  with  your  firm  in 
the  so-called  sugar  stocks,  with  the  exception  of  Senator  Brice.  Why 
did  you  make  that  exception! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Simply  because  Senator  Brice  had  expressly  requested 
in  writing  that  I  make  it — ^that  I  testify  as  to  whether  any  operations 
had  been  conducted  by  us  for  his  account,  and  coupled  with  the  denial 
on  his  part,  in  writing,  that  he  had  bought  or  sold  any  so-called  sugar 
stock ;  and  I  have  thought  proper  under  the  circumstances  to  corroboate 
his  statement  so  far  as  my  house  isconcerned. 

The  Chairman.  Why  would  you  not  think  it  iwroper  to  accede  to  the 
request  made  by  Senator  Davis  which  in  substance  was  the  samet 

Senator  Davis.  And  I  add  a  positive  denial  of  any  dealings,  directly 
or  indirectly,  at  any  time,  in  any  form  or  manner,  in  any  of  the  so-called 
sugar  stocks,  and  again  request  and  insist  that  you  answer  as  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  decline  still  to  answer  that  question  as  to 
Senator  Davis? 

Senator  Davis.  I  make  the  denial  here  as  explicitly  as  Mr.  Brice, 
and  I  am  willing  to  take  the  stand  upon  it,  and  again  request  and 
insist  that  the  witness  answer  that  question  as  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Chapman,  do  you  still  decline  to  answer 
the  question  as  to  Senator  Davis! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  would  like  a  little  time  to  think  of  that  before 
deciding  whether  to  concede  to  the  Senator's  request  or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  I  make  the  same  urgent  and  strong  request  that 
Senator  Davis  has  made,  and  I  deny  most  positively  that  I  ever  saw 
you  or  knew  of  your  existence  until  yesterday,  and  never  knew  of  the 
existence  of  your  firm  until  I  was  appointed  a  member  of  the  conmiittee, 
and  have  never  yet  in  my  life  put  my  foot  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  desire  to  say  that  I  deny  absolutely  having  dealt 
with  such  sugar  stocks  through  Moore  &  Schley,  or  through  any  other 
firm  of  brokers,  and  t^^vvx^X*  «iA\mvs\.>iJaa^t\\ft  witness  testify  in  that 
particular  aa  to  me-,  aa^flLlno^  ^Y>;X\&  opjiii^^^Tu 


INVESTIGATION  OF   ATTEMPTS   AT  BRIBERY,  ETC.  643 

The  Chairman.  I  assume,  in  Senator  Lindsay's  absence,  to  make  the 
same  request  for  every  member  of  the  committee.  I  certainly  would 
make  the  same  statement  that  Senator  Brice  has  made,  and  I  make 
the  same  statement  as  applicable  to  myself,  precisely,  of  denial  of  buy- 
ing or  selling  anyone  of  the  industrial  stocks  or  any  other  stocks  of  any 
kind. 

Senator  Allen.  Every  member  of  this  committee,  Mr.  Ohapman, 
makes  this  request  of  you. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  request  that  I  be  given  time  to  consider  the  matter 
before  being  asked  to  answer  that  question* 

The  Chairman.  When  Senator  Brice  was  mentioned  this  morning, 
you  spoke  of  being  embarrassed. 

Mr.  Chapman.  Because  of  its  being  in  violation  of  the  general  prin- 
ciples that  I  have  laid  down  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  What  induced  you  to  violate  that  principle? 

Mr.  Chapman.  As  I  before  stated,  the  request  was  here  over  the  sig- 
nature of  the  Senator  and  I  felt  as  though  the  circumstances  war- 
ranted my  making  that  exception. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  if  each  member  of  this  committee 
had  framed  a  request  in  writing,  the  same  in  substance  as  Senator 
Brice's,  would  you  then  have  answered  as  to  themf 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  probably  would,  but  I  would  like  opportunity  to 
consider  the  matter  before  definitely  answering. 

Senator  Lodge.  Is  your  objection  to  complying  with  our  personal 
request  just  made  to  you  that  we  did  not  put  it  in  writing  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  it  is  not. 

Senator  Allen.  You  give  it  the  same  force  you  do  Senator  Brice's, 
notwithstanding  ours  is  verbal  and  his  is  in  writing  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  may  consider  my  name  sub- 
scribed to  Senator  Brice's  letter,  and  I  now  request  and  insist  that  you 
answer,  as  to  me,  the  question  you  declined  to  answer. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  would  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  committee  to  con- 
sider the  matter  before  answering. 

Senator  Lodoe.  What  reason,  if  any,  have  you  for  making  a  distinc- 
tion between  our  request  and  that  of  Senator  Brice! 

Mr.  Chapman.  None,  except  that  in  the  case  of  Senator  Brice  I  have 
personally  taken  the  responsibility  of  answering,  without  consultation 
with  my  partners,  and  before  answering  the  question  I  would  prefer 
to  have  that  consultation. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  have  answered  the  question  in  regard 
to  Senator  Brice,  if  you  had  thought  you  would  be  asked  the  same 
question  in  regara  to  every  other  Senator  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  don't  think  I  would. 

Senator  Davis.  Is  not  the  reason  of  your  refusal  as  to  the  members 
of  the  committee  this,  that  if  the  same  request  were  made  to  you  by  all 
the  Senators,  and  you  should  accede  to  it  and  testify  truthftilly,  by  a 
process  of  exclusion  you  would  reveal  what  Senators  are  upon  your 
books  as  speculating  in  sugar  stocks  since  the  first  of  February,  18941 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  will  have  to  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  make  a  distinction  between  Senator  Brice 
and  the  members  of  this  committee  who  have  made  the  same  request 
of  you,  upon  the  idea  that  Senator  Brice  was  known  to  be  a  speculator 
in  stocks,  to  some  extent,  and  members  of  the  committee  nott 

Mr.  Chapman.  No,  I  did  not.  Senator  Brice  has  been  charged  in 
the  public  press  with  being  a  speculator  in  the  ^to^k  ol  \X^^  kscj^^^ns^ 
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Sugar  Befining  Company,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  any  member  of  this 
committee  ha«  been  so  charged. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yon  know  that  other  United  States  Senators  aside 
from  Senator  Brice  have  been  charged  with  speciilatiug  in  sngar  stock, 
don't  you? 

Mr.  Chapman.  In  the  public  press,  yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  Yes;  in  the  public  press.  And  you  may  state  who 
they  are  who  have  been  charged  in  the  public  press,  as  you  have  seen, 
as  dealers  in  those  stocks  during  the  pendency  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  know  that  I  could  name  them. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  can  name  some  of  them,  can  not  you,  besides 
Senator  Brice  f  I  am  speaking  now  about  those  who  have  been  charged 
in  the  public  press  with  dealing  in  sugar  stock,  dabbling  in  sugar  stocks, 
whatever  you  call  it,  not  confining  it  to  your  firm  at  all. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  hardly  think  I  could  testify  upon  that  question,  as 
I  do  not  know  that  their  names  are  specially  impressed  upon  my  mind. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  conversed  with  any  United  States  Sen- 
ator since  you  were  dismissed  yesterday  and  before  you  came  back  this 
morning  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Lodge.  Well,  upon  what  ground  do  you  decline  to  answer  it! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Upon  the  general  ground  that  the  committee  is  not 
authorized  to  ask  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Does  that  concern  your  business T  You  speak  of  the 
privilege  of  your  business  confidence. 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  might  or  it  might  not. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Chapman,  you  decline  to  answer  our  question 
in  regard  to  Senators  and  state  very  explicitly  a  plausible  ground  of 
refusal,  that  these  were  business  confidences  and  that  your  firm  felt 
that  they  could  not  properly  disclose  the  names,  l^ou  are  now  asked 
whether  you  have  conversed  with  any  Senator,  outside  of  this  commit- 
tee, since  you  arrived  in  Washington  and  since  your  dismissal  yester- 
day and  before  your  return  this  morning.  You  decline  to  answer  that 
It  certainly  can  not  be  on  the  ground  that  it  would  tend  to  criminate 
you,  and  you  are  now  asked  whether  it  is  on  the  ground  that  you  have 
previously  alleged,  that  it  would  be  a  disclosure  of  your  business  tran- 
saction s* 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  such  a  disclosure  of  my  private  affairs  as,  in  my 
judgment,  is  not  warranted  by  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  of  this  com* 
mittee. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chapman,  was  the  conversation  you  had  with 
any  Senator  since  your  dismissal  here  yesterday  and  your  return  this 
morning,  with  reference  to  anything  pertaining  to  the  business  of  your 
firm  or  in  connection  with  your  firm! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  stated  that  I  have  had  any  conversation. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  have  any  conversation  with 
any  United  States  Senator  upon  any  subject  since  your  dismissal  yes- 
terday as  a  witness  and  before  your  return  here  this  morning? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  what  grounds  do  you  decline  to  answer  that 
question  ? 

Mr.  Chapman.  ITpon  the  same  ground  as  my  declination  to  answer 
the  previous  one. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  meet  at  a  hotel  or  at  any  private  room  or 
place  and  engage  in  conversation  with  any  United  States  Senator  from 
the  time  you  were  dismissed  yesterday  until  you  returned  as  a  ritnesa 
this  morning  1 
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Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  because  yon  did  meet  some  Senator  that  you 
decline? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  for  the  reason  just  stated. 

Senator  Allen.  The  reason  just  stated  is  that  it  would  be  disclos- 
ure of  your  business  transactions — ^that  whatever  conversation  you  may 
have  had  during  this  period  since  yesterday  would  be  disclosure  of 
your  private  affairs  which  you  think  the  committee  has  no  right  to 
inquire  about f 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  is  it. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  consult  counsel  after  leaving  us,  Mr.  Chap- 
man! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  did. 

Senator  Lodge.  Who  was  that  counsel  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  Suppose  I  answer  the  question  in  this  way:  I  con- 
sulted one  of  the  leading  members  of  the  bar  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, but  I  do  not  know  whether — I  do  not  think  without  his  consent,  I 
ought  at  this  time  to  name  him  in  this  examination. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  put  you  this  question :  Did  you,  after  your 
dismissal  yesterday  as  a  witness  here  i^nd  before  your  return  this 
morning,  have  any  conversation  with  any  United  States  Senato)*  with 
reference  to  any  business  he  might  have  transacted  through  your  firm 
in  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consider- 
ation of  the  present  pending  tariff  bill  in  the  United  States  Senate  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I.decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  Did  you  meet,  socially 
or  in  a  business  way,  any  United  States  Senator  in  this  city  during 
hat  timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  shall  have  to  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Ton  decline  to  answer  that.  Since  your  dismissal 
yesterday,  have  you  received  instructions  from  your  firm  as  to  your  con- 
duct here  as  a  witness  as  to  what  you  shall  disclose  and  what  you  shall 
not  disclose? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  received  communications  by  wire  from  indi- 
vidual members  of  my  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  have  any  communication  any  other  way, 
in  any  other  form,  than  by  wiref 

Mr.  Chapman.  No  ;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  in  your  x>ossession  now  the  messages  that 
you  received  from  your  firm  upon  that  subject T 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  produce  them  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  produce  them:  upon  what  ground 
do  you  decline? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Because  they  relate  to  the  personal  affairs  of  my  firm 
and  are  not  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  of  this  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  they  cipher  messages  or  open  messages  writ- 
ten in  full  language? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Partly  cypher  and  partly 

Senator  Allen.  Do  these  messages  disclose  the  name  of  any  United 
States  Senator? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  state  upon  the  ground  that  it  woulc* 
reveal  some  Senator  as  a  dealer  in  stocks  through  your  firm? 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  at  all.  Upon  the  ground  that  it  is  an  onwar 
ranted  inquiry  into  the  private  a^airs  of  our  firm. 
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Senator  Allen.  These  messages,  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Chapman, 
were  in  reference  to  your  testimony  here  as  a  witness  before  this  inves* 
tigating  committee,  were  they  not ! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Partially  so. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  objection  to  producing  and  reading 
in  the  presence  of  the  committee  that  portion  of  those  messages  refer- 
ring to  your  conduct  as  a  witness  before  this  committee! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  these  messages  instruct  you  what  you  shall 
testify  to  and  what  you  shall  not  disclose? 

Mr.  Chapman.  They  relate  to  the  general  policy  to  be  pursued  in 
giving  my  testimony. 

Senator  Allen.  Before  this  committee  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes.    They  outline  the  general  x)olicy  I  shall  pursue. 

Senator  Lodge.  Since  you  left  this  committee  have  you  seen  and 
tsJked  with  Mr.  Macartney,  or  any  member  of  the  firm  of  Corson  & 
Macartney,  in  this  cityt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have. 

Senator  Lodge.  They  are  your  correspondents  here,  are  they  nott 
Did  you  consult  with  them  in  regard  to  this  investigation  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  had  some  general  conversations  with  Mr. 
Macartney  on  this  subject. 

Senator  Lodge.  In  regard  to  your  business  or  private  affairs  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  now,  Mr.  Chapman,  testified  to  the  com- 
mittee, without  objection,  that  you  met  Mr.  Macartney,  a  member  of 
that  firm,  and  talked  with  him  in  regard  to  the  investigation  and  your 
private  and  business  affairs.  You  still  decline  to  say  whether  you 
talked  with  any  Senator! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  have  no  objection,  then,  to  stating  that  you 
met  persons  other  than  Senators,  and  you  do  not  plead  the  privilege  of 
your  private  affairs,  but  you  object  to  testifying  whether  or  not  yoQ 
met  and  talked  with  Senators. 

Mr.  Chapman.  My  business  headquarters  when  in  Washington  are 
at  the  of&ce  of  Corson  &  Macartney,  and  the  fact  that  I  conversed  with 
Mr.  Macartney,  our  correspondent,  I  stated;  but  I  do  not  feel  called 
upon  to  testify  as  to  other  parties. 

Senator  Lodge.  Why  do  you  draw  a  distinction  between  conversa- 
tion with  Mr.  Macartney  about  your  private  affairs  and  conversation 
with  Senators  T 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  testified  as  to  conversations,  but  only  to 
the  fact  that  I  held  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Macartney. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  all  I  have  asked  you  in  regard  to  Senators. 
I  had  not  asked  what  you  said  to  Senators.  I  asked  you  whether  yon 
conversed  with  any  Senators,  the  same  question  which  I  asked  you  in 
regard  to  Mr.  Macartney. 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  shaU  decline  to  answer  that  question,  as  before. 

Senator  Lodge.  You  decline  to  state  why  you  are  ready  to  testify 
that  you  met  Mr.  Macartney  and  why  you  decline  to  testify  whether 
or  not  you  met  Senators! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  On  what  grounds  do  you  place  your  declination  in 
the  one  case  and  your  readiness  to  admit  the  conversation  in  the  other! 

Mr.  Chapman.  On  the  ground  before  stated. 

Senator  Lodgi^  Th&t>  \&  ^^;^\A 


INVESTIGATIOK   OB*  AlTEMMft  A*  BBIBEEY,  fcTO.  64l 

Mr.  Ghapman.  The  closeness  of  onr  relations  with  Mr.  Macartney 
and  the  fact  that  it  is  well  known  that  his  office  is  my  headquarters. 

Senator  Lodge.  And  that  is  your  only  reason  for  declining  to  answer 
when  you  are  asked  if  you  met  any  Senators  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  before  stated  why  I  declined  to  answer  as  to 

Senator  Lodge.  Yon  said,  if  I  remember,  that  yon  declined  to 
answer  in  regard  to  meeting  Senators  because  you  considered  that  that 
concerned  your  private  affairs.  You  since  testified  that  you  met  Mr. 
Macartney  and  talked  about  private  affairs  and  you  make  no  objection 
to  testifying  to  the  fact  of  the  conversation,  not  what  was  said.  The 
point  I  desire  to  bring  out  is  why  you  should  be  willing  to  testify  to  meet- 
ing a  gentleman  with  whom  you  had  entirely  private  conversation,  in 
the  one  case,  and  refuse  to  testify  about  meeting  or  not  meeting  otner 
gentlemen.  Of  course,  if  you  can  not  give  an  answer  to  that,  Mr.  Ghaj)- 
man,  so  state. 

Mr.  Ghaphan.  I  do  not  know  that  I  can  answer. 
.  The  Ghaibman.  Mr.  Ghapman,  you  were  asked  awhile  ago  by  Mr. 
Davis  questions  that  were  repeated  by  each  member  of  the  committee 
present,  and  I  will  ask  you  again  as  to  Mr.  Davis's  several  questions, 
which  may  be  considered  as  repeated  by  every  member  of  the  com- 
mittee as  to  himself,  what  your  answer  is  to  be,  Mr.  Davis's  questions, 
in  substance,  being  that  he  authorized,  requested,  and  insisted  that 
you  should  disclose  whether  he  had  any  transactions  in  sugar  stock 
through  your  firm  during  the  period  mentioned,  or  at  any  other  time, 
and  coupled  with  a  statement  similar  to  that  of  Mr.  Brice  that  he  had 
not,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  bought  or  sold  any  such  stock  through 
your  firm,  or  any  other  firm,  or  in  any  other  way  at  any  time,  each  of 
which  statements  was  also  made  by  each  member  of  the  committee  for 
himselft 

Senator  DAVia  And  you  are  requested  to  answer  this  question  as 
to  each  member  of  the  committee  separately. 

Mr.  Ghapman.  Before  answering  that  question  I  desire  time  to  con- 
sider the  matter. 

The  Ghaibman.  How  long  do  you  want,  Mr.  Ghapman  t 

Mr.  Ghapman.  I  wiU  appear  before  the  committee  on  Monday  morning. 

The  Ghaibman.  That  will  not  do,  I  do  not  think. 

Senator  Davis.  I  am  disposed  to  insist  upon  an  immediate  answer 
to  this  question. 

The  Ghaibman.  Do  you  make  that  motion  t 

Senator  Davis.  I  do.  I  move  that  the  witness  be  required  to  answer 
forthwith. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  that  the  sense  of  the  committee! 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  my  vote. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  my  vote. 

The  Ghaibman.  It  is  the  sense  of  the  committee.  The  committee 
insists  that  that  question  shall  be  given  to  you;  does  not  think  that 
your  request  for  tune  to  consider  is  reasonable  and  would  like  to  have 
an  answer. 

Mr.  Ghapman.  As  before  stated,  I  am  but  one  of  five  partners  con- 
stituting the  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  and  I  think,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, it  is  but  reasonable  that  I  should  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
communicate  with  my  partners  before  answering  this  question,  and  I 
ask  the  courtesy  of  the  committee  to  that  extent. 

The  Ghaibman.  Is  that  your  answer  t  Do  you  decline  to  answer  the 
question  otherwise  than  that  t    The  committee  has  already  passed  upon 
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the  matter  of  giviug  time  for  the  pai*pose  of  consultatioii  or  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  Chapman.  It  is  now  1 :  16.  Business  closes  in  New  York  on  Sat- 
urdays at  12  o'clock.  It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  commanicate 
with  my  partners  and  receive  a  reply  before  Monday  morning,  as  they 
are  probably  now  all  in  the  country  and  the  oflice  is  probably  closed. 
Under  all  these  circumstances  I  still  insist  that  my  request  is  reason- 
able and  I  trust  the  committee  will  coincide  with  my  view. 

Senator  Allen.  You  stUl  decline  to  answer  the  question  f 

Mr  Chapman.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  want  to  ask  one  other  question  on  the  line  upon 
which  I  was  asking  before.  When  you  had  the  conversation  with  Mr. 
Macartney,  in  regard  to  which  you  testified,  were  any  Senators  presentf 

Mr.  Chapman.  That  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Eight  there,  Mr.  Chapman;  did  you  see  any  Sen- 
ator go  into  or  out  of  the  office  of  Mr.  Macartney  yesterday  or  this 
morning  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  see  any  there  in  conversation  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that.  Did  you  have  any 
conversation  yourself  with  any  Senator  there! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  ask  if  there  has  not  been  a  systematic,  organ- 
ized attempt  upon  the  part  of  yourself  and  upon  the  part  of  the  members 
of  your  firm  and  others  connected  with  or  engaged  in  the  same  line  of 
business  to  studiously  suppress  the  namen  of  all  Senators  who  have 
been  speculating  in  these  sugar  stocks  during  this  timef 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  not  aware  of  such  organized  attempt. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  not  your  conversation  in  the  presence  of  a 
United  States  Senator  yesterday  and  this  morning  also  to  that  effect, 
and  that  you,  under  no  circumstances,  should  disclose  the  name  of  any 
of  the  Senators  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not  testified  to  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Macartney  in  the  presence  of  a  United  States  Senator. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  say  that  there  was  a  United  States 
Senator  there.  The  committee  therefore  infers  that  there  was  a  United 
States  Senator  there,  and  upon  that  supposition  I  am  asking  you  to 
state  if  it  were  not  determined  among  you  at  that  time  that  you  should 
under  no  circumstances  disclose  before  the  committee  the  name  of  any 
Senator  who  has  dealt  in  these  stocks  through  your  firm  during  the 
period  we  have  mentioned  heret 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state  to  the  committee.  I  decline  to 
rehearse  to  the  committee  any  conversations  I  may  have  had  with  Mr. 
Macartney  or  other  parties. 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  do  not  the  dispatches  and  comraunioatioDS 
you  have  received  from  the  members  of  your  firm  since  you  have  been 
here  impress  upon  you  the  necessity  of  studiously  secreting  the  names 
of  all  United  States  Senators  who  may  have  dealt  in  these  stocks 
through  your  firmt  Is  not  that  the  central  idea  of  the  dispatches  aiid 
communications  you  have  received  and  the  conversations  that  have 
been  had  with  yout 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  reveal  the  contents  of  any  dispatches  I 
may  have  received. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  not  this  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Macart* 
uf^jf  of  wliichL  ^o\x  ^p^aJlL)  %\u^^  ^owi  dismissal  as  a  witness  yesterday^ 
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relate  to  your  testimony  here  and  the  necessity  of  yonr  secreting  the 
names  of  Senators  who  may  have  dealt  with  your  firm  either  here  or  in 
New  York! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  state  that.  Was  that  subject  under 
discussion  between  you  and  Mr.  Macartney  I 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Lodge.  Have  you  a  private  wire  from  that  office  over  to 
your  office  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  part  of  the  business  of  Moore  & 
Schley  f  What  part  ^o  you  attend  to  when  you  are  in  New  York 
engaged  in  business  f 

Mr.  Chapman.  All  parts. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  stock  exchange. 
Do  you  attend  meetings  of  the  stock  exchange? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  a  member  of  the  stock  exchange.  I  am  not  on 
the  floor  of  the  stock  exchange  continuously.  One  of  our  partners, 
Mr.  William  H.  Dull',  is  also  a  member  of  the  stock  exchange.  He  is 
always  upon  the  floor,  or  is  generally  upon  the  floor,  and  I  am  occa- 
sionally. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are,  a  part  of  the  timet 

Mr.  Chapman.  Occasionally. 

Senator  Allen.  The  man  who  is  on  the  floor  of  the  stock  exchange, 
what  particular  name  do  you  give  him  t  He  is  what — operator  I  or  what 
is  he  named! 

Mr.  Chapman.  Well,  he  is  the  board-room  member  of  the  Arm. 

Senator  Allen.  The  board-room  member  of  the  firm! 

Mr.  Chapman.  He  is  on  the  board  all  the  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  that  business  part  of  the  time  and  are  at 
the  meetings  of  the  stock  exchange  frequently,  are  you  not! 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  am  frequently  on  the  floor. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  the  members  of  the  stock  exchange, 
those  who  own  seats  there? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  know  a  great  many  of  them. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  any  United  States  Sen- 
ator who  owns  a  seat  on  the  stock  exchanget 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  do  not  recollect  any :  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  know  oi  any.  Have  you  in  your  pos- 
session at  this  moment  any  written  communication  from  any  United 
States  Senator  bearing  upon  the  subject  now  under  investigation, 
received  to-day  or  yesterday,  or  at  any  time  prior  to  that! 

Mr.  Chapman.  1  have  not,  but  I  do  not  know  but  answering  this 
question  is  a  violation  of  the  rule  I  have  laid  down. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  received,  since  you  have  been  in  this  dty 
to  testify  before  this  committee,  any  written  communication  in  any 
form,  dispatch,  letter,  note,  or  memorandum,  from  any  United  States 
Senator,  bearing  in  any  manner  upon  this  investigation  or  that  has 
relation  to  it,  or  to  what  you  shall  testify  when  you  are  here  I 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  have  not;  but  I  deny  your  right  to  question  me 
upon  this  subject. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  destroyed  any  such  communication,  note, 
memorandum,  letter,  or  dispatch? 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  make  the  same  answer  as  to  the  last  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Chaj)man,  you  say  you  have  a  private  wire 
from  Washington  to  New  York/ at  your  office.    Is  there  any  i^ereaiLyci 
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the  employment  of  the  United  States  Government  at  Washington  who 
fornishes  yon  information  as  to  the  probable  passage  or  defeat  of 
measures  before  Congress  t 

Mr.  Chapman.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Allen.  Not  to  your  knowledge.  Are  there  any  x)ersons  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States  Government  now  as  officers,  outside  of 
United  States  Senators,  who  are  engaged  in  dealing  in  these  stocks 
through  your  flrmt 

Mr.  Chapman.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  decline  to  answer  that  All  right^  sir.  That 
is  all. 
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Mr.  Dayis,  from  the  Special  Oommittee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Biib^y,  etc.,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows : 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  the  Son,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  oflfered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ingtariff bill;  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  the  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore 

EeBoivedf  That  a  committee  of  nve  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tarin  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  to  administer  oaths. 

Kesolved  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tain resx)ects  have  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  hereinafter 
stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as  follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Gapi- 
tol  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the  exam- 
ination of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  said 
resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the  matters 
submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  12th  day  of  June, 
A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Henry  O.  Have- 
meyer,  who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the  chair- 
man of  said  committee. 

After  certain  testimony  had  been  given  by  him  his  examination  was, 
at  his  request,  continued  until  the  13th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1894,  at 
which  date  he  appeared,  and  the  testimony  of  the  said  Henry  O.  Have- 
meyer  having  been  resumed,  further  proceedings  were  had  before  the 
committee,  and  the  following  testimony  was  taken,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  was  asked  certain  questions,  to  which  questions  he  made  the 
following  answers  and  refusals  to  answer: 

Senator  Allen.  Had  you  or  the  sugar-refining  company  contributed 
any  to  the  campaign  fimd  in  Kew  York  laat  ^^a£\ 
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Mr.  Hayemeteb.*  The  Democratic  campaign  fondt 

Senator  Allen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Haveme yer.  Do  yon  mean  the  national  campaign  fand  f 

Senator  Allen.  The  Democratic  State  campaign  fund  of  last  yearf 

Mr.  Haveme  YER.  I  will  have  to  answer  that  in  the  affirmative. 

Senator  Allen.  Kelatively,  to  what  amount  I 

Mr.  Haveme^^r.  To  a  moderate  amount. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  objection  to  stating  what  it  wast 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up.    I  have  not  charged 
my  mind  with  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  also  contribute  something  to  the  liepub- 
lican  campaign  fund? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  recollection  as  to  the  fiEkctf 

Mr.  Haveivieyer.  The  local  fund? 

Senator  Allen.  Yes;  the  State  fund.  That  is,  for  the  State  cam 
paign. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  always  do  that.  I  have  not  the  amount  in 
my  mind. 

Senator  Allen.  So  you  contributed  as  a  matter  of  fact  to  both  pa^ 
ties? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  will  not  say  I  contributed  to  the  Eepublican 
party  without  refreshing  my  memory. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  to  your  best  recollection  that  you  did  contribute 
to  both  the  Eepublican  and  Democratic  campaign  funds  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  do  not  think  we  did  contribute  to  the  Republican. 

Senator  Allen.  In  1892  did  you  contribute  to  either  party? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  local  parties? 

Senator  Allen.  The  national  parties? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Ko,  sir;  but  always  to  the  local  parties.  Let  that 
be  distinct. 

Senator  Allen.  You  contributed  to  the  local  party,  that  is,  the  State 
party,  in  1892  ? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  would  have  to  refresh  my  memory  on  that  I 
do  not  think  we  did. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  either  party  or  both  parties 
in  the  State  of  New  York  in  the  election  of  1892? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  1  do  not  think  we  did. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  think  you  did? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  a  distinct  recollection  that  you  did  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  My  recollection  of  it  is  that  we  made  no  contribu- 
tions during  the  year  1892. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  any  member  of  the  American  Sugar  Befiuing 
Company  contribute  to  the  campaign  in  New  York  in  1892? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  individually? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  To  neither  party? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  know  of  no  one  who  did  contribute? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir.  Contributions  to  local  political  organiza- 
tions have  always  been  made  by  corporations,  before  the  trust  and  by 
the  trust  and  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Company,  and  no  doubt 
will  continue  to  be.    It  is  a  very  suitable  and  proper  thing  to  do. 

Senator  AlX£>l!l.  Xow  «»^5  \V\s»  ^  ^\3i\aXi\A  ^iid  i^roper  thing  to  do! 
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Mr.  Hatemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Why  should  the  American  Sugar  Eefining  Com- 
pany contribute  to  either  of  the  political  parties  in  the  State  of  Kew 
York! 

Mr.  Hatemeteb.  We  have  large  interests  in  this  State;  police  pro- 
tection and  fire  protection.  They  need  everything  that  the  city  fur- 
nishes and  gives,  and  they  have  to  support  these  things.  Every 
individual  and  corporation  and  firm,  trust,  or  whatever  you  call  it« 
do  these  things,  and  we  do  them. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  contribute  to  both  parties  with  the  exT)eo- 
tation  of  whichever  party  succeeds  your  interests  will  be  guarded! 

Mr.  Havemeteb.  We  have  a  good  deal  of  protection  for  our  con- 
tribution. 

Senator  Allen.  You  expect  protection  from  whichever  party  suc- 
ceeds! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  expect  that  simply  from  the  Democratic 
party! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  We  expect  protection  from  the  police  and  fire 
department  and  anything  that  the  State  local  organization  can  give. 

Senator  Allen.  Therefore  you  feel  at  liberty  to  contribute  to  both 
parties! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  depends.  In  the  State  of  Kew  York,  where  the 
Democratic  majority  is  between  40,000  and  60,000,  we  throw  it  their 
way.  In  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  where  the  Bepublican  party  is 
doubtful,  they  probably  have  the  call. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Massachusetts  do  yon  contribute 
anything! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  Very  likely. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollection  as  to  contributions 
made  by  your  company  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  could  not  name  the  amount. 

Senator  Allen.  However,  in  the  State  of  New  York  you  contribute 
to  the  Democratic  party,  and  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
you  contribute  to  the  Republican  party! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  is  my  impression  that  wherever  there  is  a  dom- 
inant party,  wherever  the  majority  is  very  large,  that  is  the  party  that 
getfi  the  contribution,  because  that  is  the  party  which  controls  the 
local  matters. 

Senator  Allen.  Then,  the  sugar  trust  is  a  Democrat  in  a  Democratic 
Statue,  and  a  liepublican  in  a  Eepublican  State! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  As  far  as  local  matters  are  concerned,  I  think 
that  is  about  it. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Maine  yon  control  the  refinery  at 
Portland,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  That  is  defunct.  We  would  not  give  anything  to 
the  State  of  Maine. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  where  do  your  contri- 
butions go! 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  I  will  have  to  look  that  up. 

Senator  Allen.  Pennsylvania  is  a  Republican  State  and  your  con- 
tributions probably  go  to  the  Republican  party,  do  they  not? 

Mr.  Havemeyeb.  It  would  be  a  local  matter.  If  Philadelphia 
was 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  your  nativity,  or  the  nativity  of  your 
corporation^  Kew  Jersey^  wheie  do  your  coutiibutioii&  ^ot 
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Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  will  have  to  look  that  ap. 

.Senator  Allen.  I  understand  New  Jersey  is  invariably  a  DrjDo- 
cratic  State.    It  would  naturally  go  to  the  Democratic  party  t 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  Under  the  theory  I  have  suggested  if  they  weiie 
there  it  would  naturally  go  to  them. 

Senator  Allen.  What,  in  round  numbers,  is  the  amount  annually 
contributed  by  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  to  the  different 
political  parties  for  campaign  purposes! 

Mr.  Hayeme  VEB.  There  is  no  fixed  amount.    I  could  not  guess  at  it 

Senator  Allen.  Does  it  amount  to  $100,000! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  the  American  Sugai*  Eefining  Company  con- 
tribute anything  in  1892  toward  securing  the  nomination  of  any  i)ar- 
ticular  individual  to  the  office  of  President  of  the  United  States! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Kothing  in  a  national  shape  in  any  manner,  shape^ 
or  form. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  what  is  known  as  the  ^^Anti- 
Snapper  !Fund!" 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  not  contribute  to  that  at  all! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  There  is  no  doubt  about  positiveness  on  that  point. 

Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  California,  did  you  contribute  to  tb<' 
campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  or  BepubUcan  party  there! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is  the  Western  Refining  Company,  in  which 
you  haYC  a  half  interest.    Does  that  contribute  anything! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  All£;n.  In  the  State  of  Louisiana  you  contribute,  however, 
do  you  not! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  know  nothing  about  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Who  would  know  about  Louisiana  and  California^ 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  belicYe  Mr.  Spreckels  is  the  president  of  the 
Western  refinery. 

Senator  Allen.  And  this  money  that  you  contribute  to  these  differ- 
ent parties  for  campaign  purposes 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Local  campaign  purposes. 

Senator  Allen.  Certainly;  local  campaign  purposes — ^that  money 
comes  out  of  the  corporation  of  the  sugar  refining  company! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  is  a  part  of  the  expenses  of  the  company! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Charged  up  on  your  books  as  expenses! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  books  of  your  refining  company  wonld 
show  the  amount  of  money  which  you  haYC  annually  contributed  to  the 
respectiYC  political  parties  and  the  State  in  which  it  was  contributed, 
and  the  party  to  wluch  it  was  concributed,  would  they  not! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  I  don't  think  it  shows  in  that  form. 

Senator  Allen.  How  would  it  show — as  so  much  money! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  It  would  show  that  a  payment  was  made,  and 
that  payment  would  have  to  be  explained  by  the  party  who  made  it 

Senator  Allen.  Made  to  some  particular  individual! 

Mr.  Hayemeyeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  He  would  have  to  render  an  account,  which  would 
not  go  upon  the  books^  as  to  the  manner  in  which  that  money  was 
expendedt 
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Mr.  Hayemeyer.  He  would  have  to  expend  it  in  conformity  with 
the  instructions  of  the  board. 

Senator  Allen.  The  manner  in  which  he  did  expend  it  actually 
would  not  appear  upon  your  books  t 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Ko,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  expending  any  money 
in  connection  with  State  legislatures! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  You  mean  in  the  campaign  of  the  State  t  You  do 
not  mean  in  the  legislature  itself! 

Senator  Allen.  I  mean  in  influencing  State  legislation. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Oh,  never.  We  have  contributed  to  local  cam- 
paign parties,  but  never  in  the  way  of  influencing  legislation,  and  we 
never  contribute  with  any  obligation. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  will  ask  you  whether  any  money  has  been  con- 
tributed by  the  sugar  trust  or  any  member  of  the  sugar  trust  toward 
securing  or  aiding  the  election  of  any  United  States  Senator! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Allen.  Can  you  ascertain  the  amount! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  I  can  if  I  apply  to  the  books. 

Senator  Allen.  Will  you  do  it! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  If  it  is  the  order  of  this  committee  I  will  do  any- 
thing. 

Senator  Allen.  That  is,  as  to  each  of  the  different  States  in  which 
money  has  been  contributed! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  If  that  is  the  order  of  the  committee,  I  will  get  it. 

Senator  Allen.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  request  oi  the  witness, 
Mr.  Havemeyer,  to  produce  full  data  as  to  all  money  contributed  by 
the  American  Sugar  Beflning  Company,  or  any  of  its  officers  on  its 
account  or  in  its  interest,  in  the  difierent  States  of  the  Union,  in  1892 
and  1893,  for  political  purposes  of  any  political  party,  whether  national, 
State,  or  local. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  As  to  national,  I  will  answer  now,  no;  there  is 
none.    As  to  others,  there  is. 

(The  request  of  Senator  Allen  was  granted  by  the  committee,  and 
Mr.  Havemeyer  asked  an  opportunity  to  consult  his  counsel  before 
furnishing  the  data  called  for.) 


Washington,  D.  C,  June  13^  1894. 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present:  Senator  Gray  (the  chairman),  and  Senators  Lindsay,  Davis, 
Lodge,  and  Allen. 

SWORH  STATEMEHT  OP  H.  0.  HAVEHETER— Continaed. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  you  have  stated  that  you 
wish  to  make  a  statement  of  some  kind. 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  It  is  in  relation  to  the  answer  that  I  am  to  make 
to  that  last  interrogatory. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  copy  of  it  with  you! 

Mr.  Hayemeyer.  Yes,  sir  [handing  a  paper  to  the  chairman]. 

The  Chairman.  The  interrogatory  is  as  follows: 

Senator  Allen.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  request  of  the  witness,  Mr.  Have- 
meyer, to  produce  full  data  as  to  all  money  ooutxibut^  Vs  ^^  ksoKkXvK^vci  "^x^.^^^ 
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Reflninp:  Compaoy,  or  any  of  Its  officers,  on  its  account  or  in  its  interest.  In  the 
diiTereiit  States  of  the  Union  in  1892  or  1893,  for  political  purposes,  to  any  politioki 
party,  whether  national,  State,  or  local. 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  While  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  answer  any  mate- 
rial matters,  under  advice  of  counsel  I  decline  to  answer  about  outside 
matters.  I  decline  to  answer  about  local  contributions.  I  know  of 
noti.ing  given  to  the  national  campaign.  There  exists  no  bargain  of 
any  nature,  and  never  claimed  that  the  company  was  entitled  to  any- 
thing except  what  its  merits  required. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  the  answer  you  desire  to  make  to  this  ques 
tiouf 

Mr.  Hayembyeb.  That  is  the  answer. 

•  •  •  •  •  • 

Senator  Allen.  Since  your  examination  yesterday  you  have  con- 
sulted counsel  as  to  the  propriety  of  answering  questions  with  refer- 
ence to  divulging  the  amount  of  money  that  you  paid  for  election  pur- 
poses in  the  different  States  I 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  As  to  making  any  answer. 

Senator  Allen.  And  in  declining  to  answer  the  question  put  to  yon 
I  observed  that  you  read  your  answer  from  a  piece  of  paper? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  that  answer  prepared  by  you  or  by  your  coun- 
sel? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  By  me. 

Senator  Allen.  Under  the  direction  of  your  counsel? 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  No,  sir;  under  the  advice  of  counsel. 

Senator  Allen.  I  do  understand  you,  however,  to  say  and  rei)eat, 
that  in  States  where  you  have  a  financial  interest,  at  least  where  the 
sugar  refining  company  has  an  interest  as  refiners,  you  do  contribute 
to  either  the  Democratic  or  Republican  party  as  one  or  the  other  may 
be  in  the  ascendency  in  that  State! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  do  for  local  and  State  purposes,  but  not 
national. 

Senator  Allen.  You  never  contribute  t/o  the  campaign  fund  of  a 
party  in  the  minority! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  We  may;  I  will  not  say  we  do  not. 

Senator  AliIen.  Your  policy,  however,  is  to  stand  in  with  the  ruling 
power! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Not  to  '^  stand  in,"  but  to  contribute  to  the  cam- 
paign expenses  of  that  party,  for  the  reason  that  they,  being  in  power 
and  control,  it  could  give  us  the  protection  we  should  have. 

Senator  Allen.  And  by  that  means  you  placate 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  Oh,  no;  there  is  no  placation  or  obligation  at  all; 
nothing  more  than  we  consider  the  proper  thing  to  do;  everybody 
does  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  any  other  corporation  in  these  same  States  do 
the  same  thing,  that  you  know! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  I  understand  every  individual,  corporation,  and 
firm  in  existence  do  it  in  their  respective  States. 

Senator  Allen.  So  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company's  poli- 
tics, so  far  as  its  contributions  to  the  campaign  fund  is  concerned,  is 
controlled  by  the  political  complexion  of  the  State  in  which  it  happens 
to  have  a  particular  refinery! 

Mr.  Havemeyer.  The  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  has  no 
politics  of  any  kmd. 
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Mr.  Hatemeyeb.  Only  the  x)olitio8  of  business. 

Senator  Lindsay.  Yon  say  the  company  is  separate  and  distinct 
from  the  officers  and  stockholders;  each  mah  has  his  own  politics! 

Mr.  Hayemeteb.  We  have  nothing  to  do  with  politics  in  any  shape 
or  manner.  Our  business  is  the  refining  of  sugar  at  a  slight  profit 
that  is  consistent  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the  industry. 

A  copy  of  the  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  afore- 
said, together  with  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  service  thereof,  is  hereto 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A : 

Unitbd  States  of  Amkrica, 

C<mgre9$  of  the  United  8tate§ 

To  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  greeting: 

Pnnnant  to  lawful  anthority,  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  apjiear  before  the 
Bpeciid  committee,  appointed  May  17th.  1884,  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
forthwitii,  1894,  at  the  committee  room,  Privileges  and  Elections,  U.  S.  Senate,  then 
and  there  to  testify  what  yon  may  know  relative  to  the  sabject-matters  under  con- 
sideration b^  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  yonr  deflftnlt  nnder  the  pains  and  jienalties  in 
SQch  oases  made  and  provided. 

To  Richard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Aims  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
serve  and  retnm. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  6th  day  of  June,  in  the 
year  of  cox  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Gbo.  Orat 
Chairman  Special  Committee, 

Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Offloe  of  the  SergeanUat-Arme. 

I  do  appoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  subpoBua,  and  to 
exercise  aU  the  authority  in  relation  thereto  with  which  I  am  vested  by  the  within 
order. 

B,  J.  Brioht, 
SergeanUai-Arme  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statee. 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  7, 1S94, 
I  made  service  of  the  within  subpcena  through  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Layton,  by  the 
within-named  Henry  0.  Havemeyer,  at  No.  117  Wall  st.,  New  York  City,  at  11:90 
o'clock  a.  m.y  on  the  seventh  day  of  June,  1894. 

B.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeamt-^UArme,  Senate  of  the  c7.  A 

III  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refussJs  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  tJie  provisions  of  that  certain 
act  of  Oongress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  chapter  7  of 
the  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

Sec.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who,  having  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers 
upon  any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House,  or  any  eommittee  of  either 
House  of  Congress,  wiUfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to 
answer  any  q^uestion  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiiy,  shaU  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  bv  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  doUars 
nor  less  than  one  hundrod  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  Jail  for  not  less 
than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sbc.  108.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  reAise  to  testify  to  anv  faet  or  to  produce 
any  paper  ren>ectinff  which  he  shaU  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress,  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  around  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  snoh  paper  may  tend  to  oisgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him. 
inikmoUk 

42BBI 
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Sec.  104.  Whenever  a  wiineee  fiiinmoiied,  m  mentioiMdin  a&e^aa  one  hoBdred  ad 
two,  fails  to  teetify,  and  the  facta  are  reported  to  either  Houee,  the  Preaident  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  toe  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  £tct  ondK 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  Honse  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colnmbis^ 
idiose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  tiietr  action. 

Wherefore,  the  conmiittee  rei>ort  to  the  Senate,  to  the  end  that  tb» 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid 
failure  to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  aJD  the  facts 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  United  States  district  attor^ 
ney  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  order  that  said  witness  may  be 
proceeded  against  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 

O.  K.  Davis, 
H.  G.  LoDOB, 

WX.  y •  AJLIafiN , 

Committee. 


ADDITIOITAL  VIEWS  OF  ME.  ALLEN,  OF  THE  OOMHITTBB. 

In  luLditJon  to  the  abore  recommendatioii  of  the  f^ommittee  regnrding 
the  witneM  Henry  O.  Havemeyer^  I  have  to  say  that  I  think  he  ought 
to  be  bfonght  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  be  required  to  there  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt  of  whicfh  he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily  pun- 
ished for  reftieing  to  do  so. 

I  therefore  recommend  ttie  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by 
the  Senate: 

WbetMM  Hairy  O.  H*veney^,  a  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  summoned  by  m 
selaet  oommittee  of  the  ISeiiate,  and  being  jawftiUy  required  to  tevdiy  before  said 
eommittee,  has,  as  appears  by  tke  report  of  said  committee,  refused  to  aaawer  pertit 
nent  and  material  questions  propounded  to  him  by  said  committee:  Th«(re£ore, 

Be9olvtd,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due  form  under  hia 
h«ad  and  the  seal  of  tiie  Senate,  directed  to  the  Sergeant-amArms  of  the  Senate, 
commanding  him  forthwith  to  arnat  and  bring  to  the  bar  of  liie  Senate  the  body  or 
said  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  to  abow  eanse  why  he  should  not  be  pttnirtMd  for  oon- 
temnt,  and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  said  Hayemeyer  i|i  ovstody  to  await  tha 
fortner  order  of  the  Senate. 

Bespeotftilly  aubmitted* 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORITY. 

The  undersigned  members  of  the  committee,  being  nnable  to  agree 
with  the  majority  in  the  report  made  by  them  to  the  Senate  in  the 
case  of  the  witness  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  deem  it  proper  to  state  the 
gronnd  of  their  dissent. 

The  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which  the  committee  has  been 
prosecuting  this  investigation  directs  it  to  inquire,  among  other  things, 
<<  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any 
I)erson  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign  or 
election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation." 

The  undersigned  do  not  believe  that  in  our  system  of  Government 
unlimited  x>ower  is  deposited  by  the  people  anywhere,  but  on  the  other 
hand,  that  limitation  of  power  was  conspicuously  kept  in  view  by  the 
framers  of  that  Gk)vernment.  They  do  not  feel  at  liberty,  therefore,  to 
impute  to  the  Senate  a  purpose  to  pursue  ends  clearly  beyond  the  scope 
of  its  power.  Admitting  that  an  inquiry  as  to  whether  certain  i>ersonB 
have  made  contributions  to  any  political  party  to  secure  or  defeat 
Federal  legislation  is  within  the  competence  of  the  Senate  to  make, 
they  deny  that  it  is  within  such  competence  to  direct  an  inquiry  as  to 
who  has  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  any  political  party  with- 
out refereilce  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  contribution  was  made. 

The  undersigned,  therefore,  in  obedience  to  the  principle  of  the  weU- 
established  rule  that  :vfrhere  a  construction  is  possible  which  brings  a 
law  within  the  enacting  power  of  the  legislature,  such  construction 
shall  obtain,  have  felt  compelled  to  construe  the  resolution  so  as  to 
make  the  instruction  of  the  Senate  to  the  committee  one  commanding 
it  to  inquire  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the  sugar 
trust,  or  any  i>erson  connected  therewith,  to  any  politicid  party  for 
campaign  or  election  purposes  to  secure  or  defeat  Federal  legislation. 
As  will  appear  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Havemeyer  submitted  to  the 
Senate,  the  question  was,  in  substance,  thus  put  to  him  and  answered 
in  the  negative. 

It  will  be  observed,  from  the  extracts  from  the  testimony  submitted 
by  the  majority  of  the  committee,  that  the  witness  Havemeyer  answered 
freely  and  fully  all  questions  as  to  whether  or  not  contributions  had 
been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  to  the  national  campaign  frind  of  any 
party,  and  that  the  charge  of  contumacy  rests  solely  upon  questions 
put  to  him  as  to  the  amounts  and  particulars  of  contributions  which 
ne  had  testified  had  been  made  by  the  trust  for  local  and  State  pur- 
poses. Therefore  the  question  presented  by  this  report  is  whether  or 
not  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  directed  this  committee,  or  had 
power  to  direct  this  committee,  to  inquire  as  to  what  contributions 
a  particular  individual  or  corporation  may  have  made  to  campaign 
funds  for  the  conduct  of  elections,  strictly  State  or  local,  in  the  years 
1892  and  1893. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  undersigned  that  the  resolution  under  which 
this  committee  is  acting  will  not  admit  of  the  interpretation  necessary 
to  support  the  report  of  the  majority  of  the  committee,  and  that  the 
said  witness  has  not  refused  to  answer  any  question  that  was  pertinent 
to  the  inquiry  with  which  the  committee  was,  or  could  have  been, 
properly  charged. 

Geo.  Gray, 

660 
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Appendix  E. 
DT  THE  SENATE  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


Juke  21, 1894.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr*  Dayis,  from  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc.,  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  18d4,  as  follows : 

Whereas  it  htm  been  stated  in  the  Son,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  tnem  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill:  and 

Whereas  it  nas  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Eesotved,  That  a  committee  of  tive  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  an^  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislatiou,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  sen  I  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

Meaolved  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tain respects  have  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  herein- 
after stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as  follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  connnittee  met  in  the  Capi- 
tol on  the  2l8t  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  ra.,  and,  after  the 
examination  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  tbe  first  paragraph  of  the 
said  resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the 
matters  submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  13th  day 
of  June,  A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  JohnE. 
Searles  who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

In  the  course  of  his  testimony  the  said  witness  was  asked  certain 
questions  and  refused  to  answer  the  same.  The  testimony  in  the  course 
of  which  such  questions  were  asked  him  and  such  reftisals  by  him 
made,  is  as  follows : 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  pass  that  question.  I  see  you  and  I  radically 
disagree  upon  that,  and  probably  always  will.  The  American  Sugar 
Befining  Company  is  in  the  habit  of  contributing  money  for  campaign 
purposes  to  the  different  political  parties,  is  it  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  It  has  done  so;  yes,  sir. 


662  INVESTIGATION  OP  ATTEMPTS  AT  BRIBFRY,  ETa 

Senator  Allen.  Has  it  done  so  each  year  of  its  existence  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  know  that  it  has  done  so  each  year,  but  j% 
has  done  bo  from  time  to  time. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  it  do  so  in  1892t 

Mr.  Seables.  It  did. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  Statest 

Mr.  Seables.  I  can  not  enumerate  the  States. 

Senator  Allen.  According  to  your  best  recollection.  In  what  Statesf 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  not  care  to  testify  directly  on  that  pointy 
unless 

Senator  Allen.  The  resolution  embraces  that  inquiry. 

The  Chaibman  (to  Mr.  Searles).  Unless  whatt   Finish  your  sentence. 

Mr.  Skables.  Unless  it  does  come  within  the  province  of  this  inquiry. 
I  do  not  understand  that  it  does. 

The  Chaibman.  It  does. 

Mr.  Seables.  Kindly  show  me  how  it  doest 

The  Chaibman.  The  resolution  under  which  we  are  acting  reads  in 
this  way : 


Be€olved,  That  a  committee  of  fire  Senaton  be  appointed  to  iureatigate 
charges,  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  niatle  by  the 
•ngar  ttust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  eleetion  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

Mr.  Seables.  In  answer  to  that  question  with  reference  to  any  con- 
tributions to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  I  answer  emphatically,  no. 

Senator  Allen.  You  misapprehended  the  scope  of  the  resolution. 

The  Chaibman.  That  is  what  we  want  to  get  at,  whether  there  has 
been  any. 

Senator  Allen.  Let  me  show  you  where  you  misapprehend  it: 

Besolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  inyestigate  thest 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  part^  forcampaiga 
or  election  purposes,  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

There  are  several  distinct  propositions  embraced  in  that. 

Mr.  Seables.  There  have  been  no  contributions  made  by  the  com* 
pany,  to  my  knowledge,  with  any  view  to  pending  legislation  on  the 
sugar  question. 

The  Chaibman.  Or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Nor  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  I  will  ask  you,  in  the  language  of  this  resolutioD| 
whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the  sugar  trust  or  any 
person  connected  therewith  to  any  political  party  for  campaign  pur- 
poses t 

Mr.  Seables.  Such  contributions  have  been  made  locally,  but  with 
no  application,  or  with  no  purpose  to  influence  legislation. 

Senator  Allen.  In  what  States  have  contributions  of  that  kind 
been  niadet 

Mr.  Seables.  I  can  not  answer  definitely  on  that  point. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  Kew  Yorkt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  they  have. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey! 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  they  been  made  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvaniaf 

Mr.  Searles.  ^ot  ^m  1  cAttain  as  to  that. 
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Senator  Allen.  In  the  State  of  Ohiot 

Mr.  Seasles.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  snch. 

Senator  Allen.  How  are  these  contribntions  nxadet  That  ia,  are 
they  made  and  charged  np  to  the  company,  or  made  by  some  officer  or 
member  of  the  company  on  behalf  the  company  t 

Mr.  Se AELES.  They  have  been  made  by  some  officer  of  the  company^ 
uanally,  I  think,  by  its  president. 

Senator  Allen.  And  are  charged  to  the  expense  account  of  the 
company,  are  they  nott 

Mr.  Seaelbs.  I  think  they  are. 

Senator  Allen.  Would  your  books  show  a  contribution  to  the  cam« 
paiffn  fund  of  any  party  t 

Mr.  SEABLE8.  Ko,  sir- 

Senator  Allen.  How  is  the  entry  made  upon  the  books  of  the 
company  t 

Mr.  Seablbs.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  that.  It  has  been  made,  I 
think,  an  individual  matter. 

Senator  Allen.  It  would  be  charged  to  some  member  of  the  com- 
pany t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  not  certain  as  to  these  entries,  how  they  are 
made. 

Senator  Allen.  What  officer  or  member  of  the  company  usually  dis- 
burses the  money  that  is  appropriated  to  campaign  purposes  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  that  what  has  been  done  in  that  direction  has 
usually  been  done  through  the  president. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyert 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Does  he  make  an  account  to  the  board  of  directors! 

Mr.  Seables.  He  does. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  it  explained  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Fo,  sir;  there  is  no  explanation. 

Senator  Allen.  Just  a  verbal  explanation  t 

Mr.  Seables.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  There  is  no  account  of  that  that  is  carried  back  on 
the  books  after  the  expenditure  of  the  money,  is  theret 

Mr.  Seables.  I  could  not  say  as  to  how  that  is. 

Senator  Allen.  U  Mr.  Havemeyer  was  charged  with  $100,000  to  be 
expended  in  donations  to  political  parties  for  campaign  purposes,  how 
would  that  item  be  balanced  on  the  bookst 

Mr.  Seables.  I  could  not  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  access  to  the  books,  have  you  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  You  have  noticed  these  items,  have  you  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  aware  that  tiiere  are  such  entries. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors,  are 
you  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  these  matters  have  come  before  the  board  of 
directors  for  adjustment,  have  they  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  My  impression  is  that  they  have  been  reported  to  the 
board. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  that  they  havet 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  they  have. 

Senator  Allen.  What  amount  was  expended  by  your  company  in 
the  campaign  of  1892 1 

Mr.  Seables.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question. 
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Senator  Allen.  On  what  grounds  do  you  decline! 

Mr.  Seables.  On  the  ground  that  it  is  not  within  the  provinee  o( 
this  inquiry. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  decline  because  it  would  lead  to  further 
inquiries  that  would  criminate  you  or  anybody  belonging  to  your 
organization  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  simply  because  I  am  advised  that  inquiiieB 
as  to  local  contributions  are  not  within  the  province  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Allen.  If  you  contributed  to  the  campaign  fund  of  1892, 
when  there  was  a  Presidential  election.  Members  of  Congress,  and 
members  of  the  legislature,  whose  duty  it  was  after  being  elected  to 
select  Senators  and  that  selected  Senators,  one  in  the  State  of  Kew 
York  and  the  State  of  Few  Jersey «  and  these  contributions  were  used 
for  general  election  purposes  there,  you  would  not  claim,  then,  it  was 
donated  for  merely  local  purposes,  municipal  purposes,  would  yout 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  contributions. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  the  treasurer  of  the  company  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  have  been  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  or 
moref 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  All  money  paid  out  by  that  company  is  paid  out  by 
you,  is  it  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir;  not  necessarily.  It  is  paid  only  on  my  order 
or  that  of  the  president. 

Senator  Allen.  Only  on  your  order  or  that  of  the  president  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  paid  out  any  money  for  campaign  par- 
poses  during  the  years  1892  and  1893  as  treasurer  of  the  Americim 
Sugar  Befiiiing  Company  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Only  for  such  as  I  have  spoken  o£ 

Senator  Allen.  Local  purposes  t 

Mr.  Seables.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  When  you  say  local  purposes,  you  mean  contribu- 
tions to  the  State  campaign  fundi 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  that  would  be  included. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  was  in  1892 1 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  When  Harrison  and  Oleveland  were  candidates  for 
the  Presidency  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  was  to  be  used  in  the  same  election  where 
these  men  were  candidates,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  think  it  was  to  be  used  at  that  time. 

Senator  Allen.  You  know  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  was.  Do  you  not 
know  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  was  to  be  used  by  the  political  party  to 
whom  it  was  contributed  for  all  general  purposes  connected  with  the 
election  that  fallt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  supposed  at  the  time  it  was  to  be  used  that 
wayt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  way  it  was  used — as  to 
whether  it  was  used  for  general  purposes  or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  the  question  as  to  how  it  was  used,  or 
for  whom  it  was  used,  or  for  what  purpose  it  was  used,  you  know  noth- 
ing! 
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Mr.  Seables.  Precisely. 

Senator  Aixen.  And  did  not  want  to  know  anything  at  the  timef 

Mr.  Seables.  I  made  no  inquiry,  if  that  is  what  you  mean. 

Senator  Allen.  What  sam  did  yon  contribute  to  the  Democratic 
campaign  fund  in  the  State  of  New  York  in  1892  that  was  used  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  the  campaign  in  that  State,  at  which  time 
Cleveland  and  Harrison  were  candidates  for  President  of  the  United 
States  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question  for  the  reasons 
stated. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did  contribute  some  money,  did  you  nott 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  an  amount  was  contributed.  Personally,  I 
have  no  knowledge  what  it  was  now. 

Senator  Allen.  And  it  was  charged  to  the  account  of  the  American 
Sugar  Eefining  Company  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Charged  to  the  account  of  the  American  Sugar  Befln- 
ing  Company. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  decline  now  to  state  the  amount! 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  $100,000 1 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  state  the  amount. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  over  $100,000? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  say. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  it  less  than  $100,000 1 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  state. 

Senator  Allen.  Why  do  you  dedine  to  state  t 

Mr.  Seables.  Because  I  do  not  understand  that  is  within  the  proy- 
ince  of  yonr  inquiry. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  decline  to  state  simply  because  you 
know  it  was  disreputable  and  unlawful  to  contribute  this  money? 

Mr.  Seables.  Ko,  sir;  I  do  not  admit  anything  of  the  kind. 

Senator  Allen.  You  think  it  is  x)erfectly  laudable  for  the  American 
Sugar  Befining  Company  to  contribute  large  sums  of  money,  by  the 
thousands  of  dollars,  for  the  purpose  of  iuSueucing  elections  in  this 
country,  do  you? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  always  understood,  or  for  many  years,  that  it  is 
the  custom  of  botli  parties  to  solicit  from  corporations  and  individuals 
contributions  for  the  carrying  on  of  their  political  campaigns,  and  that 
it  is  the  custom  of  corporations  and  individuals  to  respond  to  such 
invitations.  And  with  that  understanding,  and  what  I  believe  to  be  a 
general  custom,  the  American  Sugar  Beiining  Company  has  made  such 
contributions  at  times. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  believe  it  is  perfectly  proper  for  a  corpora- 
tion, the  value  of  whose  stocks  maybe  affected  by  national  legislation, 
to  contribute  its  funds  to  the  success  or  defeat  of  one  political  party 
or  the  other? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  as  parties  are  now  managed  that  is  proper. 

Senator  Allen.  And  the  American  Sugar  Befining  Company,  as  a 
company,  was  actuated  by  a  higli  sense  of  patriotic  duty  in  contribu- 
ting this  money,  I  suppose? 

Mr.  Seables.  That  is  a  pleasant  way  of  putting  it. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  Democratic  fund  of  Few 
York? 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  contribute  to  the  Bepublican  fund  of  New 
York? 
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Mr.  Beablbs.  I  decline  to  answer  that  also. 

Senator  Allbn.  Did  yoa  oontribnte  to  both  of  them  t 

Mr.  Seablbs.  I  also  decline  to  anewor  tluit. 

Senator  AuLBN.  Did  you  oontribnte  to  the  Popnlist  ftind  of  New 
Torkt 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  also  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  the  Prohibition  ftmd,  or  any  other  fluid  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decline  to  answer  as  to  any  fdnd. 

Senator  Allen.  What  return  did  you  expect  the  American  Sngar 
Sefining  Company  to  receive  for  the  immense  sum  of  money  you  pal 
into  the  campaign  fund  of  18d2  in  New  Yorkt 

Mr.  Seables.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  expectation  in  that  regard. 

Senator  Allen.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  you  are  in  the  habit  of  cos* 
tributing  large  sums  of  money  to  any  enterprise  without  expecting 
some  pecuniary  return,  do  yout 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  loomed  long  since  the  truth  of  the  ooloitd 
man's  version  on  that — ^^  Blessed  am  dem  what  'spects  nuflin,  den  dej 
don't  get  disa|HK>inted«'' 

Senator  Allen.  I  appreciate  that,  but  you  do  not  mean  to  say  as  a 
business  man  and  as  a  business  proposition  titat  your  corporation 
would  contribute  to  either  the  Democratic  or  Republican  party  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  or  any  other  State,  without  expecting  any  retorn, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  some  pecuniary  benefit,  do  youT 

Mr.  Seables.  I  mean  to  say  this,  that  under  the  existing  custom,  cor 
corporation,  being  a  corporation  which  has  large  property  interests, 
has  been  called  upon  to  contribute  by  the  x>olitical  parties  and  has  done 
so  without  any  definite  understanding  as  to  any  benefits  to  be  received 
thereby,  but  by  reason  of  the  property  interests  of  the  corporation 
and  of  its  large  representation  of  capitsJ 

Senator  Allen.  Now,  while  you  had  no  definite  contract  or  unde^ 
standing  with  the  managers  of  the  political  parties  to  whom  you  have 
contributed,  is  it  not  true  that  you  expected  fiEtvorable  consideration 
from  the  party  that  succeeded  in  getting  the  control  of  the  national 
legislation  or  national  affairs — ^what  you  call  ^^tair  treatment"  of  yonr 
interest  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  always  believed  that  we  would  get,  by  a  proper 
presentation  of  our  business  industiy  and  its  needs,  fieor  protection 
firom  either  party  aside  from  any  contributions  or  anything  else. 

Senator  Axxen.  You  realize,  I  suppose,  as  I  do,  that  every  sane 
man  acts  from  some  motivet 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Allen.  The  American  Sugar  Company's  contribution  to 
the  campaign  fiind  of  1892  must  have  been  actuated  by  one  of  two 
things,  either  a  high  sense  of  patriotic  duty  to  some  political  x^Brty 
or  the  expectation  of  acquiring  some  benefit  from  the  contribution  when 
it  was  made,  some  pecuniary  benefit.  Kow,  which  was  the  motive  that 
inspired  you  in  making  that  contribution  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  say  the  patriotic  duty. 

Senator  Allen.  I  think  that  is  all  I  want  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Searles. 

The  Chaibman.  You  were  asked  whether  the  contributions  that 
were  made  by  the  sugar  trust  in  the  campaign  of  1892  were  actuated 
by  certain  motives. 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Assuming  that  such  contributions  were  made,  are 
you  referring  now  to  the  contributions  which  you  have  said  were  made 
locally  1 
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Mr.  8EABLiB&  Tbofle  axe  the  only  oontribations  made  by  the 
company. 

The  Ohaibha|7.  In  what  States  were  they  madet 

Mr.  Seables.  I  can  not  state  that  definitely. 

The  Ghaibhan.  Did  you  make  a  personal  contribution  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  did. 

The  CHAIB1CA17.  To  what  party  t 

Mr.  Seables.  In  the  State  of  New  York. 

The  CuAJSMAN.  To  what  party! 

Mr.  Seables.  Is  it  within  the  province  of  the  committee  to  inqnlre 
into  my  private  contributions  t 

The  Ghaibman.  I  simply  ask  the  question,  and  am  not  called  upon 
to  pass  upon  it. 

Mr.  Seables.  I  decUne  to  answer,  it  being  a  private  matter. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Havemeyer  stated  yesterday  that  the  sugar 
refining  company  contributed  money  in  New  York  and  in  Massachu- 
setts*   Do  you  remember  auy  other  State  in  which  they  contributed  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  should  not  attempt  to  name  the  States  in  which 
contributions  were  made. 

Senator  Allek.  And  in  New  Jersey  t 

The  Ghaibman.  Have  these  contributions  been  made  in  campaigns 
prior  to  1892,  to  your  knowledgef 

Mr.  Seables.  I  think  so. 

Senator  LoDaE.  Do  you  know  whether  contributions  were  made  in 
any  TVestern  States  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  have  no  knowledge  on  that  point. 

The  Ghaibman.  There  is  a  statement  here  in  an  article  published  in 
the  Philadelphia  Press,  which  article  was  part  of  the  occasion  for  the 
formation  of  this  committee,  that  an  appeal  was  made  to  these  men^ 
meaning  the  sugar  men,  for  money: 

The  sabaoriptioDB  may  have  been  fnytai  as  individnal  contributionB^  but  sacli  gift 
wae  a  pare  fietion  if  It  was  made  In  ^at  way.  It  was  a  Bngar-tmst  subscription  to 
the  national  eampaigo  committee  in  return  for  pledgee  which  were  afterwarda 
insistently  demanded  to  be  redeemed. 

Is  that  true,  to  your  knowledgef 

Mr.  Seables.  I  know  of  no  such  subscription. 

The  Ghaibman— 

The  eabsoription  was  the  magnificent  sum  of  $500,000.  And  at  another  place  in 
this  article  there  will  be  reported  a  distinct  and  emphatic  admission  of  this  sub- 
scription and  pledge  from  one  of  the  highest  officers  or  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Do  you  know  of  any  such  subscription  to  the  national  campaign  com- 
mittee of  either  party  f 

Mr.  Seables.  I  know  of  no  such  contribution. 

The  Ghaibman.  ^'  A  part  of  this  money  bought  Golorado  for  the 
PopuUsts."    Do  you  know  of  any  such  purchase  as  thatf 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  <<A  part  of  it  brought  about  Populist  alliances 
elsewhere.'^ 

Mr.  Seables.  I  know  of  no  such. 

The  Ghaibman.  '^A  part  of  it  was  used  in  lUinois."  Do  you  know 
of  any  such  purchase  t 

Mr.  Seables.  No,  sir. 

The  Ghaibman.  '<  There  was  no  doubt  that  this  great  fortune  was 
mainly  instrumental  in  securing  those  alliances  and  influencing  those 
purchasable  or  discontented  elements  whose  action  upon  election  day 
caused  such  astounding  results  in  the  West,'' 
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Mr.  Seables.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  each  transadiofn  MtlMMe 
referred  to  in  the  article  read. 

Senator  Lodge.  Do  yon  know  of  any  mon^  being  giyen  fx  the 
local  campaign  in  Colorado  T 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  do  not 

Senator  Lodge.  Or  Nebraskat 

Mr.  Seablbs.  I  do  not. 

•  •••••« 

Senator  Allek.  Were  you  approached  by  any  person  on  behalf  of 
the  national  Democratic  or  Bepnblican  central  committees  in  18d2  to 
contribute  to  the  campaign  fond  of  that  year,  either  iudividoally  or  in 
behalf  of  the  company  t 

Mr.  Seables.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  been  solicited  in  that  way. 

Senator  Allen.  Ko  one  asked  yon  as  an  individual  to  oontribateyOr 
asked  you  as  an  officer  to  have  the  company  contribute  t 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  do  not  remember  any  such  request. 

Senator  Allen.  All  the  way  through,  when  you  speak  of  local  con- 
tributions I  understand  ^ou  to  mean  contributions  to  the  State  organi- 
zations of  the  party,  whichever  party  it  may  be.  For  instance,  if  yon 
speak  of  local  contributions  in  the  State  of  New  York  to  the  Democratic 
party,  you  mean  to  the  Democratic  organization  in  the  State,  do  you  notf 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  do  not  know  as  to  the  organization,  bnt  for  State 
purposes,  whatever  that  may  have  been. 

Senator  Allen.  Were  your  contributions  larger  in  1892  than  they 
were  in  1893f 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  best  recollectiont 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  do  not  remember. 

•  •••••• 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  any  objection  to  producing  your  books, 
showing  by  that  means  the  contributions  that  were  made  by  the  sugar 
trust  for  political  purposes  in  the  last  few  years,  in  1892  and  1893f 

Mr.  Sbables.  I  should  decline  to  do  that. 

Senator  Allen.  You  should  decline  to  do  it  f 

Mr.  Seables.  Yes,  sir. 

A  copy  of  the  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid, 
together  with  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  service  thereof,  is  hereto 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A. 

Exhibit  A> 

United  States  of  Ambriga, 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 
To  J.  £.  Searles,  greeting: 

Pursuant  to  lawful  authority,  vou  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  forthwith 
before  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  investigste 
attempts  at  bribery,  etc.,  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Priyileges  and  Electioniy 
then  and  there  to  testify  what  you  may  know  relative  to  the  sabjeot-matters  under 
consideration  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
such  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  Richard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  U 
aerve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  13th  day  of  Jane,  in  tht 
year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Gbo.  Gray, 
Chairmmn  Special  Cvmmitks, 
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SXNATB   yW  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

Office  of  ike  Sergeaut-^iUJrme. 

1  do  appoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  subpcena,  and  to 
exercise  all  the  anthoritj  in  relation  thereto  with  which  I  am  vested  by  the  within 
order. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeamt-at'Arme  ej  ike  Senate  of  Ike  United  Statee, 

Washinotov,  D.  C.y  June  IS,  1894. 

I  made  sexrioe  of  the  within  enhpcBua  thronch  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Layton,  by  the 
within-named  J.  E.  Searles,  at  Arlington  Hotel)  Washington,  D.  C,  at  one  o'olook 
p.  m.,  on  the  13th  day  of  Jane,  1894. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
SergeanUat-ArvM,  Senate  of  the  U,  S. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  qaestion  under 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Seuate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon* 
dnct;  and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
act  of  Oongress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  chapter  7  of 
the  Bevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  follows:, 

Ssc.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who,  haying  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  ot  to  produce  papers 
upon  any  matter  under  iuquiry  before  either  House,  or  any  committee  Of  either 
House  of  Congress,  wiUfully  makes  default,  or  who,  havmg  -appeared,  refuses  to 
answer  any  questiim  pertiuent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shall  be  deemed 
ffuilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dol- 
lars nor  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  jail  for  not 
less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper,  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  sneh  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

8so.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  tne  ease  may  be,  shaU  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  tne  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  Jury  for  their  action* 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate,  to  the  end  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid  fail- 
ure to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  fa-cts 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  U.  S.  district  attorney  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  in  order  that  said  witness  may  be  proceeded 
against  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 

C.  K.  Davis. 

H.  C.  Lodge. 

Wh.  Y.  Allen, 


ADDITIONAL  VIEWS  OP  MB.  ALLEN,  OP  THE  OOMMITTBB. 

In  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  legaid- 
ing  the  witoeas,  John  E.  Searles,  I  have  to  say  that  I  think  he  ought  to 
be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  be  required  to  there  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt  of  which  he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily  pun- 
ished for  refiising  to  do  so. 

I  therefore  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolutioa  bj 
the  Senate: 

Whereas  John  E.  Searlet,  a  witaeM,  was  heretofore  duly  snmmimed  by  a  aeleet 
committee  of  the  Senate,  and  being  law/ally  required  to  testify  before  said  eoa- 
mittee,  has,  as  sppean  by  the  report  ef  said  eommittee,  refused  to  aaawarpsrtiasat 
amd  material  qosstions  propoanasd  to  him  by  said  sommittee :  Therefot^ 

Bmolv§d,  That  the  Presiaent  of  the  Senate  issne  his  warrant  in  dne  form,  undK 
hih  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate^  direeted  to  the  Sergeant-at-Amw  of  the  8«Lst«, 
oommandinff  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and  biteff  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of 
said  John  £.  Searlea,  to  show  oanse  why  he  soonld  not  be  punished  for  eavtsswt, 
and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  said  fi»v«mayar  in  costody  to  await  the  lortMr 
order  of  the  Senate. 

BespectfUly  submitted. 

WX.  T.  AXXiSI. 


VIEWS  OF  THE  MINORrrY. 

The  nndersigned  members  of  the  committee,  being  unable  to  agree 
with  the  majority  in  the  report  made  by  them  to  the  Senate  in  the  case 
of  the  witness,  John  E.  Searles,  deem  it  proper  to  state  that  the  ground 
of  their  dissent  is  that  set  forth  by  the  undersigned  in  the  case  of  the 
witnessi  Heniy  O.  Havemeyer* 

Geo.  Okay, 
William  Lindsay. 
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Appendix  F. 
US  THE  SEITATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


Junk  21, 1894.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  Gbat,  from  the  Special  Committee  to  Investigate  Attempts  at 

Bribery,  etc.j  submitted  the  following 

REPORT: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows : 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  The  Son,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill;  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub* 
lished  in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sn^ar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  cam- 
paign pujnposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Beaolvea,  That  a  committee  of  fiye  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trusty  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  sugar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

JReaolved  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  tiie  consideration  of  said 
bill,  or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tain respects  have  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  hereinafter 
stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as  follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Capi- 
tol on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the  exam- 
ination of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the  said 
resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the  matters 
submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  19th  day  of  June, 
A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  John  W.  Macart- 
ney, who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a  witness  to 
appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and  submitted 
to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn  by  the 
chairman  of  said  committee. 

In  the  course  of  his  testimony  the  said  witness  was  asked  certain 
questions,  and  refused  to  answer  the  same,  as  will  more  fully  appear 
by  the  following  copy  of  his  testimony,  viz: 

8W0BH  TESTIMOHT  07  JOHH  W.  MACAETNET. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Macartney,  where  do  you  reside  t 
Mr.  Macartney.  My  house  address  1 
Senator  Allen.  No.    The  city  in  which  you  reside. 
Mr.  Maoabtney.  Washington. 
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Senator  Allen.  What  is  your  occnpationt 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  am  in  the  banking  and  brokerage  basiness  m 
this  city,  and  am  a  member  of  the  K^ew  York  Stock  Exchange. 

Senator  Allen.  Are  you  in  partnership  with  any  other  gentlemen! 

Mr.  Macartney.  No  one  has  any  interest  in  my  business  except 
myself. 

Senator  Allen.  What  is  the  name,  or  has  been  the  name,  of  your 
firmt 

Mr.  Macartney.  Corson  &  Macartney.  My  partner  died  aboat 
two  years  ago,  and  I  bought  his  interest  from  his  estate. 

Senator  Allen.  Is  the  business  conducted  in  your  name? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  have  never  changed  the  firm  name. 

Senator  Allen.  It  is  just  Corson  &  Macartney,  of  which  you  are 
sole  owner  f 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  am  sole  owner. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  know  Mr.  E.  B.  Chapman,  of  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley,  of  New  York  City! 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  Have  you  seen  him  here  within  ten  daysf 

Mr.  Macartney.  Recently;  I  can  not  say  whether  within  ten  day* 
or  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  you  see  him  after  he  was  subpoenaed  to  testify 
before  this  committee! 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  After  he  had  been  on  the  stand  and  testified  aiid 
been  excused  here,  did  you  see  himt 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  At  your  office  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes. 

Senator  Allen.  You  are  the  agent  of  his  firmf 

Mr.  MACAJBtTNEY.  No,  sir;  not  agent.  We  are  only  the  correspond- 
ents of  Moore  &  Schley  here.  They  have  no  interest  in  my  business 
and  I  have  no  interest  in  theirs. 

Senator  Allen.  But  you  transact  business  on  the  stock  exchange 
through  themt 

Mr.  Macartney.  Through  them ;  that  is  it. 

Senator  Allen.  How  many  conversations  did  you  have  with  Mr. 
Chapman  at  that  time,  or  about  that  timet 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  recollect.  He  was  at  my  office,  because  it 
was  the  natural  place  lor  him  to  go,  when  he  was  in  Washington,  bat  I 
do  not  know  how  many  times  I  talked  with  him. 

Senator  Allen.  After  he  had  first  been  examined  and  excused  onti] 
the  next  day,  did  you  see  him  that  evening t 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  did. 

Senator  Allen.  At  your  office  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  No  ;  not  at  my  office. 

Senator  Allen.  At  what  place? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  think  I  saw  him  at  the  Arlington  HoteL 

Senator  Allen.  And  who  was  in  company  with  himf 

Mr.  Macartney.  There  wasn't  anyone  when  I  saw  him. 

Senator  Allen.  No  one^  but  you  twot 

Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Allen.  You  did,  however,  at  that  time,  or  about  that  time, 
have  a  conversation  with  him  at  your  office  f 

Mr.  Macartney.  He  was  in  my  office  that  day. 

Senator  Allen.  Was  any  United  States  Senator  there  with  Wm! 
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Mr.  Macabtnbt.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  yon  have  any  conversation  in  the  presence  of 
any  United  States  Senator  f 

Mr.  Macartney.  No. 

Senator  Allen.  Did  he  converse  with  any  United  States  Senator  in 
your  presence  t 

Mr.  Macabtney.  No;  not  in  my  office  nor  elsewhere. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  United  States  Senator  since  the  1st  day  of 
February,  1894,  transacted  any  business  on  the  Stock  Exchange  of  New 
York  through  yoor  house  in  porchasing  or  selling  sugar  stocks  or  cer- 
tificates f 

Mr.  Macartney.  Now,  I  want  to  treat  this  committee  with  all  respect, 
but  I  must  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

Senator  Allen.  On  wliat  ground  do  yon  decline,  Mr.  Macartney  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  Because  in  my  own  opinion  this  committee  has  no 
right  to  ask  such  a  question,  and  I  am  advised  by  counsel  they  have 
no  such  right;  and  by  saying  that  I  do  not  mean  to  convey  inferenti- 
ally  to  any  member  of  the  committee  that  any  Senator  has  speculated 
in  my  office.  I  simply  refuse  to  answer  as  a  matter  of  principle,  and 
question  the  right  of  even  this  honorable  committee  to  inquire  into  a 
private  business. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  not  think  that  your  refusal  to  answer  implies 
that  a  United  States  Senator  has  operated  or  speculated  through  your 
firmt 

Mr.  Macartney.  1  do  not  think  that  is  so.  I  would  not  assume  to 
answer  the  question  if  you  asked  if  any  Government  clerk  had  dealt 
through  my  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  Has  any  Senator's  clerk,  since  the  1st  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1894,  dealt  in  sugar  stocks  or  certificates  through  your  firmt 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question,  not  because  they 
ever  did,  but  simply  upon  the  principle  involved. 

Senator  Allen.  You  mean  to  say  that  you  decline  to  give  any 
information  upon  this  subject  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  1  mean  that  I  can  not  tell  the  committee  who  are 
or  are  not  the  customers  of  Corson  &  Macartney. 

Senator  Allen.  Notwithstanding  it  may  involve  the  integrity  of 
men  who  are  legislating  in  national  affairs? 

Mr.  Macartney.  No  matter  who  it  involves,  or  who  it  does  not, 
that  is  the  decision  I  must  adhere  to. 

Senator  Allen.  You  regard  your  duty  to  y6ur  own  financial  interest 
as  superior  to  your  duty  as  a  citizen  to  the  country  at  large  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  quite  regard  it  in  that  light. 

Senator  Allen.  Do  you  put  your  refusal  to  answer  this  question  or 
these  questions,  and  to  disclose  the  names  df  Senators  and  their  clerks 
who  have  speculated  in  sugar  stocks  during  the  last  ninety  days 
ttirough  your  firm,  upon  the  ground  that  it  will  criminate  you  or  expose 
you  to  ignominy? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  understand  that  any  crime  is  charged 
against  anybody. 

Senator  Allen.  Upon  what  precise  ground  and  upon  what  ground 
alone  do  you  base  your  refusal  to  answer  these  questions? 

Mr.  Macartney.  On  the  ground  that  a  committee  such  as  this  has 
not  the  right  to  inquire  who  are  or  who  are  not  my  customers  in  a 
private  business  such  as  mine  is. 

Senator  Allen.  Notwithstanding  those  customers  may  be  United 
States  Senators  and  their  clerks? 

Mr.  Macartney.  Notwithstanding  who  they  may  be. 
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Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Macartney,  did  I  anderstand  yon  to  say  that 
from  your  refusal  to  answer  no  inference  was  to  be  drawn  as  to  whetlier 
any  Senator  or  his  clerk  bad  or  had  not  speculated  through  youi'ofii<*^f 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  wish  to  create  an  inference  in  any  din^ 
tion  by  refusing  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Whether  you  wish  to  create  one  or  not,  do  you 
mean  that  your  answer  is  justly  susceptible  of  the  inference  that  any 
Senator  or  his  clerk  has  speculated  throu<>:h  your  office! 

Mr.  Macartney.  It  might  be  susceptible  of  any  view  of  mind.  At 
the  same  time,  I  would  not  wish  to  convey  that  inference. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  the  question  put  to 
you  by  Senator  Allen  just  the  same  whether  a  Senator  had  si>eculated 
or  had  not  speculated! 

Mr.  Macartney.  It  would  be  just  the  same;  I  would  refuse  to 
answer,  as  a  matter  of  principle. 

The  Chairman.  You  would  refuse,  even  if  no  Senator  had  ever 
bought  or  sold  sugar  stock  through  you? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  would  refuse  to  answer. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  put  it  upon  the  ground  that  your  business  ifl 
a  private  business  and  the  public  has  no  interest  in  it! 

Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  it  exactly. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  would  have  no  objection  to  saying  in  an  ordi- 
nary conversation,  if  asked,  if  such  or  such  a  person  was  or  was  not  a 
customer  of  yours  f 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  would. 

Senator  Lindsay.  In  a  letter  published  in  the  Philadelphia  Precis  of 
May  14,  1894,  it  is  stated  in  substance  that  after  the  formulation  of 
the  present  amendments  to  the  tariff  bill,  which  is  now  x>ending  before 
the  Senate,  a  copy  of  them  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  agent  of 
Moore  &  Schley,  at  Washington,  in  the  morning  before  he  was  out  of 
bed.    You  may  state  if  a  copy  of  that  schedule  was  presented  to  you! 

Mr.  Macartney.  It  was  not. 

Senator  Lindsay.  When  did  you  first  see  that  schedule  f 

Mr.  Macartney.  The  first  accurate  knowledge  I  had  of  the  schedule 
was  when  it  was  given  to  the  press. 

Senator  Lindsay.  You  saw  it  in  the  press  t 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes;  not  in  the  Philadelphia  Press,  but  in  the 
newspapers  generally. 

Senator  Lindsay.  And  you  never  knew  of  its  existence  before  that 
timet  * 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  never  did. 

Senator  IjINDsay.  Do  you  know  of  any  employ^  in  your  estabhsh- 
ment  to  whom  it  was  given  before  that? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  fiot.  I  will  state  for  the  information  of  the 
committee  that  in  an  office  like  mine  there  are  a  great  many  speculators 
around,  and  a  great  many  newspaper  people  come  in.  We  hear  a  vast 
number  of  rumors  and  gossip  upon  a  great  many  subjects.  As  perti- 
nent to  my  business,  I  talked  sugar  with  anybody.  We  heard  a  great 
deal  of  rumor,  but  we  had  no  real  accurate  information  in  regard  to 
the  amendments  until  everybody  had  it,  and  no  employ^  of  mine  had, 
so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Allen.  Along  about  the  16th  of  February,  1894,  were  orders 
sent  by  you  or  by  anybody  in  your  employment  to  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  for  United  States  Senators,  or  any  United  States  Senator, 
for  the  purchase  of  sugar  stocks  or  certificates? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that,  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple involved  in.  the^  ott^er  cy;)Afc^\AO^, 
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Senator  Allen.  Were  any  such  orders  sent  by  any  Umted  States 
Senator's  clerk  or  person  in  his  employment? 

Mr.  Maoartnet.  I  decline  to  answer  that  question. 

The  Chairman.  For  the  same  reason  Y 

Mr.  Macartney.  For  the  same  reason. 

Senator  Al'len.  You  are  aware  of  the  statute  which  makes  it  your 
duty  to  answer,  are  you! 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Allen.  You  prefer  to  take  your  chances  of  indictment  and 
punishment  here  in  the  District? 

Mr.  Macartney.  Yes;  the  ordinary  consequences. 

Senator  Allen.  To  answering  the  truth? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  say  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Well,  you  refuse  to  disclose  the  truth,  do  you  not, 
by  refusing  to  answer? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  only  refuse  to  answer  the  question. 

Senator  Allen.  Don't  you  conceal  the  truth  in  refusing  to  answer? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  refuse  to  answer  the  question  as  to  who  are  or 
who  are  not  customers  of  my  firm. 

Senator  Allen.  And  you  refuse  to  say  whether  you  do  or  do  not 
secrete  the  truth  by  your  refusal  to  answer? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  question. 

Senator  Allen.  I  desire  you  to  answer  the  question.  If  you  see 
fit,  do  so.    You  seem  to  be  master  of  the  situation. 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Allen.  Mr.  Macartney,  do  you  not  know  that  your  refusal 
is  based  upon  your  purpose  to  secrete  the  names  of  Senators  who  have 
speculated  through  your  firm? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  Or  their  clerks? 

Mr.  Macartney.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Allen.  And  that  it  is  your  intention  to  shield  all  such  per- 
sons as  far  as  possible? 

Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  not  my  intention  at  all. 

Senator  Allen.  And  because  you  believe  that  to  give  their  names 
would  be  injurious  to  your  business  in  the  future? 

Mr.  Macartney.  That  is  not  what  induces  my  refusal  at  all,  Senator. 

(A  copy  of  the  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  afore- 
said, together  with  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  service  thereof,  is  hereto 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A.) 

Exhibit  A. 

United  States  of  America, 

Congress  of  the  United  States, 

To  John  W.  Macartney,  of  CorBon  &.  Macartney,  Waahington,  D.  C,  prreetlnff: 

Pursuant  to  lawful  autbority,  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  betore  the 
special  committee  of  the  Seuate  of  the  United  States  to  investigate  attempts  at 
bribery,  etc.,  on  Tuesday,  .lune  19th,  1894,  at  11  o'clocka.  m.,atthcroomof  the  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections,  theu  and  there  to  testify  what  you  may  know 
relative  to  the  subject-matters  under  consideration  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
snch  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  Richard  J.  Biight,  Sergeant-at-ArmB  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
serve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  18th  day  of  June,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Gso.  Gray, 
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Senate  of  the  United  States, 

Office  of  the  SergeanUat-Arwu, 

I  do  appoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  snbpcenay  and  U 
exercise  aU  the  authority  in  relation  thereto  with  which  I  am  Tested  by  the  withia 

order. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
SergeanUat-Arma  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statee. 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  19, 1894. 

I  made  service  of  the  within  subpcena  throngh  my  deputy,  B.  W.  Layton,  by  tba 
within-named  John  W.  Macartney,  at  No.  1419  F  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C,  it 
9:40  o'clock  a.  m.,  on  the  19th  day  of  June,  1894. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
SergeanUaUArme  Senate  of  the  U,  8, 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  pat  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  exaniina- 
tion  ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
act  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  beiug  chapter  7  of 
the  Eevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Sec.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who,  having  been  snmmoncd  as  a  witness  by 
the  authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papen 
upon  any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either 
House  of  Congress,  willfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to 
answer  any  question  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shall  be  deemed 
enilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  punishable  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  one  thcNisand  dol- 
lars nor  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  eommcm  jail  forno( 
less  than  one  month  nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sko.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce 
any  paper  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress  or 
by  any  committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact 
or  his  production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him 
infamous. 

Sec.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  the 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fai't  uuder 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  Jury  for  their  actios. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate  to  the  end  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid 
failure  to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  facto 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  U.  S.  district  attorney  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  order  that  said  witness  may  be  proceeded 
against  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 

Gkoboe  Gba-x. 

William  Lindsay. 

0.  K.  Davis. 

Henry  Cabot  Lodgs. 

William  V.  Allen. 


ADDITIONAL  VIEWS  OF  MR.  ALLEN,  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

In  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  regarding 
the  witness,  John  W.  Macartney,  I  have  to  say  that  I  think  he  onght 
to  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  be  required  to  there  purge 
himself  of  the  contempt  of  which  he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily  punished 
for  refusing  to  do  so. 

I,  therefore,  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by 
the  Senate: 

Whereas  John  W.  Macartney,  a  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  summoned  by  a  select 
committee  of  the  Senate,  and  l)eing  lawfully  required  to  testify  before  said  com- 
mittee, has,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  said  committee,  refused  to  answer  pertinent 
and  material  questions  propounded  to  him  by  said  committee  *  Therefore, 

Besolvedj  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due  form  under 
his  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  directed  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senato, 
commanding  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and  bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senato  the  body  of 
said  John  w.  Macartney,  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  punished  for  con- 
tompt,  and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  said  Macartney  in  custody  to  await  the  fur- 
ther order  of  the  Senate. 

SespectfuUy  submitted. 

Wm.  V.  Allen. 

679 


53d  Congress,  >  SENATE.  (  Hepobt 

2d  Session.      ]  \  No.  624. 


aas 


Appendix  G. 
IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


August  2, 1894.— Ordered  to  be  printed. 


Mr.  GbaY)  from  the  Special  Committee  on  Attempts  at  Bribery,  etc., 

submitted  the  following 

REPOET: 

The  special  committee,  under  and  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of 
the  Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  foUows: 

Wliereas  it  has  been  stated  in  The  Sun,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  offered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  vote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  biU ;  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  consideration  of  lai^e  sums  of  money  paid  for  campaign 
purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  of  five  Senators  be  appointed  to  investigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  any  contributious  have  been  made  by  the 
Biigar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  su^ar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariit  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

kesolved,  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  investigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  iiled  before  it  alleging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said  bill, 
<}r  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tain respects  have  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  hereinafter 
stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as  follows : 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Capi- 
tol on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and,  after  the 
examination  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
said  resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the 
matters  submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  25th  day 
of  July,  A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  being  duly  assembled,  one  Allen 
Xiewis  Seymour,  who  had  been  duly  subpoenaed  and  summoned  as  a 
witness  to  appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and 
submitted  to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn 
by  the  chairman  of  said  committee. 

In  the  course  of  his  testimony  the  said  witness  was  asked  certain 
questions  and  refused  to  answer  the  same,  as  will  more  fully  appear 
by  the  following  copy  of  his  testimony,  viz: 

The  Chaibman.  Your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation  Y 

Mr.  Seymour.  My  name  is  Allen  L.  Seymour;  26  years  old;  a 
broker;  I  live  in  East  Orange,  N.  J. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Seymour  Bros.  & 
Young  Y 

Mr.  Sbtmoub.  I  am. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  constitute  that  firmf 


682  INVESTIGATION   OF   ATTEMPTS   AT   BBIBEBT,  ETC. 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Allen  L.  Seymour,  O.  A.  Seymour,  William  E.  Young^ 
and  James  W.  Fox. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  yonthe  junior  of  those  Seymours  yon  mention  T 

Mr.  Setmoub.  I  am  the  senior.    I  am  the  elder  Seymour. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  is  the  eldest  member  of  the  firmi 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Mr.  Young. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  is  your  place  of  business  t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  3  Exchange  Court,  New  York. 

The  Chaibman.  You  said  you  were  stockbrokers? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  You  had  a  branch  office  in  Washington  during  the 
last  winter  and  spring t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Have  you  still  t 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  attends  to  your  stock  business  in  your  office 
in  New  York? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  do;  and  my  brother  and  Mr.  Young. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  know  of  all  stock  transactions,  or  orders 
to  buy  stock,  that  come  to  your  firmt 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  would  if  I  happened  to  be  there. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  your  brother  hereT 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  Mr.  Young  here! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  of  any  purchase  or  sale,  through  tlie 
agency  of  your  house,  or  otherwise,  in  so-called  sugar  stock  by  any 
United  States  Senator  during  the  last  winter  and  spring! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chaibman.  Why  do  you  decline  to  answert 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Well,  my  brokerage  business  is  sacred.  I  can  not 
answer  any  questions  about  my  business. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  that  your  declining  to  answer  give* 
rise  to  the  inference  that  some  United  States  Senator  has  bought  or 
sold  sugar  stock  through  your  firmY 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chaibman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  just  the  same  whether 
any  United  States  Senator  had  or  had  not  bought  or  sold  such  stockt 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  do. 

The  Chaibman.  1  say,  "  would  youf^ 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  would. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Battershawf 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  he  employed  by  your  firmt 

Mr.  Seymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Never! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  He  was,  up  to  May  1. 

The  Chaibman.  Where  was  he  employed  f 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Before  the  1st  of  May  he  was  in  New  York— no;  I 
think  he  was  in  Washington.  We  sent  him  down.  He  said  he  had 
lots  of  friends  or  acquaintances  in  Washington  and  could  do  a  good 
business  down  here,  and  so  we  sent  him  to  Washington.  I  think  he 
was  here  when  he  was  discharged,  on  the  1st  of  May. 

The  Chaibman.  Did  you  ever  receive  from  him,  to  be  executed  by 
your  firm,  an  order  of  a  United  States  Senator  to  buy  or  sell  sugar 
stocks  1 
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Mr.  Seymour.  I  don't  remember  any. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  execnto  an  order  for  the  sale  of  sugar 
stock  through  him  during  the  last  winter  or  spring,  of  Senator  Cam- 
den Y  Did  you  ever  execute  an  order,  obtained  through  Battershaw  or 
anybody  else,  of  Senator  Camden,  to  buy  or  sell  sugar  stock  t 

Sir.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  there  was  such 
an  order  executed  f 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  there  was  not 
such  an  order  t 

Mr.  Seymoxtr.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  by  declining  to  answer  you  are 
giving  rise  to  the  inference  that  such  order  was  executed  by  you  for 
that  Senator  Y 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  execute  an  order  for  the  purchase  op 
sale  of  sugar  stock  during  the  last  winter  from  mef 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do  not  know  your  name. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  Senator  Gray. 

Mr.  Seymour.  No. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  answer  in  my  case  and  decline  to 
answer  when  I  ask  you  the  same  question  about  another  Senator  Y 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  decline  to  answer  that  question  t 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that,  too. 

The  Chairman.  You  decline  to  answer  that  question,  tooY 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  the  consequences  of  declining  to 
answer  a  proper  question? 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  that  there  is  a  law  of  the  United  States 
that  makes  it  a  penal  offense  to  decline  to  answer  a  pertinent  question 
propounded  to  you  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  in  a  mattcur  which 
tbey  are  charged  with  the  investigation  of  Y 

Mr.  Seymour.    No,  sir;  I  did  not  know  it. 

The  Chairman.  We  say  there  is.  We  will  have  it  read  to  you  if  you 
would  like  to  have  it  read.  Would  you  like  to  know  what  the  law  is  as 
a  law-abiding  citizen  Y 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  will  take  your  word  for  it. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  a  law  making  it  an  offense,  punishable  by 
fine  and  imprisonment,  to  decline  to  answer  a  question  that  is  put  to 
you  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  pertinent  to  the  inquiry  with  which 
they  are  charged.    Do  you  still  decline  to  answer  t 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  whether  Mr.  Battershaw 
was  in  the  habit  of  taking  orders  to  buy  and  sell  stock  and  sending 
them  to  you  for  execution  from  Washington  Y 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  could  not  say  positively  about  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  Why  did  you  keep  him  hereY 

Mr.  Seymour.  He  solicited  business. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  get  you  any  order  of  any  kind  to  buy  or  sell 
stock  Y 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  discharge  himt 
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Mr.  Setmoub.  Because  he  was He  is  not  here  and  I  don't  want 

t3  attack  him;  he  was  a  drunkard  and  loafer..  That  is  the  truth  of  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Mr.  Seymour,  I  show  you  a  photograph  of  what  pur- 
ports to  be  an  order,  ah'eady  in  evidence  in  this  investigation  [handing 
it  to  the  witness].    [After  a  pause.]     Have  you  examined  itl 

Mr.  Seymoue.  I  can  not  identify  it. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  examined  the  order! 

Mr,  Seymoue.  I  have. 

Senator  Davis.  Did  you  ever  see  the  original  from  which  that  pho- 
tograph was  made! 

Mr.  Seymoue.  Never. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  you  ever  execute  any  such  order  t 

Mr.  Seymoue.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  the  signature  of  J.  N.  Camden  t 

Mr.  Seymoue.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  any  such  order — the 
original  firom  which  that  photograph  was  made — ^was  ever  in  the  pos- 
session of  your  firm? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  know  that  it  was  not  in  the  possession  of 
your  firm? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  or  not. 

Senator  Davis.  One  way  or  the  other? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  I  could  not  identify  it  at  all. 

The  Chaieman.  Is  there  any  other  member  of  your  firm  in  town— in 
this  town. 

Mr.  Seymoue.  Mr.  Fox, 

The  Chaieman.  Is  he  a  member  of  your  firm! 

Mr,  Seymoue.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaieman.  What  is  his  business? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  He  is  a  member  of  our  firm. 

The  Chaieman.  What  part  of  the  business  does  he  attend  to? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  He  assists  in  managing  these  ofiices. 

The  Chaieman.  Which?    This  one  here  in  town? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  Yes,  sir^  and  in  Baltimore.  He  is  ba<;k  and  forth 
between  those  places. 

The  Chaieman.  You  are  the  senior  member  of  the  firmi 

Mr.  Seymoue.  1  am  the  senior  member  of  the  firm. 

The  Chaieman.  You  are  26  years  old? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaieman.  How  old  is  the  junior  member? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  He  is  20, 1  think. 

The  Chaieman.  Have  you  taken  any  advice  as  to  what  you  should 
say  before  this  committee — any  legal  advice? 

Mr.  Seymoue.  No.    Do  you  mean  consult  a  lawyer  1 

The  Chaieman.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Seymoue.  No,  sir. 

The  Chaieman.  Have  you  consulted  anybody  else! 

Mr.  Seymoue.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Davis.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  anybody  on 
the  subject  of  your  testimony? 

Mr.  Seymoue,  No,  sir. 

The  Chaieman.  Will  you  state  again  your  reasons  for  declining  to 
answer  the  questions  you  have  declined  to  answer? 

Mr.  Sbymoue.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 
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The  Ghaibman.  I  say,  will  you  state  the  reasons  for  dech'ning  to 
answer  themY 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  simply  decline  to  state  anything  in  relation  to  my 
business,  that  is  all. 

Senator  Davis.  If  you  never  did  any  business  of  that  kind  for  any 
Senator  and  the  fact  did  not  exist,  why  do  you  decline! 

Mr.  Seymour.  1  decline  to  answer  that.  I  will  tell  the  committee 
that  I  would  not  believe  Sanford  W.  Battershall  under  oath.  He  is  a 
scoundrel,  a  liar,  and  a  drunkard. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  base  your  statement  on  your  knowledge  of 
his  general  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity. 

Mr.  Seymour.  He  has  no  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity;  abso^ 
lutely  none.    In  my  opinion  he  is  a  common  blackmailer. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  consider  what  they  wiU  do  in 
the  matter  of  your  declination  to  ailswer.  It  may  be  that  they  will 
have  to  report  you  to  the  grand  jury  and  the  district  attorney,  but  we 
will  consider  that  matter.  I  want  to  give  you  notice  of  what  the  con- 
sequences are. 

Mr.  Seymour.  Can  I  go  back  home,  or  will  I  have  to  stay  here  in 
Washington! 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  you  need  not  stay  here. 

A  copy  of  the  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  place  afore^ 
said,  together  with  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  service  thereof,  is  hereto, 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A. 

ExiufiiT  A. 

United  States  of  America, 

Congress  of  ike  United  States: 

To  Allan  L.  Seymour,  of  Seymour  Bros.  &  Young,  N.  Y.  City,  lesidence,   East. 
Orange,  New  Jersey,  greeting : 

Pursuant  to  lawful  authority,  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  forthwith 
before  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  investigate 
attempts  at  bribery,  etc.,  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
then  and  there  to  testify  what  you  may  know  relative  to  the  subject-matters  under 
consideration  by  said  committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
such  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  Richard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
serve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  23d  day  of  July,  in  tha 
year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Geo.  Gray, 
Chairman  Special  Committee. 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  25, 1894, 

I  made  service  of  the  within  subpoena  by  telegram  upon  the  within-nanied  Allan. 
L.  Seymour,  at  No.  3  Exchange  Court,  New  York  City  (which  he  accepted,  aud 
appeared),  on  the  25th  day  of  July,  1894. 

R.  J.  Bright, 
SergeanUaUArms,  Senate  of  the  U,  S. 

In  the  opiDion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is. 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the. 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain. 
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act  of  Congress  in  snch  cases  made  and  provided,  being  cliapter  7  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  follows: 

Sec.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who  having  been  summoned  as  a  witness  by  the 
anthority  of  either  House  of  Congress  to  give  testimony  or  to  produce  papers  upon 
any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either  House  of 
Congress,  wiUfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refuses  to  answer  any 
question  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor, punishable  by  a  nne  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  dollars  nor  less  than 
one  hundred  doUars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  Jail  for  not  less  than  one  month 
nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sec.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refuse  to  testify  to  any  fact  or  to  produce  any 
paper  respecting  which  he  shall  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Congress  or  by  any 
committee  of  either  House,  upon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  such  fact  or  hii 
production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him  infa- 
mous. 

Sec  104.  Whenever  a  witness  summoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  tha 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  Senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  their  action. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate  to  the  end  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  his  aforesaid 
failure  to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  all  the  £»ct8 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  U.  S.  district  attorney  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  order  that  said  witness  may  be  proceeded 
against  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law. 
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ADDITIONAL  VIEWS  OF  MR.  ALLEN,  OF  THE  COMMITTEE. 

In  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  regard- 
ing the  witness  Allen  Lewis  Seymour,  I  have  to  say  that  I  think  he 
ought  to  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  be  required  to  there 
purge  himself  of  the  contempt  of  which  he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily 
punished  for  refusing  to  do  so. 

I  therefore  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by 
the  Senate: 

Whereas  Allen  Lewis  Seymour,  a  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  summoned  hy  a 
select  committee  of  the  Senate,  and,  being  lawfully  required  to  testify  before  said 
committee,  has,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  said  committee,  refused  to  answer  per- 
tinent and  material  questions  propounded  to  him  by  said  committee :  Therefore, 

Besolvedf  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due  form,  under 
his  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  directed  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate, 
commanding  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and  bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of 
said  Allen  Lewis  Seymour,  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  punished  for  con- 
tempt, and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  said  Seymour  in  custody  to  await  the  further 
order  of  the  Senate. 

Bespectfully  submitted. 
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Appendix  H. 

On  or  after  January  first,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-five,  there 
shall  be  levied  and  collected  on  all  sugars  not  above  number  16^  Dutch 
standard  in  color j  and  on  all  tank  bottoms,  sirups  of  cane  juice  or  of 
beet  juice,  melada,  concentrated  melada,  concrete  and  concentrated 
molasses  a  duty  of  forty  per  cent  ad  valorem,  and  upon  all  sugars  above 
"No.  16,  Dutch  standard  in  color,  there  shall  be  levied  and  collected  a 
duty  of  one  eighth  of  one  cent  per  pound  in  addition  to  tho  said  dnty 
of  forty  peF-eent  ad  valorem :  Provided ^  That  forty-five  per  cent  ad  vali- 
rem;  ana  all  sugars,  tank  bottoms,  sirups  of  cane  juice  or  of  beet  juice, 
melada,  concentrated  melada,  concrete  or  concentrated  molasses, 
which  is  imported  from,  or  is  the  product  of,  any  country  which  at  the 
time  the  same  is  exported  therefrom  pays,  directly  or  indirectly,  a 
bounty  on  the  export  thereof,  shall  pay  a  duty  of  one-tenth  of  one  cent 
per  pound  in  addition  to  the  foregoing  rates:  Provided,  That  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  he  so  construed  as  to  abrogate  or  in  any  manner 
impair  or  affect  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of  commercial  reciprocity 
concluded  between  the  United  States  and  the  King  of  the  Hawaiian  Islandt 
on  the  30  day  of  Jan'y,  1875^  or  the  provisions  of  any  act  of  Congress 
heretofore  passed  for  the  execution  of  the  same. 
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Appendix  I. 

On  July  17  the  following  telegram  was.  by  direction  of  the  special 
comniittee,  sent  to  the  managing  editor  of  the  New  York  Herald,  viz: 

Special  Committee  to  Investigate 
Attempts  at  Bbibeby,  etc.,  U.  S.  Senate, 

Washingtany  D.  0.,  July  17^  1894. 
Managing  Ebitob  Hebalb, 

New  TorJc  City : 

Will  you  furnish  to  this  committee  the  name  and  address  of  the 
writer  of  the  article  in  yonr  issne  of  this  morning,  headed  <^  Senators 
Buy  Sugar,"  and  also  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  other  persons 
alluded  to  therein,  together  with  any  information  in  your  possession 
substantiating  the  statements  made  in  said  article  t 

Oeobgb  Gbay, 
Chairman  Special  Committee. 

In  reply  to  the  foregoing  dispatch  the  following  letter  was  received : 

The  New  Yobk  Hebald, 

New  Torky  July  19^  1894. 

De AB  Sib  :  In  reply  to  your  dispatch  of  this  date  I  desire  to  state 
that  the  name  of  the  reporter  who  wrote  the  article  in  the  Herald  of 
July  17,  in  reference  to  the  action  of  certain  Senators  in  the  matter  of 
the  sugar  schedule,  is  Henry  Bood,  who  can  be  communicated  with  at 
the  Herald  Office. 
Very  truly, 

Jambs  Oobdon  Bennett. 
Gbobge  Gbay,  Esq.. 

Chairman  Speoiai  Investigating  Committee^ 

U.  8.  Senate^  Washington^  B.  C. 

On  receipt  of  the  foregoing  letter  the  following  dispatch,  by  direction 
of  the  special  committee,  was  sent  to  Mr.  Bood : 

Hbnby  Bood, 

Herald  Offleej  New  York  City: 
You  are  requested  to  appear  before  the  Special  Gonmiittee  of  Inves- 
tigation of  the  U.  S.  Senate  to-morrow  (Saturday)  morning  at  11 
o'clock,  and  to  consider  this  as  a  subpoena.    All  your  expenses  will  be 

paid. 

Geo.  Gbay, 
Chairman  Special  Committee, 

A  dispatch  was  received  from  Mr.  Bood  in  reply  to  the  foregoing 
saying  that  he  would  appear  as  requested  {see  testimony  p.  560). 

44BBI 


Appendix  J. 
But  me  200  shs  Sugar— at  83}  or  less— and  300  shs  83A  or  less— 

J  ^  GAMDE5 

Mar  2 
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Appendix  E. 

The  following  dispatch,  by  direction  of  the  committee,  was  sent  on 
July  21  to  Hon.  William  Pitt  Kellogg,  Queen's  Hotel,  Toronto,  Canada  : 
-  <^Your  name  has  been  connected  in  testimony  before  the  Senate 
special  committee  as  implicating  Senators  with  sugar  speculations. 
Your  attendance  before  said  committee  is  requested  for  one  day.  Please 
answer. 

"Geo.  Geat, 
<^  Ohairman  Special  Committee.^ 


The  following  reply  was  received  on  July  26: 

"TOEONTO,  ONTAEIO. 

"Hon.  Geoege  Geay, 

"  Ohairma/n  Senate  Oommitteej  Washingtany  2).  0.: 

"  I  came  to  this  city  to-day  to  procure  my  mail.  Begarding  your  tele- 
gram of  several  days  since,  I  desire  with  great  respect  for  yourself 
and  the  special  committee  to  say  that  I  am  in  this  part  of  the  country 
on  my  usual  summer  vacation  here,  having  left  Washington  only  last 
week  unwell  and  in  order  to  avoid  the  heat.  Were  I  in  Washington, 
however,  I  am  quite  sure  that  I  would  be  of  no  service  whatever  to 
your  committee. 

"W.  P.  KELLoaa.» 
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APPEHDIZ  Ifc 

XT.  S.  Senate, 
Washingtony  D.  0.j  July  27^  1894. 

Sib  :  After  having  been  handed  the  sabpcBna  to  serve  on  Samael  G. 
Battershally  I  immediately  went  to  New  York  to  carry  out  yooi 
instructions,  namely,  to  find  and  serve  said  subpodna  on  Mr.  Batter- 
shall.  I  went  to  the  firms  of  Seymonr  Bros.  &  Yoong  and  W.  B. 
Wheeler  &  Co.,  and  was  unable  through  them  to  find  even  an  intimft- 
tion  of  a  trace  of  Mr.  Battershall.  Neither  could  I  through  several 
other  persons  on  the  Stock  Exchange  or  through  anyone  that  I  could 
find  that  was  familiar  with  his  haunts. 

I  then  proceeded  to  Larchmont  Manor,  Westchester  County,  N.  T., 
and  saw  his  wife  (Mrs.  Battershall)  at  the  Bellvidere  Hotel,  and  found 
her  nervously  prostrated  in  bed.  She  informed  me  positively  that  she 
knew  nothing  whatever  of  her  husband's  present  wheres^>outs,  and, 
further,  that  she  knew  nothing  relating  to  why  he  was  wanted  to  appear 
before  the  special  committee,  remarking  that  the  newspaper  notoriety 
and  scandal  (as  she  termed  it)  given  her  husband  had  disgraced  her: 
that  her  husoand  was  made  a  scapegoat  of,  and  that  she  was  satisfied 
that  it  would  be  a  long  time  before  he  put  in  his  appearance,  or  before 
she  would  know  where  he  was. 

I  am  satisfied  that  Mr.  Battershall  can  not  be  found. 
Very  respectfully, 

B.  W.  Latton. 

Col.  R.  J.  Bbight, 

Sergeant-air ArmBy  TT.  8.  Senate. 


UiYiTED  States  of  Amebioa, 

Congress  of  the  United  States: 

To  Samuel  O.  Battershaw,  or  Samuel  G.  Battershall,  N.  Y.  City,  greet- 
ing: 

Pursuant  to  lawful  authority,  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear 
forthwith  before  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  to  investigate  attempts  at  bribery,  etc.,  at  the  room  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections,  then  and  there  to  testify  what  you 
may  know  relative  to  the  subject-matter  under  consideration  by  said 
committee. 

Hereof  fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  your  default  under  the  pains  and 
penalties  in  such  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  Eichard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  to  serve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  23d  day  of 
July,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety- 
four, 

Geo.  Gbat, 
Q\iA.vrmati  Sgecial  Oammitiee 
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Senate  of  the  United  States. 

Office  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms. 

I  do  appoint  and  hereby  empower  B.  W.  Layton  to  serve  this  sub- 

rBna  and  to  exercise  all  the  authority  in  relation  thereto  with  which 
am  vested  by  the  within  order. 

B.  J.  Bbight, 
Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statee. 

Washington,  D.  0.,  JvJ/y  27^  1894. 

Having  exhausted  every  resource  provided  by  law  in  endeavoring  to 
serve  this  subpcena,  I  have  to  report  that  the  within-named  Battershall 
can  not  be  found.  I  attach  hereto  as  part  of  this  return  the  rexK>rt  of 
B.  W.  Layton^  Deputy  Sergeant-at-Arms. 

B.  J.  Bright, 
SergeanPaUArmSj  Senate  of  the  U.  & 
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AlljBon,  William  O.,  pnbliflher.  Palisades,  near  Englewoodi  N.  J.,  testimonr 

of 587-M 

Has  no  personal  knowledge  of  sas ar  speoolations  by  Senators  daring  pres- 
ent session,  587 ;  about  six  weeks  before  and  after  the  investieation  by 
committee,  Kr.  OnUlaaden,  in  office  of  Wheeler  &,  Co.,  showed  him  what 
purported  to  be  order  of  Senator  for  purchase  of  sugar  stock,  587,688; 
quite  intimate  with  Quillaudeu  and  presumes  he  was  shown  the  order 
on  that  account^  588 ;  had  the  order  in  his  possession  but  declines  to  say 
what  he  did  with  it  or  whether  he  had  it  photographed,  588;  declines 
to  identify  the  copy  in  possession  of  the  committee,  but  describes  the 
original  order,  588;  does  not  know  where  the  original  order  now  is,  588; 
the  order  was  not  directed  to  anyone,  was  written  in  pencil  on  a  blank 
enyelope,  and  signature  might  be  construed  to  be  J.  N.  Camden,  588, 
589;  does  not  know  whether  copy  of  order  was  sent  to  any  member  of 
finance  Committee  or  any  member  of  Senate  or  House  and  he  neyer  so 
sent  a  copy,  589 ;  relates  in  terview  with  Guillaudeu  when  order  was  shown, 
689;  did  not  know  handwriting  and  did  not  discuss  that  matter  with 
Guillaudeu  nor  whether  the  order  was  authority  to  anyone  to  buy,  590: 
Quillaudeu  merely  showed  the  order  to  emphasize  statements  in  regard 
to  Senators  speculating — a  matter  of  gossip,  590;  does  not  know  Senator 
Camden,  590 ;  order  was  in  his  possession  over  niffht  and  he  returned  it  to 
Guillanaeu^  590 ;  decUnes  to  say  if  he  has  seen  a  jphotograph  of  the  order, 
or  to  say  if  the  photograph  shown  him  is  similar  to  the  order  he  has 
described,  590;  declines  to  say  if  he  knows  how  many  photographs  were 
in  existence,  590;  had  not  been  advised  by  anyone  to  decline  to  answer, 
and  it  had  not  occurred  to  him  to  do  so  until  he  read  newspapers  after 
arriYing  in  Washington,  590;  saw  party  named  Battershaw  three  weeks 
or  more  ago  in  Wheeler's  office  subsequent  to  seeing  order,  has  not  seen 
him  ainee  and  knows  nothing  of  his  whereabouts,  591 ;  talked  with  him 
about  order,  and  he  would  not  say  if  it  had  been  executed,  591;  does 
not  remember  if  Guillaudeu  introduced  them,  and  does  not  know  if  he 
asked  Battershaw's  permission  to  have  the  order,  591;  Battershaw 
thought  the  order  was  worth  $500,  but  would  not  give  right  to  print  it, 
and  did  not  give  his  reason,  591;  order  would  be  valuable  to  newspaper 
looking  for  sensations,  591 ;  Battershaw  did  not  sav  where  he  got  the 
order  nor  how  long  he  had  had  it,  nor  why  it  was  in  his  possession,  592; 
Battershaw  expressed  no  feeling  of  resentment  toward  anyone-— conver- 
sation was  very  brief,  592. 
American  Sugar  Refining  Co.  Statements  as  to  organization,  details  of  opera- 
tions, etc.,  and  in  testimony  of  H.  O.  and  T.  A.  Havemeyer  and  J.  £.  Searles, 

pMsim 38S 
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Blaokbnm,  Joseph  C.  8.,  Senator  from  Kentaoky ,  testimony  of • 434 

Blanchard,  Newton  C,  Senator  from  Louisiana,  testimony  of. 453-454 

Blount,  James  H.,  Special  Conmiissioner  to  Hawaiian  Islands,  reference  to  in 

letter  of  "Holland" 78 

Brioe,  Calvin  Stewart,  Senator  frt>m  Ohio,  testimony  of 435-446 

^swers  formal  interrogatories,  435,436;  regarding  "Holland"  letter, 
says  he  has  never  been  concerned  in  speculation  or  investment  the  re- 
sult of  which  dei>ended  ui>on  legislation,  436;  since  entered  Senate  not 
been  concerned  in  anything  affected  by  tariff  bill  except  some  local 
manufacturing  establishments  in  Ohio,  nor  soneht  to  accumulate  wealth 
by  speculation  or  investment  in  things  affectea  thereby,  and  his  invest- 
ments are  affected  thereby  only  as  property  generally  is,  436;  no  truth 
in  imputation  contained  in  that  letter  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  436; 
regarding  alleged  conference  in  TerrelFs  room,  was  never  present  at  any 
conference  or  meeting  where  value  of  sugar  stocks,  effect  of  legislation, 
and  schedule  desired  by  sugar  trust  were  discussed,  437 ;  called  at  Ter- 
rell's room  evening  of  Marcn  7  to  see  him  and  another  friend  not  inter- 
ested in  sugar,  437;  Terrell  later  raised  subject  of  sugar  and  discussed 
relative  effect  of  ad  valorem  and  specific  duty,  437 ;  Terrell  said  Henry 
Havemeyer  was  in  the  hotel,  and  sent  for  him  at  Hrice's  request,  437; 
had  no  more  than  bowing  acq^uaintance  with  Havemeyer,  437 ;  Have- 
meyer brought  samples  and  discussed  the  subject  for  possibly  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour,  437;  at  hrice^s  suggestion  that  there  was  strong 
feeling  against  sugar  and  the  possibility  of  sugar  being  put  on  the  free 
list,  Havemeyer  earnestly  attacked  Democratic  policy,  which  Brice  re- 
sented and  expressed  his  own  views,  saying  that  while  his  State  favored 
free  suffar  he  would  do  what  was  right  if  refiners  could  satisfy  him 
what  that  was,  but  would  not  concede  more  than  half  differential  of 
McKinley  law,  437 ;  they  disagreed  as  to  whether  there  was  any  pro- 
tection in  an  ad  valorem  schedule,  437;  then  Senator  Smith  came  in 
in  search  of  Brice,  and  there  was  no  further  talk  of  sugar,  except  Have- 
meyer remarked  that  he  and  Brice  had  been  having  a  wrangle,  438; 
Smith  left  in  a  few  moments  and  Havemeyer  left  about  same  time,  438; 
only  other  person  present  was  Reed,  who  dropped  in  for  a  moment  to  pay 
his  respects  to  Terrell,  438;  nothing  of  sort  described  in  "  Holland ''  letter 
occurred,  438;  Havemeyer  said  or  intimated  nothing  about  obligations 
of  party,  438;  did  not  rebuke  Brice,  and  had  no  reason  to  believe  he 
would  assist  the  sugar  people,  438;  was  not  said  that  sugar  would 
advance  thirty  points  in  thirty  days  if  satisfactory  schedule  adopted, 
438;  knows  nothing  about  advance  copy  of  amendments  alleged  to  have 
been  given  Moore  &  Schley,  438 ;  did  not  furnish  or  procure  to  be  fur- 
nishecL  such  list  and  knew  nothing  about  amendments  until  reported  to 
Senate,  except  one  or  two  reported  to  caucus,  and  did  not  communicate 
those,  or  substance  or  purport  of  them,  to  Moore  &  Schley,  or  to  any 
one  who  could  use  them  for  speculative  purposes,  43i*;  other  than  inter- 
view of  March  7  met  Havemeyer  several  times  on  the  street  or  in  pub- 
lic places  and  chatted  for  a  moment,  once  or  twice,  439;  never  called 
upon  Havemeyer,  439;  several  days  after  March  7,  Senators  White,  Caf- 
fery,  Gorman,  Hill,  and  himself  were  at  his  house  discussing  tariff  bill 
generally  and  especially  Question  of  specific  or  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar, 
and  they  differed  as  to  wnether  any  protection  to  refiner  in  simple  ad 
valorem  duty  on  raw  and  refined,  439 ;  Cafi'ery  and  White  contended  there 
was,  and  he  suggested  Havemeyer  was  equally  positive  there  was  not, 
439  J  they  said  they  could  convince  Havemeyer  he  was  wrong,  and  with 
their  approval  Brice  sent  a  servant  to  Arlington  Hotel,  one  block 
away,  with  request  for  Havemeyer  to  come  to  his  ofiice,  which  he 
did,  439;  after  conference  Caffery  said  he  would  take  up  question 
with  Havemeyer,  and  Brice  took  Caffery  to  office,  introduced  him 
to  Havemeyer  and  left  them  in  conversation,  439:  none  of  the  other 
Senators  went  into  the  office  or  saw  Havemeyer,  439-440;  Havemeyer 
remained  possibly  half  an  hour  and  left  without  any  of  them  seeing  hun, 
440;  Cafi'ery  returned  and  discussion  was  continued  for  possibly  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  and  the  Senators  went  home  without  reaching  con- 
clusion, 440;  Caffery  said  he  and  Havemeyer  disagreed  because  they 
could  not  agree  on  the  market  prices,  440;  no  conclusion  was  then 
reached  by  the  Senators  as  to  the  course  to  be  pursued,  except  that 
when  real  prices  were  obtained  conclusion  would  easily  be  reached,  440 
had  no  other  interview  with  Havemeyer  when  sugar  was  discussed,  440; 
Louisiana  Senators  insisted  on  specific  duties,  440;  had  not  met  any  other 
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officer  of  0igi^ar  trust  daring  pendency  of  bill  and  discnssed  their  interests, 
440:  no  truth  in  allegations  and  insinuations  of  ''Holland''  letter  as  to 
pledges  iu  return  for  contributions  and  connection  of  Whitney,  Gorman, 
and  Brice  with  sugar  people,  440 ;  thinks  Terrell  had  no  interest  in  sngar- 
tmst  stock  until  after  lo92, 440;  neyer  met  any  representative  of  sugar 
truBt  in  regard  to  campaign  contributions  and  knows  of  no  such  contri- 
butions made  or  solicited,  441 ;  knows  nothing  so  far  as  Whitney  and  Gor- 
man are  concerned,  and,  so  far  as  he  knows,  they  did  not  meet  represcitta- 
ttves  of  sugar  trust,  and  no  reason  to  think  thev  did,  except  newspaper 
statements,  441 ;  knows  nothing  about  appeals  lor  money  and  a  distinct 
pledge  and  knew  nothing  about  contributions  in  1892  or  how  they  were 
used,  and  thought  Gorman  knew  no  more  than  he,  441 ;  for  four  years  prior 
to  July  1, 1892,  had  charge  of  contributions  and  expenditures  and  during 
that  jMfriodno  money  was  received  from  sugar-trust  people  so  far  as  he 
knew,  441 ;  so  far  as  he  knows  there  was  no  pledge  given  that  there  should 
be  no  legislation  antagonistic  to  sugar  people,  in  consideration  of  which 
they  went  deep  into  their  treasury,  441 ;  knows  of  no  contributions  by 
sugar-trust  people  to  State  conmiittees,  441 ;  never  attended  or  heard  o£ 
meeting  on  Benedict's  yacht,  except  in  **  Holland"  letter,  and  was  never 
on  Benedict's  yacht,  441 ;  was  not  in  favor  of  putting  duty  on  sugar,  but 
in  favor  of  keeping  all  sujprars  free,  441 ;  after  schedule  of  specific  duties 
was  reported  was  not  in  favor  of  retaining  them,  442 ;  favored  no  daty 
whatever,  bat  thought  the  duty  which  the  situation  demanded  should 
be  a  revenue  duty  and  ad  valorem^  unless  ad  valorem  duty  was  protec- 
tive as  to  refined  sugar,  but  said  to  the  Finance  Committee,  in  only 
interview  he  had  with  that  committee  or  any  member  of  it  on  the  sugar 
question,  that  he  would  be  governed  by  the  decision  of  the  conunittee, 
and  would  concede  and  vote  for  any  deffierential  in  favor  of  refiners  not 
exceeding  one-half  that  of  the  McKinley  bill,  442;  conversation  with 
Finance  Committee  was  before  first  meeting  with  Havemeyer,  442 ;  did  not 
advise  anyone  or  ask  the  influence  of  anyone  in  favor  of  change  from 
specific  to  ad  valorem,  442;  talked  with  no  one  connected  with  Finance 
Committee  about  sugar  schedule  after  first  schedule  reporte<l,  but  had 
general  discussions  with  Senators  as  to  effect  of  ad  valorem  and  specific 
duties  and  date  of  putting  tariff  in  operation,  but  made  no  condition  or 
requirement  that  any  particular  thing  should  be  done  with  sugar,  442; 
had  no  more  concern  in  sugar  schedule  than  any  other  and  only  the  inter- 
est arising  from  his  duty  as  a  Senator,  442;  had  not  sought  to  influence 
Finance  Committee  or  any  of  its  members  other  than  to  indicate  his 
feeling  that  they  ou^ht  not  to  go  further  than  one-half  the  protection 
^ven  by  McKinley  bill,  442, 443 ;  he  would  not  have  been  affected  pecun- 
iarily during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  whether  sugar  schedule  was 
adopted  or  not,  nor  by  anything  in  the  tariff  bill,  although  he  was  con- 
cerned with  question  of  corporations  in  the  income  tax,  443;  explaining 
the  necessity  for  tax  on  sugar,  said  that  43  votes  were  necessary  to  pass 
the  bill,  and  the^  could  not  be  obtained  without  such  duty ;  considering 
actual  deficit  this  year  and  probable  deficit  under  Wilson  bill,  some  far- 
ther tax  was  necessary,  and  a  tax  on  sugar  was  natural  and  proper;  he 
also  questioned  judiciousness  of  income  tax  and  felt  duty  on  sugar  might 
obviate  necessity  therefor,  443 ;  it  did  not  seem  that  to  get  43  votes  an 
ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar  was  necessary — no  particular  thing  was  neces- 
sary, but  duty  on  sugar  in  some  form  was  essential,  443;  not  only  Loui- 
siana Senators  insisted  on  duty  on  sugar,  but  others  not  locally  inter- 
ested demanded  tax  thereon  to  avoid  necessity  of  income  tax,  443 ;  thinks 
majority  of  Democratic  Senators  believed  a  revenue  tax  on  sugar  was  a 
necessary  element  in  a  proper  tariff  bill,  444 ;  could  not  sav  that  Louisi- 
ana Senators  preferred  McKinley  act  to  any  tax  on  sugar,  but  there  was 
undoubtedly  a  strong  element  in  their  State  that  did,  444;  Louisiana 
Senators  preferred  specific  duties,  and  it  was  not  at  their  request  that 
change  to  ad  valorem  was  made,  444 ;  thought  majority  of  Democratic 
Senators  have  been  in  favor  of  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar  as  well  as  on 
other  articles  wherever  practicable,  444 ;  ad  valorem  duty  was  carried 
in  first  draft  of  finance  subcommittee's  report  for  almost  everything,  but 
was  materially  changed  before  report  of  March  11,  444;  first*  dnkft  con- 
tained an  arbitrary  specific  duty  of  1  cent  a  pound  on  sugar  and  a 
specific  duty  on  coal,  444;  has  investigated  subject  of  specific  and  ad 
valorem  duties  and  concluded  that  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar  was  the 
only  proper  one,  445*,  also  investigated  question  of  the  proper  time  for 
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law  to  take  effect  and  details  his  data  and  reasons  for  his  opinion  that 
January  1  is  proper  time,  446;  has  examined  market  quotations  of  sugar 
■took  for  first  half  of  1890,  and  gives  his  figures  showing  an  advance  of 
85  points  and  dealings  to  amount  of  8,000,000  shares,  446;  fluctuations  in 
1890  were  greater  than  in  1894,  but  has  not  computed  and  can  not  give 
the  extent  of  dealings  in  1894, 446. 

Letter  from,  to  chairman  of  committee 263 

Bmoe,  OeorgOy  bookkeeper,  68  East  One  hundred  and  tenth  street.  New  York 

City 598 

Was  shown  photograph  of  what  purports  to  be  an  order  for  sugar  stock, 
596;  prefers  not  to  say  by  whom  unless  question  is  insisted  on,  596: 
knows  nothing  of  the  transaction  to  which  order  refers,  596;  does  not 
know  to  whom  it  was  directed  or  whether  it  was  executed,  596 ;  saw  what 
pur])orted  to  be  the  original  as  well  as  the  photograph,  596;  the  order 
was  in  pencil  andsigned  J.  N.  Camden,  596;  it  was  written  onrongh,  plain 
paper,  was  folded  in  pieces,  and  had  a  hole  in  the  center  where  the  file 
had  gone  through,  597 ;  did  not  know  handwriting,  597 ;  on  being  shown 
the  photograph  witness  identifies  copy  as  similar  to  that  he  had  testi- 
fied about,  597;  details  as  to  paper,  etc.,  598;  person  who  showed  him 
the  order  did  not  state  where  or  from  whom  he  obtained  it,  598;  after 
coi'Rultation,  the  committee  decided  to  insist  on  witness  giving  the  name 
of  the  person,  and  the  chairman  asks  if  the  said  person  was  Mr.  William 
O.  Allison,  598;  witness  told  circumstances  to  Mr.  Rood,  598;  witness 
replies  that  exclusively  for  Mr.  Camden's  benefit,  whose  reputation  was 
at  stake  in  this  matter,  that  Mr.  Allison  showed  him  said  paper,  599; 
witness  repeats  statement  that  he  answers  said  question  solely  on  account 
of  Senator  Camden,  599;  witness  told  Mr.  Rood  that  he  could  get  said 
paper  from  Mr.  Allison,  599. 
Bnmey,  Hamilton  P.,  clerk.  The  Arlington,  Washington,  D.  C,  testimony  of.  366-368 

Butler,  Matthew  C,  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  testimony  of 549,550 

Buttz,  Charles  W.  (farmer),  Buttzville,  N.  Dak 33-47, 58-73 

Cadmus,  Cornelius  A.  (Representative  from  Fifth  district,  N.  J.),  testimony  of.  232-235 

Cafiery,  Donelson,  Senator  from  Louisiana,  testimony  of 136-142, 290, 470, 471 

CaU,  Wilkinson,  Senator  from  Florida,  testimony  of 447 

Camden,  Johnson  N.,  Senator  from  West  Virginia,  testimony  of 517-524 

Answers  first  5  formal  questions,  517;  in  answer  to  sixth  refers  to  inter- 
view at  his  rooms  opposite  the  Arlington,  referred  to  in  testimony  of 
Jones,  Havemeyer,  ana  Terrell — ^pleasant  and  intimate  relations  between 
him  and  Jones.'517 ;  after  report  of  Finance  Committee  to  Senate,  became 
evident  modifications  and  compromises  would  be  necessary— one  of 
ehief  difficulties  was  sugar  schedule,  and  Jones  suggested  that  Camden 
could  be  of  service  to  committee,  518  ;  he  understood  producing  and 
refining  interests  had  started  out  with  friendly  relations  out  differences 
had  arisen  and  there  was  danger  of  serious  antagonism  which  might 
endanger  the  bill;  he  happened  into  a  committee  room  where  Jones 
was  interrogating  Searles,  whom  he  did  not  know  before,  about  refin- 
ing; when  they  got  through  and  Searles  lefb  the  room,  Jones  said  he 
was  anxious  to  understand  both  sides  fully  and  was  not  satisfied  with 
Searles's  explanations  and  suggested  it  would  be  good  thing  for  some 
high  authority  in  sugar  matters  to  present  to  him  or  the  committe  the 
facts  they  relied  on,  518;  he  repeated  the  conversation  to  Brice  or 
some  one  else  and,  through  means  of  which  he  has  no  personal  knowl- 
edge, Havemeyer  came  to  Washington  and  he  was  advised  that  he  was 
at  the  Arlington  and  desired  to  appear  before  Jones  or  the  subcom- 
mittee; Camden  informed  Jones  and  Jones  said  would  meet  Havemeyer 
at  Camden's  rooms  at  10  o'clock  next  morning;  Camden  informed 
Terrell  (with  whom  he  had  been  personally  acquainted  for  very 
long  time),  518,519;  Jones,  Terrell,  Havemeyer.  and  possibly  others 
were  present  at  meeting;  recollection  not  clear  as  to  who  else 
519;  Havemeyer  had  samples  and  discussed  the  subject  with  Jones, 
chief  point  being  that  ad  valorem  duty  was  only  fair  dutv  on  raw 
sugars ;  Jones  put  many  questions  to  Havemeyer.  some  of  which  were 
not  answered  to  Jones's  satisfaction ;  Jones  bundled  up  his  papers  and 
remarked  somewhat  unceremoniously  that  he  had  given  as  much  time 
as  he  could  spare,  and  must  go  to  Senate;  Havemeyer  and  Terrell  left 
at  same  time,  or  within  few  minutes,  519;  never  had  conversation  with 
Havemeyer  upon  subject  of  sugar  other  than  few  casual  remarks,  and 
had  never  seen  Havemeyer  before,  519;  it  had  been  arranged  for  Jones 
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and  Havemeyer  to  meet  the  evening  before,  bat  Jonea  found  he  coold 
not  be  there;  Havemeyer  called  for  few  minatea  and  waa  informed  he 
could  aee  Jones  next  morning,  and  left  without  any  conYersation  with 
Camden  about  sugar,  519 ;  was  not  member  of  the  Finance  Committee 
and  did  not  seek  to  impress  any  views  upon  any  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. 520;  had  several  talks  with  Louisiana  Senators  and  urged 
necessity  of  amicable  arrangement,  520;  has  no  interest  in  sagar,  520; 
rarely  deals  in  stock  of  any  kind  and  has  not  sx»eculated  or  been  inter- 
ested in  sugar  stock,  directly  or  indirectly,  during  this  session,  520; 
answers  remaining  formal  questions,  520,521 ;  by  representatives  of  sugar- 
producing  interest  whose  votes  it  was  necessary  to  obtain  he  means 
Louisiana  Senators  and  one  or  both  of  California  Senators,  who  con- 
tended for  a  tariff  on  sugar,  521 ;  perhaps  should  not  have  used  expres- 
sion ''sugar-refining  interests  whose  vote  it  was  necessary  to  obtain," 
but  meant  to  refer  to  the  Senators  who  claimed  there  should  be  a 
modification  of  sugar  schedule,  among  whom  were  Murphy,  Smith, 
Hill,  perhaps  Brice  and  Gorman,  and  others,  who  did  not  esjiecially 
demand  protection  to  the  sugar-refining  interest,  but  merely  aa 
one  of  a  group  of  modifications,  but  does  not  pretend  to  speak  witii 

Sersonal  knowledge  or  know  anything  about  what  they  would  have 
one,  521, 522;  impression  is  that  conference  between  Searles  and  Jones 
was  in  room  of  Committee  on  Public  Printing  or  Jones's  committee 
room,  522 ;  no  one  else  was  present ;  he  went  in  and  found  Searles  and 
Jones  in  the  inner  room,  522 ;  this  was  three  or  four  days  before  Have- 
meyer came  from  New  York,  522 ;  Havemeyer  came  between  time  bill 
was  reported  to  Senate  and  time  amendments  were  reported,  522 ;  doesn't 
know  now  long  before  conference  at  his  rooms  Havemeyer  came  from 
New  York,  522;  thinks  at  the  time  he  counseled  Louisiana  Senators  to 
make  concessions  they  were  demanding  a  specific  duty  of  li  cents — as 
far  as  he  knows  the  refining  interests  were  in  favor  of  ad  valorem  duty 
all  the  time,  and  for  a  time  the  producing  interests  were  wUling,  but 
wanted  a  higher  ad  valorem,  523 ;  Havemeyer  fully  explained  to  Jones 
his  reasons  for  preferring  ad  valorem,  and  his  strong  point  was  his  objec- 
tion to  the  specific  duty,  his  explanation  of  which  Camden  gives,  523; 
his  advice  to  Louisiana  Senators  was  not  that  they  should  accede  to  an 
ad  valorem  duty,  but  that  a  common  point  should  be  reached  in  some 
way :  knew  little  about  sugar  schedule  and  did  not  know  whether  it 
should  be  specific  or  ad  valorem,  and  if  question  of  ad  valorem  was  dis- 
cussed at  all  it  was  merely  incidental,  523 ;  does  not  know  of  his  own 
knowledge  if  Havemeyer  or  any  other  sugar-trust  man  had  any  confer- 
ence with  either  of  Louisiana  Senators,  523 ;  he  did  not  state  to  Louis- 
iana Senators  or  any  others  what  Havemeyer's  views  were;  merely  had 
conversations  with  Ca£fery  and  White  in  Senate  Chamber,  and  they  told 
him  their  difliculties;  one  was  the  disagreement  between  refining  and 
producing  interests  as  to  extent  of  duty  and  its  form — they  preferred  a 
specific  duty,  and  if  they  had  to  take  ad  valorem  they  wanted  higher 
duties ;  it  was  understood  refining  interest  did  not  care  what  rate  waa 
so  it  was  ad  valorem,  and  producers  wanted  not  less  than  45  per  cent. 
(Recalled  and  testified  July  31,  601.)  Chairman  makes  statement  as  to 
certain  allegations  and  statements  in  New  York  Herald  of  July  17. 
and  as  to  testimony  of  Emile  Guillaudeu  as  to  an  order  for  purchase  oi 
sugar  stock  alleged  to  have  been  signed  by  witness,  001 ;  further  state- 
ment that  said  alleged  order  had  been  destroyed,  but  a  photograph  of  same 
had  been  produced  before  committee  by  one  Levy  and  put  in  evidencOi 
601 ;  said  photograph  handed  witness,  who  stated  that  he  had  exam- 
ined it,  601 ;  witness  states  that  said  photograph  is  made  upon  white 
paper,  while  the  original,  as  witness  understands,  is  claimed  to  have 
been  written  on  back  of  a  dirty  or  discolored  envelope,  601;  impossible 
to  judge  from  photograph  appearance  and  peculiar  characteristics  of 
what  is  represented  to  have  been  the  original,  601 ;  has  no  recollection 
of  ever  having  made  or  delivered  any  such  memorandum  to  any  person, 
or  that  any  such  order  was  ever  executed  for  him,  601 ;  witness  there- 
fore pronounces,  in  his  judgment,  said  photograph  as  being  a  fictitious  or 
for;;ed  paper,  which  did  not  emanate  from  him,  601;  in  judgment  of 
witness  said  photograph  is  not  from  an  original  paper  written  or  signed 
by  him,  601 ;  signature  has  some  resemblance,  as  all  imitations  must,  bat 
it  is  not  the  usual  signature  of  witness.  601 ;  body  of  the  order  is  lesa 
like  handwriting  of  witness  than  signature^  601 ;  has  no  recollection  of 
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ever  having  written  or  subscribed  to  snch  an  order,  601  j  witness  states 
positively  that  in  his  j  adgment  he  did  not  write  or  subscribe  to  said  order, 
002;  ha«  no  recollection  of  having  bought  or  sold  the  amount  of  sugar 
stock  cidled  for  by  said  order,  602 ;  has  not  to  his  recollection  dealt  in  sugar 
stock  during  the  present  session,  602;  has  dealt  in  various  stocks  during 
present  session,  but  not  in  sugar  stocks,  602 ;  referring  to  testimony  of 
witness  on  June  18  as  to  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stocks  during  the 
present  session,  witness  replies  that  he  stands  upon  said  statement,  602: 
has  no  recollection  of  buying  or  selling  sugar  stocks  during  present 
session,  and  has  no  statement  from  his  brokers  of  stock  transactions 
within  last  six  mouths,  602;  statement  as  to  details  of  stock  transac- 
tions, 602 ;  has  seen  a  man  by  the  name  of  Battershaw,  but  would  not 
know  him  now,  602;  had  one  transaction  with  Battershaw,  and  that  was 
an  order  for  5,000  or  10,000  bushels'  of  Chicago  wheat,  602;  that  is  only 
transaction  ever  had  with  and  the  only  time  witness  ever  spoke  to  him, 
603;  does  not  know  where  Battershaw  lives,  603;  heard  of  existence  of 
this  order  through  a  personal  friend,  who  wrote  there  was  such  a  rumor, 
to  which  witness  replied,  it  was  not  possible  that  snch  an  order  existed, 
603;  in  buying  stocks,  usually  puts  up  margins,  but  sometimes  does 
not,  603 ;  accounts  of  witness  do  not  show  a  margin  for  tlie  transac- 
tion purporting  to  be  evidenced  by  said  o^der,  603;  the  fact  that 
the  order  was  written  on  an  envelope  in  lead  pencil  and  so  signed, 
tends  to  confirm  suspicion  of  witness  that  said  order  is  spu- 
rious, 603;  witness  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief  never 
had  such  a  transaction  with  any  broker,  603;  can  not  so 
state  positively,  but  can  state  so  with  as  much  positiveness  as  a  man 
can  say  anything  that  he  has  no  knowledge  of,  604;  such  a  matter 
would  not  be  likely  to  escape  his  attention,  604;  would  be  likely  to 
recall  such  an  order  if  he  had  ever  given  it,  604 ;  such  an  order  was  not 
given  on  account  of  any  pool  or  syndicate  or  association,  604 ;  in  other 
stock  transactions  was  not  in  the  habit  of  giving  written  orders,  but 
may  have  done  so  in  some  cases,  604 ;  does  not  recollect  of  any  such 
case,  604;  has  made  inquiries  with  the  view  of  trying  to  find  Battershaw 
and  bringing  him  before  this  committee,  604 ;  witness  repeats  that  paper 
exhibited  is  a  copy  of  a  fictitious  or  forged  paper,  604 ;  explains  differ- 
ences in  respect  to  the  photograph  and  his  writing  and  signature,  604 ; 
further  statement  as  to  same,  605;  states  positively  that  Battershaw 
never  received  any  such  order,  or  any  other  written  order,  for  him,  605. 

Cameron,  J.  Dona^,  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  testimony  of 516, 517, 

Carey,  Joseph  M.,  Senator  from  Wyoming,  testimony  of 448, 449 

Cftrlisle,  John  O.,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 188-198 

Testimony  of,  abstract  of.    Testifies  May  81,  1894. 

Was  absent  from  Washington  from  May  13  until  Mav  24,  and  this  is 
the  first  time  he  had  heard  publications  of  ''Holland'' read,  188,189; 
never  made  secret  visit  to  rooms  of  Committee  on  Finance  and  Ways 
and  Means,  189 ;  no  recollection  of  seeing  Finance  Committee  in  February, 
189;  never  appeared  before  subcommittee  but  once  without  request,  189; 
alleged  statements  made  by  him,  either  to  committee  or  subcommittee 
or  anybody,  are  untrue,  189;  never  made  statements  that  sugar  trust 
had  made  contributions  to  campaign  fund  of  Democratic  party,  189; 
said  trust,  from  statement  of  a  member  of  campaign  committee,  never 
made  such  contributions,  189;  statement  of  interview  Mav  5  with  Sena- 
tor Jones,  of  Arkansas,  as  to  sugar  schedule,  at  his  (Carlisle's)  residencSf 
189,190;  dictated  paragraph  of  same  to  stenographer,  190;  discovered 
omission  and  sent  telegram  to  Senator  Jones,  and  appointing  hour  of 
meeting  at  Capitol^  190;  said  telegram  was  sent  in  response  to  request 
of  committee  to  bring  proposed  amendment,  190;  met  some  members  of 
Finance  Committee  and  others  in  small  room  of  Committee  on  impro- 
priations, 190 ;  discussion  of  sugar  schedule,  191 ;  clause  as  to  Hawaiian 
treaty  discussed,  191, 192;  change  of  dates  as  to  duty  taking  effect,  192; 
calls  at  Senator  Jones's  house  on  Sunday  morning  to  point  out  discrep- 
ancy, 192;  the  Senator  at  Capitol,  where  the  Secretary  goes,  192;  names 
persons  present,  192;  amendment  discussed  and  abandoned,  193;  handed 
amendment  to  Senator  Jones  and  have  not  seen  it  since,  193;  first 
amendment  made  part  ad  valorem  and  part  specific  duties,  193 ;  second 
amendment,  by  interlineations,  made  all  ad  valorem,  193:  thinks  ad  valo- 
rem duties  were  advocated  by  refining  interests,  193;  talked  with  refiners 
and  planters  as  well  as  persons  representing  all  interests  involved  in 
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the  tariff  bill,  193;  saw  Mr.  Searlee,  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  and  Mr.  Henry 
R.  Reed,  and  talked  in  general  way  abont  the  taritf  and  sugar  duties,  194; 

gives  Mr.  Havemeyer  letter  of  introduction  to  Senator  Mills,  194  j  at 
ecretary  of  the  Treasury  would  not  hesitate  to  make  such  su«;gestiont 
as  he  deemed  proper  in  regard  to  tariff  bill,  194 ;  many  provisions  in 
pending  bill  originated  in  Treasury  Department,  194  j  if  hereafter  called 
on  by  Finance  Committee,  shall  assist  in  preparation  of  the  bill,  194; 
was  member  of  Ways  and  Means  Committee  of  House  of  Representatives 
abont  six  years,  and  two  years  member  of  Finance  Committee  of  the 
Senate,  and  Treasury  Department,  or  Secretary,  was  constantly  called  on 
for  information  and  assistance,  196 ;  further  statement  as  to  amendment 
prepared  at  Senator  Jones's  request  and  handed  him,  195;  said  amend- 
ment prepared  in  accordance  with  request  of  Senator  Jones,  195;  further 
details  as  to  same  196;  no  knowledge  of  contributions  by  sugar  trust  to 
Democratic,  or  any  other  campaign  fund,  196;  no  representative  of 
''sugar  trust"  ever  indicated  t^  him  that  the  Democratic  party  was 
under  obligations  to  said  ^'trust,'^  196;  representatives  of  sugar  interests 
appeared  before  Ways  and  Means  Committee  when  the  Morrison,  Mills, 
and  McKinley  bills  were  pending,  196 ;  statement  as  to  persons  present 
when  he  appeared  before  Subcommittee  of  Finance  Committee,  196: 
knows  nothing  about  meeting  of  representatives  of  sugar  trust  and 
cer  tain  Senators  at  the  Capitol  on  Sunday,  197 ;  on  his  visit  to  Capitol  on 
said  Sunday  did  not  see  any  representatives  of  sugar  trust  or  Senator 
Caffery  or  any  other  Senators  passing  about,  197 ;  saw  nobody  except 
m  embers  of  Subcommittee  on  Finance  and  other  persons  already  named, 
1 97;  did  not  expeet  to  see  anybody,  save  Senator  Jones,  197;  has  had  no 
communication  whatever,  directly  or  indirectly,  with  any  member  of 
special  committee,  197 ;  came  in  response  to  telephone  message  received 
a  few  moments  ago,  197 ;  has  had  no  communication  with  anybody  who 
has  been  before  special  committee,  Senator  or  other  person,  198;  has  not 
seen  any  of  the  testimony  taken  except  as  published  in  the  newspapers, 
and  only  a  small  portion  of  that,  198;  statement  of  '^ Holland'^  in  the 
Press  publication  incorrect;  no  such  thing  ever  occurred,  198 ;  was  never 
asked  by  subcommittee  to  do  anything  with  regard  to  sugar  schedule 
except  on  one  occasion  already  stated,  198;  was  before  Subcommittee  on 
Finance  once  while  Senator  Mills  was  serving  on  it,  but  sugar  schedule 
was  not  discussed ;  conversation  was  of  a  general  character,  as  to  the 
strengtli  of  the  bill  in  the  Senate,  etc.,  198. 

Chandler,  William  E..  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  testimony  of 447 

Chapman,  Elverton  k.,  member  of  firm  of  Moore  d&  Schley,  bankers  and 

brokers,  New  York  City  (testified  June  8, 1894) 361 

Paragraph  in  ^'Holland''  letter  in  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14  (read 
to  witness  by  Senator  Lodge),  as  to  the  four  hundred  odd  amendments 
reported  f^om  Senate  Finance,  being  in  hands  of  a  member  of  said  firm, 
is  not  correct  as  to  himself,  261;  has  no  knowledge  that  any  member  of 
■aid  firm,  or  an  employ^,  had  list  of  said  amendments,  262;  said  firm,  at 
times,  have  done  business  for  Senator  Brice,  262 ;  additional  i>aragraph 
from  **  Holland"  letter,  as  to  large  purchases  of  sugar  by  Senator  Brice's 
brokers,  read  to  witness  (262),  to  which  witness  responded  by  asking 
time  to  consult  counsel,  262 1  witness  desired  le^  advice  as  to  right  m 
special  committee  to  inquire  into  business  of  his  firm,  262 ;  renews  request 
for  postponement  of  hearing,  in  order  to  consult  counsel,  263;  letter 
f^om  Senator  Brice  to  chairman  of  special  committee,  dated  June  8, 1894 
(268),  stating  that  all  brokers  or  other  witnesses  are  authorized  and 
requested  to  answer  as  to  any  transactions  of  his  in  sugar  or  other 
industrial  stocks  since  March  4,  1891,  read  to  witness,  263;  witness  fur- 
ther requests  opportunity  to  consult  counsel  before  answering,  in  order 
to  have  definitely  settled  the  general  principles  upon  which  answers 
to  questions  shall  be  made«  265.  (Witness  excused,  and  requested  to 
appear  the  following  morning). 

(Saturday,  June  9:  Mr.  Chapman  appears  and  testimony  resumed,  268.) 
Firm  of  Moore  A  Schley  have  bought  and  sold  large  quantities  of  stock 
of  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  during  pendency  of  tariff  bill,  268; 
in  response  to  question  of  chairman  as  to  whether  any  Senators  of  the 
United  States  were  interested  either  directly  or  indirectly  in  such  trans- 
action during  the  pendency  or  consideration  of  present  tariff  bill,  wit- 
ness declines  to  answer  any  question  relating  to  the  business  of  the  firm  of 
Moore  &  Schley,  of  which  he  is  a  partner,  2S,  269 ;  states  grounds  of  such 
deolination,  269  \  decWnoa  \tO  ^iiv?<«c  ^«&Mv)w  ^1  ^\^^\«^\.  u«.via  whether 
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Arm  of  Moore  &  Schley  daring  the  months  of  March,  April,  May,  and 
June  bought  or  sold  any  sugar  stocks  for  or  in  the  interest,  direct  or  indi- 
rect, of  any  United  States  Senator,  269,  270;  declines  to  answer  question 
whether  said  firm  is  carrying  any  sugar  stock  for  the  benefit  of  or  in  the 
interest,  direct  or  indirect,  of  any  United  States  Senator,  270;  witness's 
attention  has  been  called  to  and  he  has  considered  sections  102,  103» 
and  104  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  270;  after  read- 
ing said  sections  witness  still  declines  to  answer  said  questions,  270; 
witness  makes  statement  in  relation  to  letter  of  Senator  Brice,  270 ;  wit- 
ness departs  from  decision  aforesaid  so  far  as  to  state  that  Senator 
Brice,  since  becoming  a  member  of  the  Senate,  has  not  bought  or  sold 
through  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  a  share 
of  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  or  of  any  industrial 
company  dealt  in  or  listed  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  270;  haye 
not  nought  or  sold  a  share  of  such  stock  for  anv  clerk,  agent,  or  employ^, 
or  other  person,  connected  in  any  way  with  the  affairs  of  Senator  crice, 
or  in  the  name  of  any  member  of  his  family,2  70;  witness  makes  this 
statement  only  on  direct  written  request  of  Senator  read  in  his  presence, 
270;  serves  notice  that  whether  requested  to  do  so  or  not  by  any  cus- 
tomer of  his  firm,  whether  a  United  States  Senator  or  not,  he  will  decline 
to  answer  any  question  as  to  the  principal  in  any  transaction  with  his 
firm  in  the  stock  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  or  an^  other 
stock,  270;  statement  as  to  grounds  of  declination,  270.  (The  said  sec- 
tions Revised  Statutes  were  read  to  witness  by  Senator  Allen,  with 
added  statement  that  Senate  had  full  power,  where  a  witness  refuses  to 
answer  a  question  pertinent  to  the  subject  under  consideration  by  the 
oonunittee,  to  bring  such  witness  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  require  him 
to  answer  or  inflict  punishment  upon  him  until  he  did  answer,  for  con- 
tempt of  its  right  to  inquire,  271. )  In  response  to  question  of  Senator  Allen 
if,  in  view  of  said  law  and  the  additional  statement  made  as  to  the  power 
of  the  Senate  to  punish  for  contempt,  he  still  declined  to  answer,  wit- 
ness replied  in  the  affirmative,  272 ;  statement  of  grounds  of  refusal  to 
answer,  188;  denies  right  of  committee  to  ask  said  questions,  272;  Sena- 
tor Allen  having  asked  witness — naming  each  member  of  the  Senate — if 
any  member  of  the  Senate  since  February  1, 1894,  had,  through  the  said 
firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  purchased  or  sold  sugar  stock  during  which 
period  the  tariff  bill  had  been  under  consideration  in  the  Senate,  wit- 
ness declines  to  answer  same  in  respect  to  each  and  every  member  of  the 
Senate,  272-279 ;  makes  statement  as  to  why  exception  was  made  in  favor 
of  Senator  Brice,  279;  Senator  Davis  having  added  ''a  positive  denial  of 
any  dealings,  directly  or  indirectly,  at  any  time,  in  any  form  or  manner,  in 
any  ot  the  so-called  sugar  stocks,  again  requested  and  insisted  that  yon 
(witness)  answer  as  to  me,''  witness  requested  time  to  think  over  said 
request  before  deciding  whether  or  not  to  accede  to  said  request,  280; 
Senators  Allen,  Lodge,  and  Gray  (the  chairman)  made  the  same  state- 
ment and  request  as  to  themselves.  Senator  Gray  making  the  same  state- 
ment and  request  on  behalf  of  Senator  Lindsay  (then  absent),  to  which 
witness  made  same  request  that  time  be  given  him  to  consider  said 
rec^uests,  280 ;  answers  questions  as  to  giving  same  eftect  and  force  given 
written  request  of  Senator  Brice,  280;  witness  took  responsibility  of 
answering  as  to  Senator  Brice  without  consulting  hirpartners  280 ;  would 
not  have  answered  the  question  in  regard  to  Senator  Hrice  if  he  had 
thought  he  would  be  asked  the  same  question  in  regard  to  'every  other 
Senator,  280, 281 ;  declines  to  answer  questions  of  Senator  Davis  as  to 
efi'ect  of  previous  answer,  281;  declines  to  answer  question  as  to  names 
of  Senators  with  whom  he  had  conversed,  281;  gives  further  reasons  for 
declining  to  give  names  of  Senators,  281 ;  declines  to  answer  question 
if  he  had  had  any  conversation  with  any  Senator  on  any  subject  after 
his  dismissal  yesterday  and  return  this  morning,  281 ;  further  declines 
to  answer  questions  in  same  line,  281 ;  have  received  communications 
from  his  firm  since  dismissal  yesterday,  giving  instructions  as  to  his  con- 
duct as  a  witness,  281 ,  282 ;  declines  to  produce  same,  282 ;  gives  reasons  for 
such  declination^  282;  have  met  Mr.  Macartney  since  yesterday  and 
talked  with  him  in  regard  to  this  investigation.  2o3 ;  makes  statement  am 
to  distinction  made  between  Senators  and  Mr.  Macartney,  283, 284 ;  desires 
further  time  as  to  answering  questions  as  to  each  member  of  the  com- 
mittee sepJEirately,  284;  (Senator  Davis  having  moved— which  motion 
was  adopted— that  the  witness  be  required  to  answer  forthwith)  wit- 
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ne«8  miMl4»  statement  and  farther  declined  to  answer,  285;  Ibrther 
deolinea  to  answer  as  to  meeting  or  conyersing  with  Senators,  285; 
knows  of  no  organized  attempt  to  suppress  the  names  of  all  Senators 
who  are  aUeged  to  have  been  specnlating  in  sugar  stocks,  285;  further 
declines  to  repeat  conversations  with  Mr.  Macartney  or  other  persons, 
285,286;  witness  is  board  member  of  the  firm  of  Moore  A  Schley,  286; 
does  not  know  that  any  Senator  is  a  member  of  stock  exchange,  286; 
has  had  no  written  common ication  in  any  form,  dispatch,  letter,  note, 
or  memorandum,  from  any  United  States  Senator  bearing  on  this  inves- 
tigation or  having  relation  to  it,  287;  denies  rip^ht  of  committee  to  ask 
Question,  287;  declines  to  answer  questions  in  regard  thereto,  287; 
eclines  to  answer  question  whether  any  persons  in  service  of  the 
United  States  as  officers,  outside  of  United  States  Senators,  are  engaged' 
in  dealing  in  sugar  stocks  through  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  287. 

Beport  (No.  477)  to  the  Senate  in  case  of 617 

Cleveland,  President,  references  to,  in  letter  of  ''Holland"  and  testimony  of 

Edwards 77,78,80 

Cockran,  William  Bourke,  Representative  from  Twelfth  district,  N.  Y.,  testi- 
mony of 144-147 

Cookrell,  Francis  M.,  Senator  from  Missouri,  testimony  of 451 

Coke,  Richard,  Senator  from  Texas,  testimony  of 52, 53, 450 

Colorado,  statement  in  ''Holland''  letter  that  sugar  trust  contributions  were 

used  to  purchase  electoral  vote  of^  for  Populists 79 

Committee,  special,  appointed  to  investigate  attempts  at  bribery,  etc.  (»ee 

Journal,  p.  197,  and  Record,  p. ^,of  May  17,1894) 1 

Coster,  Charles  H.  (of  Drexel,  Morgan  &,  Co.,  New  York  City),  testimony  of. .  404, 405 

Cullom,  Shelby  M.,  Senator  from  Illinois,  testimony  of. 449 

Daniel,  John  W.,  Senator  from  Virginia,  testimony  of. 454 

Davis,  Cushman  K.,  Senator  from  Minnesota: 

Appointment  of,  as  member  of  special  committee,  etc 1 

Signs  report  (No.  436)  as  to  Senators  Hunton  and  Kyle 610 

Signs  report  (No.  457)  in  cases  of  Edwards  and  Shriver 616 

Signs  report  (No.  477)  in  case  of  Chapman 626 

Makes  reports  (Nos.  485  and  486)  in  cases  of  Henry  O.  Havemeyer  and  John 

E.  Searles 651,661 

Signs  report  (No.  487)  in  case  of  John  W.  Macartney 678 

Agrees  to  report  (No.  624)  in  case  of  Allen  Lewis  Seymour 681 

Testimony  of 428 

Witnesses  examined  by : 

Allison,  William  O 588-593 

Brice,  Senator 443 

Bnmey,  Hamilton  P ; 366,967 

Butts,  Charles  W 45,63,64,67 

Calfery,  Senator 137,138,140,142 

Camden,  Senator 517,520-524 

Cameron,  Senator 516^517 

Carlisle,  Secretary 197,198 

Chapman,  Eiverton  R 262,265,269-271,276,279,281,284,285 

CocKran,  William  Bourke,  Representative  nrom  New  York 145-147 

Derickson,  Samuel  B 556,557 

Edwards,  Elisha  J 89,91,92,98,105,108,110 

Gaston,  Walter 220-223,225,229,290 

Gorman,  Senator 524-531 

Guillaudeu,  Emile 576,577,581,582 

Havemeyer,  Henry  O 344,345,358-360,364,965 

Harris,  Senator 201,203 

Hunton,  Senator 3,4 

Hunton,  Eppa,jr 6,7,8,9,10 

Irby,  Senator 531,533 

Jones,  Senator,  of  Arkansas 56,76 

Kyle,  Senator 35,16,17,18,19,20,21,24 

Le  Fevre,  Benjamin 143,144 

May,  Frederic 583 

MoFarlane,  Duncan 25,27,29,90 

McPherson,  Senator 164-166, 168-170, 172, 178, 176, 176 

Mills,  Senator 183 

Mitchell,  Senator,  of  Oregon 644,545 

Morgan,  &«iia\At • 607 
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Qnay,  Senator 49^ 

Ransom,  Senator i 484 

Reed,  Henry  R 208,212,213,292,296,297 

Roach,  Senator 508 

Rood,  Henry  Edward 565,568 

Seip,  Albert  M 671-678 

Seymour,  Allen  Lewis 594,595,599,600 

Shriver,  John  S 117-120 

Squire,  Senator 499 

Smith,  Senator 502-^504 

Teller,  Senator 494 

Terrell,  Herbert  L 249-260 

Vest,  Senator 154-157,159,514,516 

Voorhees,  Senator 54,160,161 

Warner,  John  De  Witt,  Representative  from  New  York 203-204, 206-212 

Wheeler,  William  B 569,560 

White,  Senator 608-609 

Deriokson,  Samuel  B.,  employ^  of  brokerage  firm  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  A  Co., 

New  York  City 663 

Has  read  New  York  Herald  article  of  Tuesday,  July  17,  headed  '' Senators 
Buy  Sugar,"  653;  renorter  called  on  witness  as  to  an  order  executed  by 
saia  firm  and  was  refused  any  Information,  566 ;  sent  fiacts  to  a  friend  in 
Washington,  and  asked  him  to  show  dispatch  to  Senator  Camden's 
friends,  666:  purport  of  said  statement  was  that  said  firm  never  had 
order  from  Senator  Camden  or  any  other  Senator,  666;  was  manager  of 
Washington  branch  of  Wheeler  &.  Co.  last  spring,  and  never  saw  or 
heard  of  order  for  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stock  from  any  United 
States  Senator,  656;  knows  nothing  as  to  truth  or  falsity  of  allegations 
in  the  Herald  article,  666;  never  made  a  statement  to  the  effect  con- 
tained in  said  article,  656 ;  does  not  know  or  suspect  who  said  **  inform- 
ant is,  556,  667;  all  stock  operations  of  Wheeler  A  Co.  through  Wash- 
ington branch  would  have  been  known  to  witness.  667;  Wheeler  takes 
no  active  part  in  purchase  or  sale  of  stocks,  657 ;  Knows  of  no  transac- 
tion by  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stock  by  any  United  States  Senator 
throneh  the  New  York  house  of  Wheeler  A  Co.  or  its  Washington 
branch,  557. 

Dickinson,  Don  M.,  references  to  in  testimony  of  Edwards 88,89 

Dittenhoefer,  Judge  (attorney),  New  York  City,  attorney  for  Edwards,  argu- 
ment of. 133 

Dixon,  Nathan  F.,  Senator  from  Rhode  Island,  testimony  of 648-M9 

Dolph,  Joseph  N.,  Senator  fromOregon,  testi mony  of 462 

Dubois,  Fred  T.,  Senator  from  Idaho  testimony  of. 468 

Edwards,  Elisha  J.,  correspondent  of  the   Philadelphia  Press.    Residence, 

Greenwich,  Conn 

Letter  of,  signed  **  Holland,"  in  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14,  1894, 77-84 : 
abstract  of  same,  77;  prediction  of  Senator  Brice,  77;  as  to  amended 
Gorman  bill,  77;  action  of  sugar  trust,  77;  political  status  of  same,  77; 
testimony  as  to  John  £.  Searles  and  E.  C.  Benedict,  78;  as  to  Hawaiian 
Islands,  78 ;  as  to  influence  of  suear  trust  in  establishing  policy  of  Presi- 
dent Cleveland  as  to  Hawidian  Islands^  78 ;  the  snear  trust  and  election  oi 
President  Cleveland,  78:  as  to  appointment  of  Special  Commissioner 
Blount,  78;  motives  of  President  as  to  sugar  trust  were  political  and 
partisan,  and  not  pecuniary,  78^  sugar  trust  and  campaign  of  1892, 78: 
|40,000  subscribea  for  Republican  campaign  fund,  78;  who  solicited 
subscriptions,  79;  $600,000  subscribed  to  Democratic  campaign  fund, 
79;  admission  of  bv  one  of  highest  officers  of  Government,  79;  where 
money  was  used,  79;  statement  of  President  as  to  duty  on  su^ar,  and 
that  refining  interests  ought  not  to  be  imperiled  by  any  tariff  legis- 
lation, 79;  confidence  of  sugar  trust  in  nonaction,  79;  sugar-trust  repre- 
sentatives in  Washington,  79;  statement  of  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  79; 
visit  of  leading  member  of  sugar  trust  to  Secretary  Lament,  80;  every 
cabinet  member  save  one  interested,  80;  statement  of  Senator  Brioe's 
visit  to  the  President,  80;  statement  as  to  Senator  McPherson's  angry 
declaration  in  Finance  Committee  room,  80;  statement  as  to  three  trans- 
Mississippi  Senators  having  charge  of  bill,  80;  statement  as  to  visit  of 
Secretary  Carlisle  to  Finance  Committee  room,  80;  statement  that  said 
visit  was  authorised  by  President,  80;  visit  related  to  alleged  large  oam* 
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pai^  •al>0CiiptioB  by  sngar-tnut  for  Demomtic  poty.  80,  81;  as 
to  draft  of  sugar  schednle  in  Secretary  Carlisle's  handwriting.  Si :  details 
of  same,  81 ;  as  to  political  intliieDceii  in  Western  States  exerted  bj  «G^:ar 
tmstj  81 ;  gathering  of  sngar-trant  otncers  and  managers  in  Washin^on. 
Senators  Brico  and  Smith  being  prei»ent,  81 ;  anger  and  remarks  of  Mr. 
H.  O.  Havemeyer.  81;  same  continned,  82;  advance  of  sngar  3i>  points 
if  schedule  satisfactory  to  sugar  trust  was  lunde.  82;  as  to  Nrnator  Voor- 
bees's  denial  of  amendments  to  be  propos«4l  by  Finance  Commiiit^.  •^; 
as  to  list  of  4^10  amendments  prepared  by  Senator  Jones,  then  btrio::  in 
hands  of  a  menil>er  of  firm  of  Moore  &  Scbley.  82;  as  to  Senator  Brier's 
brokers  having  a  copy  of  amended  bill  not  known  to  Senator  Vcwriiees, 
82;  as  to  statement  of  Senator  Vest  in  Finance  Committee  room,  tC;  as 
to  surprise  of  {senator  Mills  and  others.  82;  as  to  Joe  Kickey,  82;  as  to 
domination  of  sugar  trust  over  Democratic  members  of  Finance  Com- 
mittee,  82;  as  to  meeting  of  Democratic  members  of  Finance  Commit- 
tee on  Sunday  in  C2:;>itol,  83;  as  to  sugar- ti-nst  representatives  being 
in  a  room  near  by.  83:  as  to  communications  between  two  rooms.  83; 
as  to  final  draft  of  sugar  schedule  by  Senator  Cafiery,  83:  as  to  trans- 
mission of  same  to  Finnnce  Committee  room,  83;  as  to  Standard  Oil 
interests,  83;  as  to  combination  of  various  trusts,  83;  as  to  income 
tax,  83;  as  to  failure  of  woolen  interest  to  be  protected,  83;  as  to  date 
of  taking  effect,  83;  as  to  amount  of  money  to  be  realize  onder  pro- 
posed schedule  by  sugar  trust,  84;  as  to*  foreign  sugars,  84;  as  to 
calling  in  of  loans  by  sugar  trust  to  obtain  gold  for  export  to  purchase 
this  season's  crop,  84;  as  to  relations  of  sugar  trust  to  Democratie  party 
and  its  tariff  measure,  84. 

Testimony  o^May  24, 1894: 

Am  writer  of  the  article  or  letter  in  the  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  sifted ''  Hol- 
land,'*  85;  chairman  reads  paragraph  from  said  letter  (p.  85)  in  regard 
to  meeting  between  Mr.  Benedict,  Mr.  Havemeyer,  Mr.  Cleveland,  and 
two  or  three  others,  either  in  Greenwich  or  on  Mr.  Benedict's  yacht,  in 
summer  of  1892,  and  discussion  of  Hawaiian  policy,  85;  witness  states 
that  he  was  confused  as  to  dates,  and  that  said  meeting  and  conversation 
occtirred  in  1898  instead  of  1892,  86;  makes  statement  as  to  sources  ot 
information  of  assertions  in  said  letter,  86;  information  obtained  from 
H.  W.  R.  Hoyt,  of  Qreenwich,  counsel  for  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  86;  state- 
ment as  to  details  given  in  said  letter,  86, 87;  chairman  reads  extract  from 
•aid  letter  as  to  ''understanding"  between  Mr.  Cleveland  and  his  ftiends 
in  respect  to  the  **  Hawaiian  incident,"  and  witness  replies  that  ''those 
understandings  were  conjectural,"  88;  founded  on  statement  of  Don 
Dickinson,  in  January,  1893,  made  in  New  York  Ci^,  as  to  commission 
to  Hawaii,  88;  paragraph  £rom  letter  read  as  to  LAkewood  meeting, 
and  witness  replies  that  Mr.  Lament,  Mr.  Dickinson,  and  Mr.  Straus 
were  present,  88,89;  could  not  remember  sources  of  information  therein 
stated,  89:  can  not  state  aU  sources,  but  it  was  the  common  impres- 
sion on  WaU  street,  growing  out  of  the  immense  interest  of  Mr. 
Bpreckles  and  his  associate,  Mr.  Charles  Nordhoff,  89,90;  sugar  people 
were  interested  in  preventing  establishment  of  Provisional  Government, 
90;  statement  as  to  visit  of  Mr.  Villard  from  Lakewood  to  Washington 
to  prevent  action  on  the  Foster  treaty,  90;  information  obtained  from 
New  York  World,  90;  as  to  appointment  of  Mr.  Blount,  90;  as  to  state- 
ment in  letter  of  announcement  of  President  Cleveland  to  Secretary 
Oresham  of  his  Hawaiian  policy,  91 ;  can  not  recollect  sources  of  infor- 
mation by  reason  of  having  talked  with  so  many  people  about  it,  91; 
have  not  talked  with  Col.  Hoyt  since  being  summoned  as  a  witness,  as 
that  gentleman  died  about  a  month  ago,  91 ;  had  proof,  however,  as  to 
that  point  from  a  living  witness,  92;  extract  read  from  letter  as  to  cam- 
paign contributions,  92;  witness  makes  statement  as  to  same  and 
says  he  was  told  that  Mr.  Carles  stated  in  presence  of  Representative  Bel- 
den,  of  New  York,  that  the  sugar  trust  "hadgiven  $250,000  or  $300,000  to 
the  Democratic  campaign,"  92;  that  information  was  obt<ained  from 
same  member  of  National  Republican  Committee,  92 ;  certain  pledges 
were  given  at  Victoria  Hotel  conference,  93;  details  of  said  conference 
were  open  to  all  newspaper  men  who  were  investigating  the  subject, 
93;  can  not  ffive  names  of  precise  individuals  present,  but  mentions 
several,  93;  nirther  statements  as  to  said  "conference,"  93;  extracts 
from  letter  read  as  to  meeting  between  Mr.  Whitney,  Mr.  Gorman,  Mr. 
Brice,  and  leptesentatives  of  sugar  trust,  94;  statement  as  to  same, 
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94;  extract  from  letter  as  to  ''BriceTeirell''  read,  and  witness  states 
that  the  '' agency ''  therein  referred  to  was  Stephen  B.  Elkins,  94; 
statement  as  to  relations  between  Mr.  Gorman  and  Mr.  Elkius,  and  their 
relations  with  sugar  trust,  94, 95;  details  of  conversation  with  Col.  Hoyt 
as  to  campaign  contributions  by  sugar  trust,  95 ;  extract  read  ^*  that 
there  would  oe  no  legislation  at  the  hands  of  tne  Democracy  which 
should  be  antagonistic  to  the  interests  of  the  sugar  people,^'  96;  that 
paragraph  justified  by  said  campaign  contributions  of  sugar  trust,  96; 
refers  to  statement  of  ex-Governor  Waller,  of  Connecticut,  under  oath, 
before  an  investigating  committee  of  tlie  Connecticut  legislature,  that 
the  Central  State  Democratic  committee  handled  over  $100,000  at  the 
last  election,  96;  sugar  people  were  contributing  because  they 
were  afraid  of  anti- trust  legislation,  96;  sugar  trust  people  expected 
to  be  protected  by  such  contributions  and  quotes  Col.  Hoyt  as  authority, 
96;  has  no  direct  personal  knowledge  on  that  subject,  97;  as  to  with- 
drawal of  Colorado  Democratic  electoral  ticket  auer  contributions  by 
sugar  trust  to  a  committee   of  Colorado  Democrats,  97;  details  as  to 

Sersons  so  contributing,  97,98;  references  to  Mr.  Elkins,  Mr.  Sage,  and 
[r.  Meyer,  98 ;  extracts  read  as  to  information  obtained  by  a  member 
of  the  trust  from  the  White  House  while  bill  was  pending  in  the  cham- 
ber, of  which  Senators  Vest,  Jones,  and  Mills  alone  had  the  key,  99; 
quotes  extract  fnom  Harper's  Weekly,  99;  had  heard  that  Seoretry 
Carlisle  asked  Assistant  Secretary  Hamlin  ''to  have  a  very  accu- 
rate and  carefnl  schedule  passed  of  the  relations  of  sugar  to  the  tariff 
bill,'' 100;  statement  as  to  meaning  of  phrase  "politiciQ  pressure,''  in 
letter,  100;  as  to  action  taken  by  Secretary  Carlisle,  100;  letters 
of  Introduction  given  by  the  Secretary  to  Air.  Havemeyer  to  cer- 
tain Senators,  lOO;  the  Wilson  bill  had  harmed  sugar  trust,  which 
appealed  to  President  Cleveland,  101;  details  as  to  conversation.  101: 
as  to  expressions  by  President  Cleveland  of  annoyance  about  action  oi 
Senate  subcommittee,  101 ;  extract  from  letter  read  as  to  representa- 
tions made  by  Senator  Brice  to  the  President  that  the  "  three  trans- 
Mississippi  Senators,  who  had  charge  of  the  bill,  were  dermined  to 
make  sugar  of  all  sorts  absolutely  free,  102 ;  extract  read  as  to  Senator 
McPherson's  angry  expressions  in  Finance  Committee  room,  102;  that 
story  current  in  New  York,  102;  gives  authority  for  such  statements, 
102;  extract  from  letter  read  as  to  visit  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  Finance 
Committee  room  when  only  Democratic  members  were  present  and  state- 
ments he  made  to  them,  102, 103 ;  declines  to  give  name  of  informant,  103 ; 
details  as  to  informant  and  conversation  and  obligation  of  confidence 
imposed,  103;  further  declines  to  answer  questions  as  to  name  of  inform- 
ant, 103, 104, 105 ;  extract  f^om  letter  giving  alleged  statement  of  SecretarT 
Carlise  to  said  members  of  Finance  Committee,  106 ;  instructions  from  edi- 
tor of  Press  where  to  go  for  information,  105, 106.  ( Recess  taken  to  give  wit- 
ness an  opportunity  to  consult  counsel,  107.)  Attorney  for  witness  (Judge 
Dittenhoefer)  absent,  and  further  time  asked  for  consultation,  107 ;  farmer 
reference  to  "plea''  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  Democratic  members  of 
Finance  Committee  quoted  from  letter,  107;  as  to  erasures  from  and  inter* 
lineations  made  in  original  printed  schedule  by  Secretary  Carlisle,  107; 
ftatements  of  witness  as  to  same,  108;  extract  from  letter  as  to  meeting 
in  a  Washington  hotel  of  Senators  Brice  and  Smith  with  Mr.  H.  O.  Have- 
meyer, "Brice's  Terrell,"  and  an  "unknown,"  108;  authority  for  such 
statement,  106;  additional  extracts  from  letter  read  and  statements  as  to 
same,  108;  as  to  400  amendments  prepared  by  Senator  Joues  being  in 
the  hands  of  a  member  of  firm  of  Moore  <&  Schley,  109;  statements  as 
to  same,  110 :  extract  from  letter  as  to  Sunday  meeting  of  Democratic 
members  of  Finance  Committee  with  certain  representatives  of  sugar  * 
trust,  110  ;  authority  for  such  statement,  110;  further  statements  as  to 
same.  111,  112;  as  to  Secretanr  Carlisle's  memorandum,  113;  witness  reap- 
pears May  25  with  counsel  (.Judge  Dittenhoefer),  who  makes  statement 
to  committee,  132, 133 ;  declines  to  give  name  of  person  who  gave  informa- 
tion on  which  was  based  paragraph  as  to  Secretary  Carlisle's  secret  visit 
to  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee,  133;  declines  also 
with  respect  to  meeting  of  Senators  Brice  and  Smith  with  representa- 
tives of  sugar  trust  in  a  Washington  hotel,  133 :  declines  also  witli  respect 
to  400  amendments  in  hands  of  a  member  of  tne  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley, 
134;  declines  generally  to  give  name  of  person  who  gave  information  on 
which  was  predicated  numerous  paragraphs  in  his  letter  of  May  14,  134, 
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135 ;  further  declines  to  give  information,  136 ;  statements  as  to  sonroes 
of  information,  135 ;  asks  to  be  and  is  exoasea,  135, 136. 

Report  (No.  457)  to  the  Senate  in  ease  of 611 

Elkins,  Stephen  B.,  references  to  in  testimony  of  Edwards  and  testimony  of 

Senator  Gorman 94,95,  530, 5S1 

Faulkner,  Charles  James,  Senator  ftom  West  Virginia,  testimony  of 451 

Fisher,  Lester  8.,  telegrapher,  with  Corson  &,  Macartney,  bankers  and  brokers, 

Washington,  D.  C,  testimony  of 542-544 

Answers  as  to  employment  by  said  firm  and  duties,  542;  declines  to  answer 
questions  as  to  orddrs  sent  to  New  York  on  behalf  or  on  account  of  any 
U.  S.  Senator,  542;  states  ground  of  refusal,  543;  no  inference shonld  be 
drawn  by  his  refusal  to  answer,  but  he  could  not  divulge  any  of  the 
affairs  of  his  employers,  543 :  if  no  Senator  had  bought  or  sold  sugar 
stocks  through  said  firm  would  still  decline  to  answer,  543;  still  declines 
to  answer  any  question  as  to  business  affairs  of  Corson  &,  Macai-tney, 
644 ;  if  a  telegrapher  operator  were  to  disclose  a  dispatch  in  any  form  or 
manner  he  would  be  blacklisted  by  every  telegraph  company,  544. 

Frye,  William  P.,  Senator  from  Maine,  testimony  of. 456,456 

Gallinger,  Jacob  H. ,  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  testimony  of 4CT 

Gaston,  Walter,  wire  rope  manufacturer,  Wilkesbarre,  Pa.,  testimony  of .. .  218-239 
Extract  from  letter  written  John  S.  Shriver,  Washington  correspondent 
of  New  York  Mail  and  Express,  published  May  19, 1894,  as  to  a  conversa- 
tion overheard  by  witness  in  tne  sugar-trust  parlor  in  the  Arlington 
Hotel  between  certain  Democratic  Senators  and  certain  "sugar-trust 
magnates/'  read  to  witness,  218 ;  witness  states  that  he  is  the  person  who 
occupied  a  room  adjoining  said  parlor  from  March  6  to  March  8,  and 
from  May  8  to  May  10^  218^  gives  details  as  to  conversation  with  a  Con- 
gressman next  morning,  and  with  stated  exceptions  says  newspaper 
story  is  false,  218,  219 ;  itirther  details  as  to  rooms  and  conversation,  as 
to  sugar  schedule  and  tariff  bill,  219-232;  believed  Seuators  were  pres- 
ent from  the  knowledge  they  displayed  of  the  action  of  the  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Senate  Finance  Committee,  229 ;  statement  as  to  Louisiana 
Senators,  231 :  did  not  use  language  attributed  to  him  in  regard  to  Sen- 
ator Smith,  232. 

George,  James  Z.,  Senator  from  Mississippi,  testimony  of 469 

Gibson,  Charles  H.,  Senator  from  Maiylaud,  testimony  of 460 

Gordon,  John  B^  Senator  from  Georgia,  testimony  of 491 

Gorman,  A.  P.,  Senator  from  Maryland,  testifies  June  16, 1894 524-531 

Answers  formal  interrogatories,  524, 525  j  knows  Terrell  very  well ;  known 
him  five  or  six  years ;  had  three  or  four  interviews  with  him  on  sugar  dur- 
ing pendency  of  tariff  bill  in  Senate;  can  not  say  when  Terrell  first  came, 
but  saw  him  first  before  first  report  of  Finance  Committee,  when  Terrell 
called  at  his  house  and  talkea  about  sugar  and  other  matters;  said 
ii\justioe  was  done  by  bill  as  it  came  from  House  in  that  the  discriuiina- 
tion  against  refiners  would  destroy  industry,  and  advocated  a  return  to 
free  raw  and  one-fourth  cent  a  pound  on  refined,  as  reported  by  House 
Ways  and  Means  Committee,  525;  did  not  then  discuss  specific  v.  ad 
Talorem,  525,526;  can  not  exactly  recall  interviews,  but  thinks  he  met 
him  once  accidentally,  and  knows  Terrell  called  once  at  the  Capitol  or 
his  house,  and  endeavored  to  show  specific  duty  on  raw  as  aereed 
upon  by  Finance  Committee  was  unfair  and  disastrous  to  refining 
industry,  526;  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  whom  he  had  never  seen  before, 
called  upon  him  at  his  house  a  few  days  after  Democratic  caucus, 
endeavored  to  show  that  refiners  had  been  unfairly  dealt  with,  and 
they  ought  to  have  oue-fonrth  cent  a  pound  on  refined,  and  that  any  other 
than  ad  valorem  on  raw  would  operate  unjustly,  but  did  not  advocate 
any  duty  on  raw,  and  referred  to  bill  as  reporlHod  to  House,  objected 
strenuously  to  specific  duty,  526,527;  did  not  have  samples  then,  and 
does  not  think  he  ever  showed  him  samples,  527;  Havemeyer  called  at 
his  house  ngain  and  went  over  substantially  same  thing,  527;  no  one 
else  was  present  on  either  occasion,  527:  Havemeyer  said  nothing  about 
campaign  contributions,  nor  did  he,  627;  known  Searles  since  ts^iff  bill 
of  1883  was  up ;  understood  he  was  nere  in  the  interest  of  sugar ;  talked 
with  him  then  and  frequently  since,  628;  can  not  say  that  Searles  has 
been  here  continuously  since  bill  oame  from  House,  but  has  seen  him 
three  or  four  times  on  street  and  about  Capitol,  528 ;  after  caucus,  and 
four  days  or  a  week  before  bill  was  reported,  saw  him  in  committee 
room  (Pimting,  ^toV^bXA's'^)  '^th  Jones  and  Camden,  on  a  week  day,  and 
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BearloB  and  Jones  discussed  figures  to  ascertain  the  effect  of  40  per  cent 
and  one-eiffhth  differential,  but  differed  as  to  cost  of  raw  sugars  on  other 
side:  Searlee  advocated  ad  viJorem  duty  and  tried  to  conyince  Jones 
specific  duty  was  wrong  and  disastrous,  528, 529 ;  never  attended  meet- 
ing in  Finance  Commit^  room  on  Sunday,  and  never  heard  of  it  excepti 
in  newspapers,  528 ;  met  Searles  on  street  once  afterwards  and  Searles 
spoke  to  him  on  the  street  probably  half  dozen  times,  but  there  was  no 
special  interview,  529;  Gorman  favored  ad  valorem  rate,  529;  Have- 
meyer,  Searles,  or  anyone  connected  with  sugar  trust,  never  intimated 
Democratic  party  was  under  obligation  for  contributions,  and  Gorman 
knows  Of  no  obligation  of  Democratic  party  to  that  company ;  never  saw 
Havemeyer  before,  and,  with  exception  of  Searles,  dirl  not  think  he  knew 
anybody  connected  with  trust:  knows  of  no  contributions  from  either 
of  them  or  from  company,  and  knows  of  no  moral  or  pecuniary  obliga- 
tion of  Democratic  party  to  those  men;  never  knew  of  any  contributions 
to  Democratic  committee  while  he  wns  connected  with  it,  529, 530;  con- 
sideration of  sugar  matter  was  upon  highest  possible  plane,  so  far  as  he 
knows — on  a  line  with  the  narrow  margin  the  Democrats  have  in  the 
Senate,  to  unite  in  perfei^'ting  and  passing  a  bill  that  came  as  nearly  as 
possible  to  the  oMigations  of  party,  with  due  regard  to  the  interest 
involved,  careful  not  to  destroy,  and  at  the  same  time  make  the  tax  as 
light  as  possible,  530 ;  no  mercenary  consideration  in  respect  of  sugar  or 
any  other  article  affected  by  tariff,  530 ;  explains  the  use  of  his  name  in 
connection  with  Elkins's  in  ''Holland''  letter  and  Edwards's  testimony; 
Elkins  married  a  second  cousin  of  his,  but  never  talked  sugar  with  him 
or  introduced  him  to  sugar  people;  only  business  connection  with 
Elkins  is  that  Gorman  is  small  stockholder  and  Elk  ins  is  a  large  one  in 
two  or  three  companies  which  have  no  relation  to  sugar,  531. 
GxAy,  George,  Senator  from  Delaware : 

Appointment  of,  as  member  (chairman)  of  special  committee,  etc 1 

Makes  report  (No.  436)  in  resfiect  to  Senators  Hunton  aud  Kyle 609 

Makes  report  (No.  457)  in  cases  of  Elisha  J.  Edwards  and  John  S.  Shriver.      611 
Makes  report  (No.  477)  in  case  of  Elverton  R.  Chapman,  of  firm  of  Moore 

&  Schley,  New  York 617 

Makes  report  (No.  487)  in  case  of  John  W.  Macartney 673 

Makes  report  (No.  624)  in  case  of  Allen  Lewis  Seymour 681 

Minority  views  in  cases  of  Henry  O.  Havemeyer  and  John  E.   Searles 

(Reports  No.  485  aud  486) 660,671 

Testimony  of 430,431 

Witnesses  examined  by : 

Aldrich,  Senator 432 

Allen,  Senator 427 

Allison,  Senator 431,432 

AUison,  William  O 587-593 

Barnes,  Albert 547,548 

Bate,  Senator 55,56,433,484 

Berry,  Senator 433 

Blackburn,  Senator 434,436 

Brice,  Senator 435-441,443,444 

Bruce,  George 596-599 

Buttz,  Charles  W 33,34,38,39, 

40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63,  W,  65, 66, 67 

Caffery,  Senator 136-138,140-142,470 

Correction  of  testimony  by : 290 

Carlisle,  Secretary 189,190-192,194-198 

Chapman,  Elverton  R 261-265, 268-271, 275, 279, 280, 284, 286 

Cockran,  William  Bourke 144,146,147 

Coko,  Senator 52,450,451 

Derickson,  Snmuel  B 553,555,556 

Dixon,  Senator 548, 549 

Edwards,  Elisha  J 85-112,132-136 

Fisher,  Lester  S 543,544 

Gaston,  Walter 218-221,224,229,230 

Gnillaudeu,  Emile 574-683 

Harris,  Senator 54,55,200,202 

Havemeyer,  Henry  0 311-328,331,388 

Havemeyer,  Theodore  A 405-407,419,420 

HUl,  Senator 467,469 
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Holroan,  Edward  E 73.74 

Rowland,  E.  C 533^5 

Hnnton,  Senator l-4,46&-470 

Hnnton,  Eppa,  jr 5,6,8,9,11 

Jones,  Senator,  of  Arkansas 57,160-162,186,187 

Jones,  Senator,  of  Nevada 506, 507 

Kyle,  Senator 12,13,15,16,19,20,21,22 

Le  Fevre,  Benjamin 142-144 

Levy,  Edward  A 585-587 

Macartney,  John  W 540,541 

Manderson,  Senator 475 

May,  Frederic 482-^85 

McFarlane,  Duncan 25,26,27,28,29,30,33 

MoGowan,  Jonas  H.,  attorney,  Washington,  D.  C,  counsel  for  C.  W. 

Bnttz.    Statement  to  committee 33,40,53 

McLanrin,  Senator 472,473 

McPherson,  Senator 163,164,167-169,171,172,176,177 

Meyer,  Cord,  jr 354-^7 

Mills,  Senator 473,474 

Mitchell,  Senator  John  L 476 

Morrill,  Senator 480 

Mnrphy,  Senator 476-478 

Palmer,  Senator 480,481 

Fatten,  Senator 484,485 

Perkins,  Senator 485^486 

Pettigrew,  Senator 550.551 

Piatt,  Senator 486,487 

Power,  Senator 511,512 

Proctor,  Senator 487,488 

Ransom,  Senator 481-484 

Ransom,  Greorge  E 546,547 

Reed,  Henry  R. 290-296.302,303,305,307,809 

Rood,  Henry  Edward 560*566,568,569 

Seip,  Albert  M 569-573 

Seymour,  Allen  Lewis 592-596,600 

Sherman,  Setiator 504,505 

Shriver,  John  8 11^-120 

Silsbv,  George  W 536-638 

Smith,  Senator 499-504 

Stewart,  Senator 505,506 

Terrell,  Herbert  L 236-249,251,255,256,260 

Vest,  Senator 57,58,152-159,512,513 

Vilas,  Senator 510,511 

Voorhees,  Senator 53,54,148-151 

Walker,  James  W 47,48.49 

Walsh,  Senator 535,536 

Warner,  John  DeWitt,  Representative  from  New  York 202-204, 

206-209, 211, 212, 214, 215 

Washburn,  Senator ,. 532,533 

Wheeler,  Wm.  B 558,559 

Guillandeu,  Eniile,  member  of  the  firm  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  stockbrokers, 

New  York  City 574 

Has  seen  New  York  Herald  article  of  July  17,  headed,  "  Senators  Buy 
Sugar, "  574 ;  witness's  firm  has  neither  bought  nor  8old  sugar  stock  for 
the  account  of  any  Senator  of  the  United  States,  574 ;  witness  would 
know  if  any  such  transaction  was  had,  574;  knows  Hattcrahaw,  who  rep- 
resented in  Washington  some  New  York  house,  574;  l^attershaw  tried  to 
get  employment  with  witness's  firm,  but  was  not  employed,  574;  witness 
as  had  communication  with  Battershaw  in  respect  to  a  written  order 
of  a  Senator  to  purchase  sugar  stock,  574 ;  Battershaw  asked  witness  to 
take  possession  of  said  order,  which  he  did,  574 ;  witness  did  not  bring 
said  paper  with  him  for  the  reason  that  it  was  destroyed  by  witness  on 
the  day  the  Herald  article  was  published,  574,575;  said  paper  pur- 
ported to  l>ean  original  order  written  in  lead  pencil,  575;  particulars  a« 
to  destruction  of  said  order,  575;  particulars  and  details  as  to  said  order, 
575:  said  order  was  signed  I.  N.  or  J.  N.  Camden,  and  was  dated  March 
2,575;  date  was  abbreviated  M-c-h,  575;  never  saw  Senator  Camden 
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or  his  handwriting,  575;  Battershftw  represented  Seymour  Bros. 
&,  Young,  576;  details  of  conyersation  with  Battershaw  when  he 
gave  order  to  witness  to  keep  for  him,  576;  witness  inferred  that  Bat- 
tershaw received  said  order  from  Senator  Camden,  576;  witness 
received  said  order  from  Battershaw  last  of  May  or  first  of  .Tune  as 
near  as  he  can  remembe]\  577 ;  details  as  to  methods  and  customs  of 
brokers  as  to  orders,  577 ;  the  alleged  Camden  order  being  in  Battershaw's 
possession  made  it  a  fair  inference  that  the  order  was  never  executed, 
577;  at  that  time  Battershaw  was  not  connected  with  any  firm,  577; 
further  details  of  conversation  with  Battershaw  as  to  said  order,  577 ; 
said  paper  was  handed  witness  after  investigation  had  been  ordered, 
577 ;  witness  insisted  on  returning  paper  to  Battershaw,  who  directed  its 
destruction,  578;  details  and  description  of  alleged  order,  578;  said 
order  has  been  photographed,  nnd  witness  destroyed  a  copy  when  he 
destroyed  the  original,  578;  thinks  Mr.  Edward  A.  Levy,  of  21  West 
Fiftieth  street^  New  York  City,  has  a  copy,  579;  said  copy  was  ^ven 
after  publication  of  Herald  article  on  July  17,  579;  photograph  ot  said 
order  was  made  by  William  O.  Allison,  publisher,  who  lives  on  the  Palis- 
ades, near  Englewood,  N.  J.,  579;  Allison  is  a  speculator  in  a  small  Avay, 
580;  witness  stated  to  Allison  existence  of  order,  and  Allison  said  it  was 
an  important  paper  and  he  oonld  probably  get  considerable  money  for  it. 
580;  witness  brought  Allison  and  Battershaw  together  and  tliey  held 
private  conversation  about  the  matter,  580;  Allison  thought  $500  conld 
be  obtained  for  original,  580;  said  paper  was  then  taken  by  Allison  »nd 
photographed  and  then  handed  back  to  witness,  580:  Allison  recently 
stated  he  had  no  copy  of  same,  580;  witness  had  tried  to  procure  copy 
but  failed,  581;  Levy  has  a  copy  which  he  came  into  possession  of 
through  an  irresponsible  third  person,  581 ;  witness's  firm  never  placed 
or  billed  during  present  session  of  Congress  any  orders  to  buy  or  sell 
sugar  certificates  for  any  United  States  Senator  through  any  other 
firm  of  brokers,  581 ;  extracts  from  witness's  letter  to  Seip  were  shown 
and  witness  stated  they  were  probably  correct,  581 ;  witness  based  his 
statement  as  to  Senator  Smith  upon  fact  that  Battershaw  must  have 
told  him  so  at  the  time,  581 ;  witness  thinks  from  reading  said  extracts 
that  Battershaw  did  so  state  at  the  time,  582;  does  not  know  Allison's 
pnrpose  in  having  photograph  made;  knows  nothing  of  copy  being 
sent  to  member  of  conference  committee,  582. 

Hale,  Eugene,  Senator  from  Maine,  testimony  of 462,468 

Hansbrough,  Henn^  C,  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  testimony  of 463,464 

Harris,  Isham  G.,  Senator  from  Tennessee^  testimony  of 54, 65, 199-202, 460 

Statement  of  conversation  with  Senator  Hunton  as  to  attempt  to  bribe 
latter  to  vote  against  tariff  bill,  54,  55;  (recalled  May  31)  is  Democratic 
member  of  Senate  Finance  Committee,  and  served  as  such  during  pres- 
ent session,  199;  extract  from  ''Holland''  letter  as  to  appearance  of 
Secretary  Carlisle  before  and  statement  to  Democratic  members  of 
Finance  Conmiittee  as  to  obligation  of  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar 
trust  read  to  witness,  199 ;  witness  never  heard  of  any  such  statement 
being  made  by  the  Secretary  to  said  committee  or  to  anybody  else 
until  made  in  said  letter,  199 ;  never  saw  or  heard  of  the  memorandum 
there  referred  to,  199;  never  heard  Mr.  Carlisle  make  such  a  remark  or 
the  remotest  reference  to  the  sugar  trust  or  anybody  else  contributing 
money  to  the  Democratic  campaign  fund,  200;  never  heard  from  any 
other  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  Mr.  Carlisle  making 
such  an  appeal,  200;  additional  extract  from  '*  Holland"  letter  as 
to  u  Sunday  meeting  of  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee and  in  another  room  being  representatives  of  sugar  trust 
with  Senator  Caffery,  who  drafted  a  sugar  schedule,  which  was 
accepted  by  Democratic  members  of  said  committee,  read  to  witness, 
200;  witness  says  such  statement  is  untrue,  that  occun^enee  described 
never  took  place,  200;  does  not  know  tnat  he  ever  met  anybody 
connected  with  the  sugar  trust,  200;  if  he  ever  met  Mr.  Havemeyer  was 
not  aware  of  the  fact,  200;  no  man  in  interest  of  sugar  trust  ever 
approached  witness  for  one  moment's  conversation  on  the  subject,  200: 
not  aware  of  there  being  anybody  about  the  Capitol  who  was  consnltea 
by  Democratic  members  of  Finance  Committee,  200;  statement  as  to 
Mr.  Carlisle's  appearances  before  said  committee,  200,  201 ;  Mr.  Carlisle 
asked  by  committee  to  appear  in  respect  to  polariscope  or  Dutch  standard 
test  as  to  sugar  201;  knows  nothing  of  contributions  by  sugar  trust  to 
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Democratic  campaign  fiind,  201;  never  had  the  slightest  shadow  of 
interest  in  sufl^ar  stocks  or  in  any  other  stocks,  201 ;  states  questions  pro- 
pounded to  Mr.  Carlisle,  201 ;  as  to  recommendations  made  by  him,  201^ 
202;  Mr.  Carlisle  never  reminded  the  Democratic  members  of  the  com- 
mittee of  the  obligations  of  the  Democratic  party  to  the  suear  trust  for 
campaign  ftmds  contributed,  202;  Mr.  Carlisle  responded  only  to  practi- 
cal questions  as  to  general  policy  and  leading  items  of  the  bill,  202; 
answers  formal  interrogatories,  460. 

Hftvemeyer,  Henry  O.,  president  American  Sugar  Refining  Company ;  residence, 

Greenwich,  Conn.,  testimony  of 311-354, 357- 

Ko  truth  in  certain  statements  (read  to  him,  Me  p.  311)  appearing  in  a  let- 
ter in  Philadelphia  Press  of  May  14, 1894,  sisned  '<  HuLLand,"  312;  had 
no  conversation  in  summer  of  1892,  after  A&.  Cleveland's  nomination, 
with  Mr.  E.  C.  Benedict  on  his  yacht  or  at  Greenwich  about  sugar  inter- 
ests as  they  were  affected  by  sitnatiou  in  Hawaiian  Islands,  312;  no  meet- 
ing with  Mr.  Cleveland,  such  as  '^  Holland'^  describes,  took  place  either 
in  1892  or  1893,  312;  statemeuts  or  suggestions  of  ''Holland''  that  the  so- 
called  ''sugar  trust"  was  organized  with  reference  to  its  infinenceon 
the  Democratic  and  Republican  parties  are  not  true,  312;  never  ex- 
changed a  word  with  Mr.  Cleveland  or  in  his  company,  and  never  saw 
him,  312;  would  probably  know  him  by  his  picture,  312;  answers  state- 
ment of  "Holland"  (read  to  him  by  the  chairman,  see  p.  313)  as  to  meet- 
ing of  officers  and  managers  of  the  "sugar  trust"  with  Senators  Brice 
and  Smith  and  an  "unknown"  in  a  Washington  hotel,  that  nothing  was 
said  at  such  interview  as  to  obligations  of  the  Democratic  party  to 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  313;  no  such  obligation  exists,  313; 
statement  of  conversation  at  said  meeting,  313;  sent  for  his  sample 
sugars  showing  different  grades  of  raw  sugars,  exposed  them  on  a  table, 
and  delivered  a  "lecture"  to  Senator  Brice  on  the  subject,  313;  said 
"lecture"  was  au  explanation  showing  the  range  of  values  of  raw  sugar: 
the  indispensability  of  such  grades  for  economic  manufacture  of  refined 
sugar,  processes  of  refining,  etc.,  and  how  specific  duti«'s  would  aft'eot 
the  sngar-icfiuing  industry,  313;  explains  forms  of  duty  and  how  the  poor 
man's  sugar  would  be  discriminated  against  by  the  proposed  schecmle, 
resulting  in  a  60  per  cent  duty  on  low-grade  sugar,  and  running  down  to 
40  per  cent  on  a  high-^ade  sugar,  314;  discrimination  further  illus- 
trated, 314 ;  Senator  Smith  came  in  afterward,  314 ;  told  latter  he  had 
been  having  a  "wrangle"  with  Senator  Brice  about  sugar,  314;  witness 
said  that  Democratic  party  was  put  into  power  not  to  destroy  any  indns- 
trv,  but  to  take  suitable  and  proper  care  of  every  industry,  and  that  the 
selection  of  the  sugar-refining  industry  of  the  United  States  for  attack 
was  infamous  as  a  party  proceeding,  314;  statement  as  to  Senator  Brice's 
remark  that  Democratic  party  was  disposed  to  be  fair  about  the  matter 
but  did  not  appear  to  have  anybody  who  would  shoulder  incubus  of  the 
sugar  trust ;  that  he  (Brice)  was  not  interested  in  it,  as  it  was  not  an 
industry  of  his  State,  314 ;  further  statement  of  Senator  Brice  that  he 
wanted  to  do  what  was  fair  and  right  in  the  matter,  and  would  like  to 
hear  a  further  exposition  of  the  subject,  314 ;  subsequently  Mr.  Henry 
B.  Reed,  of  Boston,  came  in,  but  there  was  no  further  talk  about  sugar 
316;  did  not  say  that  tariff  bill  would  be  beaten  if  sugar  did  not  get 
fair  treatment,  315 ;  did  not  call  on  Senator  Smith  to  state  what  he  was 
going  to  do  to  maintain  the  pledges  of  party  leaders  to  the  sugar  men 
and  secure  a  satisfactory  schedule,  315;  Senator  Smith  did  not  state  that 
there  was  the  consolation  that  if  they  could  not  secure  the  sohedule  they 
wanted  they  could  defeat  the  bill,  leaving  the  present  law  operative, 
315;  answers  paragraph  from  "  Holland V'  letter  (read  to  him  by  tike 
chairman)  as  to  "absolute  domination  of  the  sugar  trust  over  the  Demo- 
cratic members  of  the  Finance  Committee,"  as  sho>Tn  by  a  Snnday  meet- 
ing at  the  Capitol,  when  subcommittee  of  the  Finance  Committee  was  in 
session,  and  in  another  room  the  representatives  of  the  sugar  trust,  etc 
(fee  pp.  315  and  316) :  that  there  is  not  a  word  of  truth  therein,  316;  was 
never  in  the  Capitol  on  Sunday,  316;  was  never  there  when  anything 
like  what  is  described  by  "Holland"  occurred,  316 ;  never  saw  Senator 
Caffery  draw  a  schedule,  316 ;  nothing  like  the  incident  stated  bv  "  Hol- 
land" ever  occurred  to  his  (Havemeyer's)  knowledge,  316;  does  not 
know  Ben  Le  Fevre,  316;  was  at  the  Capitol  with  Terrell  "idling 
around,"  316;  came  to  Washington  early  in  March  on  "  matters  pertain- 
ing to  the  interests  of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,"  317 ;  found 


INDEX.  713 


Havemeyer,  Henry  O. — Continued. 

on  arrival  that  Senate  Finance  Committeehad  decided  not  to  hear  sugar- 
refining  people,  317 ;  applied  to  Senator  Vest  for  a  hearing,  and  waa 
informed  that  no  public  hearings  would  ba  given,  817;  witness  then 
asked  Senator  Vest  to  give  him  a  hearing  at  his  house,  to  which  the  Senator 
assented,  and  witness  exhibited  his  sugar  samples  and  showed  how  indis- 
pensable it  was  to  sugar-refining  industry  that  if  any  duty  was  to  be  as- 
sessed on  sugar  it  should  be  under  the  ad  valorem,  and  not  any  uniform 
or  specific  rate,  317 ;  opposed  any  duty  on  raw  sugar  whatever,  317 ;  sug- 
gested that  in  case  committee  fixed  a  specific  rate  of  1  cent  per  pound  that 
a  corresponding  rate  ad  valorem  be  fixed,  318 :  saw  Senator  Vest  once 
afterward,  after  bill  had  been  reported  to  the  Senate,  318  j  argued  with 
him  that  specific  rate  fixed  in  the  Senate  amendment  discriminated  against 
the  lower  grades  of  sugar,  318;  never  stated  to  Senator  Vest  in  either 
interview  that  the  Democratic  party  was  indebted  to  the  sugar  interest, 
318;  never  made  any  contribution  to  the  campaign  Innd  of  the  Demo- 
cratic party  in  consideration  of  any  legislative  action,  318;  the  American 
Sugar  Kefinine  Company,  or  the  sugar  trust,  never  made  any  contribu- 
tions of  any  kind  to  the  campaign  fund  of  the  Democratic  national  com- 
mittee, 318;  witness  never  personally  made  a  contribution  founded  on 
that  or  any  other  consideration,  318:  saw  Senator  Jones,  of  Arkansas,  at 
room  of  Senator  Camden,  319;  exhibited  to  Senator  Jones  his  samples  of 
sugar,  raw  and  refined,  showing  the  range  of  each  and  the  range  of  price 
and  quality,  319;  made  the  same  statement  to  Senator  Jones  he  had  made 
to  Senators  Brice  and  V^est,  319;  further  explains  details  to  Senator 
Jones,  320;  never  talked  with  Senator  Camden  on  thes  ubject  of  sugar, 
3^;  never  said  anything  to  Senator  Jones  about  the  iudebtedness  of 
the  Democratic  party  to  the  su<>.ar  trust,  320;  never  saw  Senator  Jones 
afterward,  320;  never  met  Senator  Mills,  320;  saw  Senator  Hill  at  his 
rooms,  320;  saw  Senators  Brice,  Smith,  Jones,  Vest,  Cafiery,  and  Gor- 
man, 320, 321;  called  at  Senator  Brice's  by  invitation  to  see  Senator 
Cafiery,  321;  explained  to  Senator  Cafi'ery  substantially  as  to  Senators 
Jones,  Vest,  and  Brice,  321;  urged  upon  Senator  Cafi'ery  that  it  was  to 
advantage  of  Louisiana  to  have  ad  valorem  duty  irrespective  of  rate, 
321;  no  agreement  made  with  Senator  Cafiery  on  that  subject,  322; 
never  saw  Senator  Hill  or  Gorman  or  any  other  Senator  at  Senator 
Brice's,  322 ;  met  Senator  Hill  at  his  room,  at  the  Normaudie,  322 ;  went 
over  the  same  subject  with  him  and  used  the  same  arguments,  adding 
that  the  sugar  industry  was  employing  a  lar^e  number  of  men  in  his 
own  State,  and  that  he  ought  to  take  some  interest  in  it,  322 ;  never 
mentioned  to  Senator  Hill  any  indel>tedness  of  the  Democratic  party  to 
the  sugar  trust  or  industry  or  individuals  connected  with  it,  323;  Sena- 
tor Hill  did  not  take  any  special  interest  in  sugar  industry,  323;  at 
first  interview  he  had  the  Peckham  matter  in  hand  and  at  second 
interview  ''he  had  the  income  tax  on  the  brain,  323;  met  Senator 
Gorman  at  his  house  twice,  324;  never  mentioned  to  him  the  iudebt- 
edness of  the  Democratic  party  to  sugar  trust,  324;  Senator  Gor- 
man expressed  his  surprise  that  there  should  be  any  discrimina- 
tion such  as  witness  pointed  out  and  thought  any  classification 
of  sugars  should  be  free  from  that,  324;  talked  with  Senator  Smith  at 
his  hotel  as  to  sugar  industry,  325;  Senator  Smith  was  surprised  at  the 
discrimination  against  sugar  industry,  325 ;  has  known  Secretary  Car- 
lisle fifteen  years,  325 ;  saw  Secretary  Carlisle  at  his  house  to  ascertain 
his  views  about  the  administration  of  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar,  326; 
the  Secretary  thought  such  a  duty,  which  should  be  a  moderate  one, 
oould  be  efficiently  and  honestly  administered,  326 ;  saw  the  Secretary 
once  afterwards  at  Treasury  and  again  at  his  house  and  discussed 
question  of  ad  valorem  duty  on  sugar,  326;  never  discussed  or  men- 
tioned to  Secretary  the  subject  of  indebteanees  of  Democratic  partv 
to  sugar  trust,  327 ;  answers  as  to  acquaintance  and  interviews  with 
Senators  Brice  and  Hill,  327 ;  the  "  wrangle''  with  Senator  Brice  was 
after  tarifi'  bill,  which  put  all  sugars  on  the  free  list,  had  passed  House, 
328;  answers  questions  as  to  gr^es  and  duties  on  sugar,  328;  answers 
questions  as  to  refining  industry  in  foreign  countries,  329;  differenca 
between  plantation  and  refining  interest  explained,  329;  sugar  trust 
as  distiuguished  from  present  corporation  first  organized  in  1857, 
829;  that  trust  was  reorganizing  when  McKinley  bill  passed  in  1890, 
830;  certificates  of  sugar  trust  were  first  listed  before  1890,  330; 
capital  of  trust  was  $50,000,000,  330;  subsequently  increased  to 
$75,000,000   and    bought    the    Spreckels    and   Harrison  and   Kni(^ht 
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refinery  in  Philadelphia,  330;  tngar  stock  jnat  prior  to  reorganiza- 
tion in  1890  was  selling  at  ahont  50  cents.  330,  331;  during  pen- 
dency of  McKinley  hill  sugar  stock  varied  n>om  50  to  65  cents,  331; 
think  sugar  stock  went  up  in  March,  1890,  to  75  cents,  331 ;  the  variations 
in  February  and  March  were  violent,  331 ;  great  advance  in  sugar  Htock 
after  passage  of  McKinlev  law,  331;  in  April,  1892,  it  went  up  to  135  in 
New  York,  331;  sugar-renning  Interests  suffered  no  detriuieut  at  hands 
of  the  McKinlev  law,  332;  in  1891  and  1892  there  was  a  dividend  of  7 
per  cent  oq  preferred  and  12  per  cent  on  common  stock,  and  an  addi- 
tional dividend  from  accumulated  earnings  of  10  per  cent  on  common 
stock,  332;  payment  of  dividends  depreciated  sugar  stock,  3322wa8  not 
in  Wadiingtonin  1890  during  pendency  of  McKinley  bill,  39K2:  Theodore 
A.  Havemeyer  and  John  £.  Searles,  vice-president  and  treasurer,  respect* 
ively,  of  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  were  here  during 
that  i>eriod,  333  j  answers  questions  as  to  organization  of  originiu 
sugar  trust,  decision  of  court  of  its  illegality,  and  reorganization 
in  1891  in  New  Jersey,  333;  names  of  refineries  not  embraced  in  decision, 
333;  names  of  companies  now  embraced  in  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company,  333;  names  of  companies  not  so  embraced,  334;  last-named 
companies  hold  large  quantities  of  American  Sagar  Refining  Com- 
pany's stock,  334;  answers  questions  as  to  organization,  capitali- 
sation, and  management,  334, 335 ;  American  Sugar  Refining  Company 
controls  the  price  and  output  of  sugar  in  this  country,  334,  335;  said 
company  destroyed  competition  by  buying  out  other  companies  or  bring- 
ing them  into  the  sugar  trust,  335 ;  said  company  owns  one-half  stock 
of  Western  Sugar  Rennine  Company,  in  San  Francisco,  and  Spreckels 
the  other  half,  336;  Spreckels  was  only  a  competitor  of  said  company 
when  he  had  a  refinery  in  Philadelphia,  336;  details  as  to  markets  of 
the  two  companies,  336, 337 ;  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  fixes 
and  maintains  the  prices  of  sugar  in  this  country,  337;  its  rivals  under- 
sell them  in  some  localities,  337 ;  profits  in  three  years  about  ^5,000,000 
by  reason  of  consolidation,  338:  have  cheapened  product  of  sugar  to 
consumer  by  reason  of  consolidation,  338;  said  company  has  between 
25,000  and  30,000  employes,  338:  details  of  operating,  etc.,  338,339; 
details  of  purchase  of  the  SpreoKels  refinery  in  Philadelphia,  338,339; 
no  competition  with  Spreckels,  340;  details  as  to  markets,  340;  details 
as  to  transportation  and  stock,  340, 341 ;  no  knowledge  of  bubble  stocks. 
342;  variations  in  sugar  stocks  during  last  ninety  days,  due  to  passage 
of  bill  by  House  of  Representatives  with  sugar  on  f^e  list,  and  nealthy 
reaction  by  reason  of  Senate  amendments,  342 ;  details  as  to  stock  market, 
342;  repeats  denial  as  to  campaign  contributions  by  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company,  342;  price  of  sugar  would  be  iucreased  1  cent  a 
pound  if  bill  as  it  now  stands  becomes  a  law,  343;  raw  and  refined 
sugars  bave  decreased  about  2^  cents  a  pound  since  passage  of  McKinley 
law,  343 ;  no  member  of  Congress  has  been,  or  is  now.  employed  by 
American  Sugar  Refining  Company  as  attorney  or  counselor,  343;' names 
of  officers  and  directors  of  said  company,  343 ;  purpose  of  visit  to  Washing- 
ton  in  March  last,  343 ;  statement  as  to  dinerent  rates  of  taxation  of 
sugar,  344 ;  as  to  polariscope  test  and  Dutch  standard  colors,  344-345 ;  as 
to  duties  and  rates,  345 ;  as  to  frauds  in  respect  to  sugar  duties,  345 ;  as  to 
foreign  refineries,  346;  no  interest  in  same,  346;  as  to  sugar  interests  in 
United  States,  Cuba,  and  Sandwich  Islands,  347;  has  no  knowledge  of 
any  Senator  being  engaged  in  stock  operations  whether  sugar  or  other- 
wise, 347;  no  Senator  or  Representative  has  acted  or  is  acting  as  agent 
or  attorney  of  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  347 ;  no  Senator  or 
Representative  has  furnished  the  sugar  trust  or  said  company  with 
information  of  proposed  legislation,  ^7 ;  answers  questions  as  to  Sen- 
ators Brice  and  Smith,  347;  also  as  to  other  Senators,  348;  never  talked 
about  sugar  with  any  Republican  member  of  the  Senate  Finance  Com- 
mittee^ 348 ;  never  made  suggestion  to  Democratic  members  of  Finance 
Committee  as  to  obligation  of  Democratic  party  as  sugar  trust,  348; 
answers  questions  as  to  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  endeavoring 
to  control  legislation  of  Congress  in  respect  to  sugar  duties,  348 ;  answers 
as  to  profits  of  said  company,  349 ;  as  to  conversations  with  Senators 
Vest  and  Hill,  349, 350;  as  to  campaign  contributions,  350,351:  contrib- 
uted to  Democratic  State  (N.  Y.)  campaign  fund  in  1893,  350;  did  not 
contribute  to  Republican  State  campaign  fund,  350;  made  no  contribu- 
tion to  either  party  in  1892,  351 ;  made  contributions  for  local  purposes, 
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851;  contribated  to  Kepublican  campaign  fhnd  in  Masaachnsettfl  and  to 
Democratic  campaign  fund  in  New  York,  351-352;  did  not  give  anything 
to  the  State  of  Maine,  352 ;  American  Sngar  Refining  Company  did  not 
contribute  anything  in  lo92  towards  securing  nomination  of  any  per- 
son as  President,  352 ;  as  to  other  State  contributions,  352 ;  further  as  to 
campaign  contributions,  353;  sugar  trust  never  contributed  towards 
election  of  U.  S.  Senator,  353;  will  furnish  amounts  contributed  locally, 
if  committee  desires,  353;  no  record  of  contributions  for  national 
elections,  853;  there  is  record  as  to  local  elections,  853^  requests  oppor- 
tunity to  consult  counsel  before  answering  or  complying  with  request 
of  Senator  Alien  for  production  of  full  data  of  con^butions  for  politi- 
cal purposes  of  any  political  party  whether  national,  State,  or  local,  354; 
requests  opportunity  to  consult  counsel  beiore  answering  question  of 
Senator  Alien  as  to  sum  of  money  made  by  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company  attributable  to  McKinley  act  or  its  operation,  354. 

June  13,  recalled.  While  wiUiog  to  answer  as  to  material  matters,  under 
advice  of  counsel,  declines  to  answer  about  outside  matters.  357 ;  aeclines 
to  answer  about  local  contributions,  358;  knows  of  notning  given  to 
national  campaign,  358;  no  bargain  exists  of  any  nature  and  no  claim 
made  that  said  company  was  entitled  to  anything  except  what  its  merits 
required,  358 ;  answers  as  to  profits  between  MoKinley  act  and  pending 
Senate  amendments,  358;  answers  generally  as  to  profits,  358-359;  an- 
swers as  to  organization  and  reorganization  of  sugar  trust,  359 ;  answers 
further  as  to  profits,  359;  as  to  cost  of  sugars,  860;  answers  as  to  prices 
to  producers  and  consumers.  360;  American  Sugar  Refining  Company 
have  fixed  prices  so  as  to  exclude  all  foreign  competition,  361:  prices  to 
consumers  higher  in  Germany  than  in  United  States,  861,3^:  gives 
details  as  to  refining  industry  in  United  States,  862 1  gives  details  as  to 
prices  to  American  consumer,  863;  as  to  profits  to  said  company,  364;  as 
to  taxation  of  sugar,  365;  as  to  declination  to  answer  (questions,  865;  as 
to  campaign  contributions,  365;  American  Sngar  Refining  Company  has 
no  politics  except  the  politics  of  business,  366 ;  our  business  is  the  refin- 
ing of  sugar  at  a  slight  profit  that  is  consistent  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  industry,  366. 

Report  (No.  485)  to  the  Senate  in  the  case  of 661 

Hftvemeyer,  Theodore  A.,  vice-president  American  Sugar  Refining  Company; 

residence,  Mahwah,  N.  J.,  testiinony  of 405-426 

Extract  from  **  Holland "  letter  as  to  meeting  in  Greenwich  or  on  Mr. 
Benedict's  yacht  when  Hawaiian  policy  was  '^  developed,''  read  to  wit- 
ness, 405;  witness  was  not  present  and  knows  nothing  of  it,  406;  said 
company  is  commonly  known  as  ^'su^ar  trust,"  406;  has  not  made  con- 
tributions to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  406;  has  contributed  for  State 
but  not  for  national  campaign  purposes,  406;  never  contributed  towards 
election  of  U.  S.  Senator,  40%;  Knows  of  no  speculation  by  U.  S.  Sena- 
tors in  sngar  stocks,  and  has  never  been  called  on  by  any  Senator  to 
give  information  or  **  pointers"  as  to  such  stocks,  407;  have  had  no  com- 
munication, verbal  or  written,  with  any  Senator  as  to  same  during  pen- 
dency of  tariff  bill.  407;  answers  as  to  organization  of  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company,  407 ;  answers  as  to  details  of  audit  of  expenses,  S/J, 
4(^,  409;  can  not  answer  as  to  moneys  contributed  by  said  company 
for  election  purposes  since  1891, 409;  answers  further  as  to  such  expenses, 
409,  410,  411 ;  the  business  interests  of  the  American  Sngar  Refining  Com- 
pany are  the  paramount  and  only  politics  of  said  company,  411;  that  is 
present  and  will  be  future  policy  of  the  company,  411 ;  answers  as  to 
organization  and  reorganization  of  said  company,  412;  fui-ther  answers 
as  to  same,  413 ;  answers  as  to  purchase  of  sugars,  413 ;  answers  as  to  rela- 
tions with  other  refiners,  413;  answers  as  to  interest  of  Spreckels,  414; 
answers  as  to  profits  of  said  company,414, 415;  does  not  think  said  com- 
pany controls  American  sugar  market,  415;  as  to  purchase  of  other 
refineries  by  said  company,  416  ;  as  to  investments  and  profits  of  said 
company,  417 ;  as  to  policy  of  same,  418 ;  as  to  profits,  417 ;  answers  as  to 
campaign  contributions,  418, 419, 420;  representatives  of  American  Sngar 
Refining  Company  have  been  in  Washington  during  pendency  of  ta^ff 
bill  looking  after  the  company's  interests,  420:  as  to  expenses  of  same, 
421:  as  to  other  interests  being  represented  in  Washington  during  same 
period,  422 ;  asserts  right  and  duty  of  of&cers  or  managers  of  all  corpora- 
tions to  look  after  the  interests  of  their  stockholders  when  legislation 
affecting  same  is  pending  in  Congress,  423;  statements  as  to  same,  428, 
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424;  answers  as  to  condition  of  sugar  market,  425, 426:  answers  further 
as  to  details  of  organization,  reorganization,  etc.,  of  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company,  426. 
Hawaiian  Islands,  reference  to  policy  of  President  Cleyeland  in  letter  of 

"Holland"  in  respect  to 78 

Hawley,  Joseph  R.,  Senator  from  Connecticut,  testimony  of 464, 465 

Herald,  New  York,  publication  in,  under  date  of  J  uly  17, 1894,  of  article  headed 

"Senators  Buy  Sugar" 553,554,55( 

Dispatch  of  Senator  Gray  (chairman)  to  editor  of,  asking  name  of  writer  of 
said  article  and  for  all  information  in  his  possession  as  to  subject-matter 
of  said  article  (Appendix  I),  p.  689;  letter  from  James  Gordon  Bennett, 
editor  of,  in  reply  to  foregoUig  dispatch  (Appendix  X),  p.  689;  testimony 

of  Henry  Edward  Rood,  reporter  on 560 

Higgins,  Anthony,  Senator  from  Delaware,  testimony  of 466 

HiU,  David  Bennett,  Senator  from  New  York,  testimony  of 466-4(9 

Answers  formal  interrogatories^  466;  recalls  two  occasions  when  he  was 
at  Senator  Brice's  house  when  Senator  Caffery  was  there,  467 ;  does  not 
recall  meeting  Mr.  Ha  vemeyer  there,  467 ;  statement  of  conyersation,  467; 
certain  testimony  of  Mr.  H*.  O.  Havemeyer  read  and  witness  replies  that 
quite  likely  Mr.  Havemeyer  would  recollect  the  conversation  referred  to 
better  thcin  witness,  468;  witness  was  giving  some  attention  at  t^e  time 
to  income  tax,  468;  does  not  know  who  the  officers  of  the  sugar  trust 
are,  468;  has  met  Mr.  Reed,  of  Boston,  shook  hands,  but  had  no  conver- 
sation with  him  on  sugar  question,  468;  conversation  at  Senator  Brice's 
house  was  a  general  discussion  of  the  taritt*  bill,  469;  Senators  Brice» 
Gtorman,  White,  of  Louisiana,  Cafi'ery,  and  Murphy  were  present,  469. 

Hoar,  George  F.,  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  testimony  of 461,462 

"  Holland."    {See  Edwards,  Elisha  J.) 

Holman,  Edward  E . ,  attorney,  Washington,  testimony  of 73 

Howland,  Edward  C,  Washington  correspondent  New  York  Press,  testimony 

of 533^536 

As  directed  by  editor  of  Press,  called  on  Senator  Ransom  and  informed  him 
that  the  Press  had  in  its  possession  photograph  copies  of  stock  sheets  of  firm 
of  Silsby  &,  Co.,  of  Washington,  on  which  was  the  name  of  Ransom,  533; 
witness  saw  one  of  said  copieH,  .533 ;  statement  of  witness  as  to  same,  5M; 
transactions  were  small,  largest  being  $25,  534;  as  to  Senator  Ransom^s 
denial  of  speculating  in  sugar  stock,  534;  as  to  conversation  with  Sen- 
ator Ransom's  son  (George),  535;  has  no  evidence  to  the  contrary  that 
young  Ransom's  speculation  was  entirely  on  his  own  responsibility  and 
without  the  knowledge  of  his  father.  535. 

Hnntou;  Eppa,  Senator  from  Virginia,  testimony  of 1-4, 469 

Report  (No.  436)  to  Senate  in  case  of 609 

Hunton,  Eppa,  jr.,  testimony  of 5-13 

Irby,  John  L.  M. ,  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  testimony  of 531, 5SS 

Jarvis,  Thomas  J. ,  Senator  f^om  North  Carolina,  testimony  of • 4^ 

Jones,  James  K.,  Senator  from  Arkansas,  testimony  of 56-67, 

159-162,185,188,496-487 
Statement  as  to  Senator  Hunton  in  respect  to  a  conversation  with  him  as 
to  an  improper  advance  made  to  him  to  vote  against  the  tariff  bill, 
56,  57;  extracts  f^om  letter  of  ''Holland"  in  Philadelphia  Press  of  May 
14  (as  read  to  Senator  Voorhees,  pp.  148-151,  as  to  Secretary  Carlisle's 
visit  to  the  committee  and  the  Sunday  meeting  of  Democratic  mem- 
bers of  Finance  Committee  at  Capitol,  etc.,  were  read  to  witness,  160 
said  statements  are  absolutely  false,  so  far  as  witness  knows,  160; 
no  such  conversation  ever  took  place,  so  far  as  witness  knows,  160;  Sec- 
retary Carlisle  never  made  such  a  statement  to  the  subcommittee  or  sub- 
mitted such  a  memorandum  as  is  described,  so  far  as  witness  knows,  160; 
does  not  think  there  was  a  meeting  of  Democratic  members  of  the  com- 
mittee when  witness  was  not  present,  160;  other  extracts  from ''Hol- 
land's "letter  read  to  witness,  160;  wituess  replies  that  no  such  meeting 
occurred,  160;  does  not  know  and  never  heard  before  of  meeting  ot 
members  of  sugar  trust  in  another  room  of  Capitol  while  Finance 
Committee  was  in  session,  160;  never  heard  until  now  that  Sen- 
ator Cafiery  had  drafted  an  amendment  in  regard  to  sugar  which  had 
been  approved  by  the  sugar  trust,  160;  met  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer  once, 
161 ;  statement  of  details  of  said  meeting  at  Senator  Camden's  room,  161 ; 
names  Senators  present,  161;  details  of  discussion,  161, 162;  as  to  rates 
advocated  and  details  of  sugar  refining,  162;  met  Ben  Le  Fevre  on  the 
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JonoB,  James  E.,  Senator  from  Arkaosafl,  testimony  of— Oontinaed. 

street  six  months  ago,  but  does  not  know  Mr.  Terrell  or  Mr.  Meyer, 
162 ;  never  saw  any  paper  prepared  by  Senator  Caffery  and  indorsed 
by  the  sugar  trust,  162;  witness  wrote  first  sugar  schedule  that  was 
in  first  report  of  tariff  bill,  162.  (Recalled  May  31,  1894. )  Extract  from 
letter  of  ''Holland''  reread  to  witness  as  to  memorandum  Secretary 
Carlisle  furnished  the  Finance  Committee,  185;  witness  repeats  that 
said  statement  is  absolutely  false,  186;  statement  as  to  meeting  in 
the  room  of  Committee  on  Appropriations,  186;  witness  requests 
Secretary  Carlisle  to  draw  a  schedule  on  a  basis  named  and  send 
it  to  him,  which  the  Secretary  did,  he  receiving  the  same  the  next 
day,  186;  witness  requested  that,  to  save  himself  the  labor  and  for  the 
reason  that  all  the  data  was  in  the  Treasury  Department,  186 ;  that  is 
the  only  schedule  Secretary  Carlisle  drew,  186;  that  memorandum  was 
given  to  Mr.  Durfee,  assistant  clerk  Finance  Committee,  who  drew  up 
the  amendments,  186;  statement  of  ''Holland"  as  to  interlineations  is 
not  correct,  187;  further  details  as  to  said  schedule  and  of  meeting  in 
room  of  Committee  on  Appropriations,  187;  thinks  the  memoraudum  or 
schedule  sent  by  Secretary  Carlisle  did  have  interlineations,  which  wit- 
ness did  not  recollect  at  first,  187, 188 ;  Secretary  Carlisle's  agency  in  the 
matter  was  merely  manual  and  no  other  statement  was  furnished  by  him, 
188.    Becalled  June  16,  1894.    Answers  formal  interrogatories,  496, 497. 

Jones,  John  P.,  Senator  from  Nevada,  testimony  of 506, 607 

Kyle,  James  H.,  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  testimony  of. 12-24, 571, 472 

Beport  (No.4S6)  to  Senate  in  case  of 669 

Lamont,  Secretary,  references  to,  in  "  Holland "  letter 80 

Le  Fevre,  Beirjamin.  Maplewood,  Ohio,  testimony  of 142-144 

Lery,  Edward  A.,  stock  broker,  connected  with  firm  of  W.  B.Wheeler  &  Co., 

New  York  City 585 

Knows  Emile  Ouillanden  and  Samuel  G.  Battershaw,  585;  has  never  seen 
in  the  possession  of  either  Guillauden  or  Battershaw  what  purported  to 
be  a  photograph  of  an  order  for  the  purchase  of  sugar  stock  signed  J.  N. 
Camden,  5$5;  has  never  seen  what  purported  to  be  the  original  of  such 
an  order,  585;  thinks  he  (witness)  haa  a  copy  of  such  a  photograph 
received  by  him  from  Guillauden,  585;  did  not  receive  it  direct  from 
Guillauden,  but  through  hands  of  an  office  boy,  586;  thinks  it  was 
received  on  Thursday  or  Fridav,  Jul^  19  or  20,  586;  was  told  by  office 
boy  to  keep  it,  and  accordingly  put  it  in  his  desk,  586;  had  not  seen  it 
before^  but  had  heard  it  talked  about,  586;  does  not  know  Senator  Cam- 
den or  his  handwriting,  586 ;  never  talked  with  Battershaw  about  the 
matter,  586;  witness  has  with  him  what  he  supposes  to  be  said  photo- 
graphic copy,  which  he  hands  to  the  chairman  (Senator  Gray),  586;  wit- 
ness put  said  cojpy  in  the  envelope  without  seeing  it  and  seal^  the 
envelope,  586 ;  said  envelope  is  then  opened  by  the  chairman  and  photo- 
graphic copy  of  said  alleged  order  taken  therefrom,  586;  said  copy  read 
to  witness,  who  states  he  has  no  objection  to  the  committee  retaining 
same,  586;  witness  has  no  connection  whatever  with  said  copy  and 
knows  nothing  of  it,  586 ;  knows  nothing  of  any  transaction  that  it  pur- 
ports to  relate  to,  587;  firm  of  said  Wheeler  &  Co.  never  filled  said 
order,  587. 
Lindsay,  William,  Senator  from  Kentucky — 

Appointment  of,  as  member  of  special  committee,  etc 1 

Signs  report  (No.  436)  as  to  Senators  Hunton  and  Kyle 610 

Signs  report  (No.  457)  in  oases  of  Edwards  and  Shri ver 616 

Signs  report  (No.  447)  in  case  of  E.  R,  Chapman 626 

Signs  report  (No.  487)  in  ease  of  JohnW.  Macartney 678 

Agrees  to  report  (No.  624)  in  case  of  Allen  Lewis  Seymour 681 

Minority  views  in  case  of  Henry  O.  Havemeyer  ( Report  No.  485 ") 660 

Minority  views  in  case  of  John  E.  Searles  (Beport  No.  486) 671 

Testimony  of 428 

Witnesses  examined  by : 

Allison,  William  0 588-591 

Blanchard,  Senator 453,454 

Brice,  Senator 440,444-446 

Bruce,  George 598 

Bnttz,  Charles  W 45,66,67,68 

Cadmus,  Comelivs  A.,  Bepresentati ve  from  New  Jersey 235 

Cafferv,  Senator 140,141 

Carlisle,  Secretary 194 

Daniel,  Senator 454,455 
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WitnesRes  examined  by— Continued.  Pk^e^ 

Dubois,  Senator 458 

Edwards,  Elisha  J 90, 96, 102, 104, 108, 112,  US 

Faulkner,  Senator 456,457 

Frye,  Senator 455,456 

OalUnger,  Senator 457.458 

Gaston,  Walter 223,224 

George,  Senator 459 

Gibflon,  .'Senator 460 

Gray,  Senator 430,431 

Harris,  Senator 461-461 

Havomeyer,  Henry  O 318, 32»-333, 359-382, 386 

Havemeyer,  Theodore  A 424-436 

Holman,  Kdward  E 75 

Huuton,  Senator 3 

Hunton,  Eppa,  jr 8,9 

Jones,  Senator,  of  Arkansas 162, 187 

Kyle,  Senator 471,472 

Macartney,  John  W 540,541 

May,  Frederic 583 

McFarlane,  Duncan 28 

Mills,  Senator 184 

Eeed,  Henry  R 306,308 

Rood,  Henry  E  d ward 562, 563, 566, 567 

Searles,  John  E 379,398-401,408,404 

Seip,  Albert M.... 570,571,573 

Sevmour,  Allen  Lewis 599,600 

Shriver,  John  S 115-120 

Silsby,  George  W 537 

Terrell,  Herbert  L 237,249,360 

Vest,  Senator 156,159,513,516 

Yoorhees,  Senator 150.151 

Walker,  Harry  W 124-127,129-131 

Walker,  James  W 49 

Warner,  John  DeWitt,  Representative  from  New  York 217 

Wheeler,  William  B 5» 

Lodge,  Henry  Cabot,  Senator  from  Massachusetts — 

Submits  resolution  (which  Senate  adopts  as  amended)  May  17,  1894,  for 
appointment  of  special  committee  to  investigate  certain  charges  made 

in  the  New  York  Sun  and  Philadelphia  Press.    (Journal,  p.  lOT) 1 

Appointment  of,  as  member  of  special  committee,  etc 1 

Signs  report  (No.  436)  as  to  Senators  Hunton  and  Kyle 610 

Siij^ns  report  (No  457)  in  oases  of  Edwards  and  Shriver 616 

Signs  report  (No.  477)  in  case  of  E.  R.  Chapman 636 

Signs  reports  in  cases  of  Henry  O.  Havemeyer,  John  E.  Searles,  John  W. 

Macartney,  Allen  Lewis  Seymour  (Nos.  485, 486, 487, 624) 658, 669, 678, 681 

Testimony  of 429 

Witnesses  examined  by : 

Brioe,  Senator 438,441,442,444 

Cadmus,  Cornelius  A.,  Representative  from  New  Jersey 234 

Caffery,  Senator 137-14S 

Call,  Senator 447,448 

Camden,  Senator 521,522 

Carey,  Senator 448,449 

Carlisle,  Secretary 188,189,193,195,196 

Chapman,  Elverton  R 261-264,268,269,277,280-286 

Chandler,  Senator 447 

Cockran,  William  Bourke,  Representative  from  New  York 146^147 

Cockrell,  Senator 451,452 

Coster,  Charles  H iOiAOo 

Cullom,  Senator 449,450 

Dolph,  Senator 4S2 

Edwards,  Eliaha  J 93,100,101,106,112 

Gaston,  Walter 220,222,223,229^1 

Gordon,  Senat-or 491,492 

Gorman,  Senator....* 527,529 

Guillaudeu,  Emile 581,582 

Harris,  Senator 198-201 
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Lodgj^  Henrjk  Cabot,  Senator  from  Massacbasetts — Continued. 

Witnesses  «xa  mined  by — Continued.  P*Ke. 

Hale,  Senator 462, 4& 

Hansbrough,  Senator 463,464 

Havemeyer,  Henr v  O 324, 327-329, 335, 339, 342, 343, 345, 346, 353, 359 

Havemeyer,  Theodore  A 406,407,425,426 

Hawley,  Senator 464,465 

Hi^gins,  Senator 465 

Hill,  Senator 466-469 

Hoar,  Senator 461,462 

Hunton,  Eppa,  jr 8,9,10 

Jarvis,  Senator 469 

Jones,  Senator,  of  Arkansas 15^162, 185-188, 496, 497 

Kyle,  Senator 16,20,21 

Martin,  Senator 492,493 

McKarlane,  Duncan 31,32 

McMillan,  Senator 453 

McPherson,  Senator 164-167 

Meyer,  Cord,jr 354-357 

Mills,  Senator 182-185 

Murphy.  Senator 478,479 

Pasco,  Senator 489,490 

Peffer,  Senator 490,491 

Pugh,  Senator 488 

Quay,  Senator 497,498 

Reed,  Henry  R 297,299,800,308 

Searles,  John  E 369-374, 376, 377, 380, 381, 386, 387, 395-897, 40(M02 

Seymour,  Allen  Lewis 594 

Shriver,  John  S 115,119,120 

Terrell,  Herbert  L 248,253,256,269 

Vest,  Senator 152,153,155-157,513-516 

Walker,  Hurry  W 121-126,128,129,131 

Warner,  John  DeWitt,  Representative  from  New  York 203, 205, 207, 208 

liftoftrtney,  John  W.,  banker  and  broker,  Washington,  D.  C,  testimony  of . .  538-542 
Surviving  member  of  firm  of  Corson  &.  Macartney,  538:  purchased  in- 
terest of  late  partner  from  his  estate,  538 ;  knows  £.  R.  Chapman,  of  firm 
of  Moore  &,  Sohley,  of  New  York  City,  538;  saw  him  after  he  had  testi- 
fied before  speciu  committee,  539;  firm  of  Corson  <&  Macartney  are 
Washington  correspondents  of  firm  of  Moore  &  Schley,  539;  had  several 
conversations  with  Chapman  after  his  first  appearance  beiore  special  com- 
mittee, 539 ;  no  U.  8.  Senator  was  present,  nor  did  he  have  conversa- 
tion with  any  Senator  there  or  elsewhere  in  presence  of  witness,  539; 
declines  to  answer  whether  any  U.  S.  Senator  has  transacted  any  busi- 
ness on  Stock  Exchange  of  New  York  through  his  firm  in  purchasing  or 
selling  sugar  stocks,  539 ;  gives  grounds  for  such  refusal,  539 ;  declines  to 
answer  as  to  any  Senators  clerk,  540;  can  not  teU  committee  who  or  who 
are  not  customers  of  Corson  &  Macartney,  540;  further  as  to  ground  of 
refusal  to  answer,  540;  does  not  wish  to  create  any  inference  by  revising 
to  answer,  540;  would  decline  to  answer  as  a  matter  of  principle  if  a 
Senator  had  not  speculated,  540;  copy  of  sugar  schedule  as  finally  de- 
termined was  not  furnished  witness  in  advance,  541 ;  first  saw  same  in 
newspaper,  541 ;  no  copy  was  famished  an  employ^  of  his,  541 ;  declines 
to  answer  questions  as  to  orders  sent  by  Senators,  their  clerks,  or  em- 
ployes, 541 :  grounds  for  such  refusal,  541, 542. 

Report  (No.  487)  to  the  Senate  in  case  of 673 

Handerson,  Charles  F. ,  Senator  from  Nebraska,  testimony  of 476 

Martin,  John,  Senator  from  Kansas,  testimony  of 492 

May,  Fi'ederic,  manager  of  Washington  branch  of  Seymour  Bros.  A  Young, 

stockbrokers,  New  York  City 682 

Has  been  manager  of  said  branch  for  past  six  months,  682;  has  seen  article 
in  New  York  Herald  of  July  17  headed  "Senators  Buy  Sugar,"  583: 
knows  nothing  of  the  matters  therein  stated.  583 ;  while  manager  of  said 
branch  no  U.  8.  Senator  has  bought  or  sold  sugar  stocks  through  said 
firm,  583;  knows  nothing  of  existence  or  alleged  existence  of  order  of  a 
U.  8.  Senator  to  buy  or  sell  sngar  stocks  nor  of  photograph  of  such 
order,  583;  knows  positively  that  no  U.  S.  Senator  purchased  or  sold 
sugar  stocks  through  said  Washington  branch  since  he  has  been  mana- 
ger, 583;  knows  one  Samuel  W.  Battershaw,  584;  said  Battershaw  was 
an  employ^  of  said  firm  of  Seymour  Bros  &  Young  on  February  1 
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last  when  witness  became  manager,  584 ;  said  Battershaw  was  a  aolicitor 
of  stock  orders,  584 ;  Battershaw  was  aischar£:ed  by  said  firm  on  May 
1  last,  584 ;  Battershaw  did  not  report  all  of  his  business  transactions 
to  witness,  584 ;  Battershaw  never  showed  witness  an  order  from  any 
U.  S.  Senator  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stock  and  nev^er  told  wit- 
ness that  hfi  had  such  order,  584, 585 ;  gives  details  of  business  methods 
of  firm  as  to  stock  trausactions,  585. 

McFarlane,  Duncan,  testimony  of 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 82, » 

MoGowan,  Jonas  H.,  Washington,  D.  C,  attorney  for  C.   W.  Buttz,  state- 
ment of 33,4€^S8 

HoLaurin,  A.  J . ,  Senator  from  Mississippi,  testimony  of 472, 47S 

McMillan,  James,  Senator  from  Michigan,  testimony  of 45S 

MoPherson,  John  R.,  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  testimony  of,  May  31,  1891.  163-181 
Is  Democratic  member  of  Finance  Committee,  163 ;  was  seldom  in  Finance 
Committee  until  after  March  1,  but  neither  Secretary  Carlisle  nor  any 
one  else  ever  made  in  his  presence  any  such  statement  as  ia  imputed  in 
"Holland"  letter,  163;  never  heard  from  any  other  member  or  members 
of  committee  that  Carlisle  had  so  spoken  and  knows  nothing  of  his 
coming  secretly,  or  in  any  other  way,  to  that  committee  room  to  inter- 
view anyone;  was  not  member  of  subcommittee  and  had  very  little  to 
do  with  bill,  and  was  seldom  in  committee  room ;  however,  saw  Secre- 
tary Carlisle  there  on  one  or  two  occasions,  but  nothing  of  the  character 
imputed  in  "Holland ''  letter  occurred  in  his  presence  or  to  his  knowledge, 
and  never  heard  of  it  until  he  read  of  it  in  the  Press,  164 :  never  saw  and 
has  no  knowledge  of  draft  of  sugar  schedule  in  Carlisle's  handwriting, 
and  never  heard  of  any  such  paper  until  within  last  two  or  three  dsLjB, 
and  then  only  through  rumor  in  newspapers,  164;  no  truth  in  statement 
in  "  Holland  *'  letter  as  to  Cleveland's  attitude  in  interview  and  McPher- 
son's  revealing  political  and  partisan.pressnre  and  his  rage  in  presence  of 
members  of  1  inance  Committee,  thought  he  disagreed  with  committee 
as  to  sugar  schedule  presented  and  did  rave  some  over  that,  164;  never 
stated  to  members  of  Finance  Committee  that  they  ought  to  put  duties 
on  sugar  of  certain  character,  and  that  they  were  under  obligations  to 
members  of  trust ;  knew  nothing  of  such  obligations  and  said  nothing 
except  to  state  at  request  of  a  friend  contention  of  a  sugar  refiner,  Mr. 
Hatthieson,  of  Jersey  City,  member  of  trust,  for  differential  duty  of  i 
cent  on  refined,  which  he  himself  voted  against,  164-165;  did  not  urge 
committee  to  give  duties  on  sugar  upon  any  g^und  of  obligation  to 
trust,  165 ;  prepared  a  sugar  sch^ule  of  a  specific  duty  graded  on  polar- 
iscope  test,  which  was  not  accepted  by  committee ;  his  schedule,  with 
8lij|rht  modifi^eation,  was  printed  as  amendment  he  intended  to  offer,  165; 
thinks  refiners  were  desirous  of  ad  valorem  duties,  though  he  never  came 
In  contact  with  any  of  them  except  that  a  friend,  who  commnnic.ited 
Matthieson's  desires,  asked  permission  for  him  to  call  and  show  unfair- 
ness of  McPherson's  schedule,  but  he  told  him  he  could  not 
agpree  to  Matthieson's  wishes,  and  afterward,  at  request  of  a 
friend,  he  received  Searles  at  his  house,  who  undertook  to  show 
that  refiners  could  not  live  under  his  schedule,  165-166;  not  certain  if 
Searles  came  a  second  time,  but  saw  him  nowhere  else,  166 ;  never  saw 
Havemeyer  and  does  not  know  him,  166 ;  never  remonstrated  a^inst  Wil- 
son bill,  but  was  in  favor  of  putting  sugar  on  free  list  provided  needed 
amount  of  revenue  could  be  secured ;  certain  that  income  tax  was  insuf- 
ficient, and  there  were  other  difficulties,  so  never  committed  himself  to 
free  sugar,  though  he  was  in  favor  of  lowest  possible  duty,  166;  could 
not  for  any  serious  purpose  have  stated  that  Democrats  were  under  obli- 
gations and,  therefore,  could  not  have  so  stated,  166;  never  had  any  seri- 
ous conversation  from  which  anybody  could  draw  such  inference  and 
nothing  of  the  kind  took  place,  167 ;  has  heard  statement  that  sugar 
refiners  were  in  habit  of  giving  Democratic  side  small  contribution  and 
Republicans  large  one,  167;  knows  nothing  of,  and  was  not  present  at,  a 
Sunday  meeting  before  bill  was  reported  as  related  in  "Holland"  letter; 
knew  nothing  about  it  and  had  no  suspicion  of  any  such  convention  of 
big  men,  1^7;  was  present  at  one  Sunday  meeting  jnat  before 
Democratic  caucus,  but  never  saw  anything  to  Indicate  or  led  him 
to  suspect  anv  such  thing  happening  around  Capitol  as  described 
in  "  Holland"  letter,  167:  his  meetings  with  committee  were  infrequent, 
167;  he  was  in  bad  health,  could  not  attend  meetings,  and  tiiou^t 
it  best  to  wait  nxiUl  they  had  practically    agreed,  and  then  oSer 
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any  objections  h*"  might  have^  168;  was  absent  in  South  about  a  month 
while  committee  was  at  work,  168 ;  Mills  was  asked  to  take  his  place,  168; 
explains  his  dealing  in  sugar  stock;  prior  to  holiday  week  and  prior  to 
coming  here  he  bought  some  sugar  stock  and  it  was  sold  after  the  recess, 
168 ;  November  28, 1893,  he  bought  900  shares  of  sugar  stock,  can  not  give 
price,  and  he  supposed  they  had  been  sold  with  others  early  in  Decern- 
Der,  but  in  January,  while  at  Aiken,  S.  C,  he  got  word  from  his  broker 
that  they  were  yet  unsold;  his  son,  who  was  at  Aiken  with  him,  immedi* 
ately  telegraphed  to  sell  them,  and  on  January  25  they  were  sold,  168-169: 
during  holiday  recess  he  transferred  to  his  son.  who  was  25  or  26  and 
wanted  to  go  into  business,  properties^  stocks,  and  bonds  covering 
ijl  his  active  business  enterorises,  including  some  railroad  stocks  which 
he  had  used  as  mar^,  169;  on  return  here,  February  8,  after  bill 
passed  House,  snpposmg  there  would  be  no  duty  on  sugar,  his  son  pur- 
chased for  investment  500  shares  of  sugar  stock,  intending  to  sell  his 
jailroad  stock,  IGQ ;  McPherson  consented  to  this  purchase, l)ut  whether 
before  or  after  he  can  not  say,  but  said  if  there  should  be  any 
duty  on  sugar  he  must  sell  at  once,  169:  his  son  got  sick  of 
sugar  stock,  however,  and  on  Februuy  16  he  sold  that  and  most 
of  tiie  railroad  stock,  169;  February  22,  son  wanted  to  buy  sugar 
stock  again  for  investment  and  McPherson  had  some  doubt  about  pro- 
priety, but  as  son  promised  to  get  out  of  the  street  he  finally  assented, 
and  a  telegraphic  order  was  drawn,  but,  upon  reflection,  they  dis- 
eussed  it  again,  and  while  he  knew  nothing  of  purpose  of  committee^ 
as  he  had  no  consultation  with  them,  there  were  rumors  that  they  would 
do  something  in  respect  to  sugar,  and  he  thought  his  son  ought  not 
to  buy,  and  they  concluded  then  that  no  more  sugar  stock  should  be 
purchased  by  him  or  the  son.  The  account  still  stood  in  McPherson's 
name,  but.  through  carelessness  of  some  one,  the  order  was  sent;  and  on 
February  124  he  was  surprised  to  receive  notice  that  1,000  shares  had  been 
bought  for  his  account,  and  he  at  once  telegraphed  to  sell  it;  and  early 
Monday,  26th,  i  t  was  sold,  169-170.  Did  not  know  if  transaction  resulted 
in  profit  or  loss,  but  had  statement  which  would  show,  170;  had 
dealt  in  sugar  stock  in  October  and  November  and  before ;  made  pur- 
chase December  4  and  sold  December  11, 170-171.  After  December  the 
purchases  were  transferred  to  his  son,  but  account  was  not  trans- 
lerred  because  he  could  not  get  over  to  New  York  with  him,  and  he  also 
thought  it  would  be  well  for  him  to  keep  matters  in  such  shape  that 
he  could  control  the  son,  171;  has  been  for  some  years  investor — not  opera- 
tor— ^in  Wall  street  and  for  past  seven  or  eight  years  bon^^ht  and  sold  secu- 
rities on  market,  sometimes  not  on  market,  171 ;  has  a  business  office  in  New 
York,  171 ;  had  determined  not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  purchase  of 
sugar  and  did  not  really  want  his  son  to,  although  he  saw  no  impropriety 
in  son's  first  purchase,  171 ;  what  he  has  related  covers  all  transactions 
since  Congress  convened,  171;  leaves  with  committee  brokers  statement 
showing  all  transactions  since  December  31,  and  offers  to  obtain  statement 
dating  further  back  if  wanted,  171 ;  all  transactions  were  through  that 
broker,  172;  protests  that  he  does  not  think  it  could  be  called  gambling 
in  sugar  stocks,  he  tried  to  correct  fault  or  mistake  of  purchase  of  Feb- 
ruary 23  as  quickly  as  possible  without  regard  to  loss  or  gain  and  wants 
to  show  that  there  has  been  no  intention  on  his  part  to  be  engaged  in 
sugar  purchases  and  is  very  sorry  his  son  purchased  any,  172 ;  does  not 
rememoer  having  stated  to  anybody  anything  as  to  probable  action 
respecting  sugar,  172  j  has  no  knowleage  as  to  any  other  Senator  specu- 
lating in  sugar,  172:  in  December  he  transferred  in  writing  to  his  son, 
and  substantially  his  son  owned  the  stocks,  although  thej  were  all  in 
hands  of  his  broker  and  the  account  remained  in  his  name,  and  every- 
tliing  that  was  done  afterward  was  done  for  son,  172 :  again  explains  that 
nothing  was  done  afterward  except  purchase  of  500  shares,  Februarr 
8  (which  he  thought  perfectly  safe  for  son  to  do,  as  he  did  not  antici- 
pate, and  did  not  think  possible,  any  further  legislation),  which  were 
sold  February  16,  and  then  the  unfortunate  purchase  of  1,000  shares  on 
33d,  which  he  annulled  or  countermanded  immediately,  172-173 ;  with 
•zoeption  of  some  Atchison  stock,  that  is  all  the  stock  son  has  pur- 
chased, and  everything  was  sold  out>  and  in  April  the  transfer  of  money 
in  bank  was  made  by  his  secretary  to  his  son  in  New  York,  173 ;  since  last 
December  has  not  owned  or  purchased  wittingly  or  knowingly  a  share 
of  any  stock  for  his  own  benefit,  and  would  have  known  it  if  he  had,  173 ; 
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8.  S.  Bands  6c  Go.,  10  Wall  street,  are  his  brokers,  and  Joseph  H.  Bond, 
of  that  firm,  has  always  attended  personally  to  his  affairs,  173;  nerer 
purchased  any  stocks  that  were  subject  of  legislation  by  Senate,  173 ;  has 
never  been  a  stock  speculator,  but  simply  purchased  investments  in 
stocks  and  sometimes  does  not  sell  them  for  three  or  four  years — never 
buys  stocks  that  are  not  dividend-paying  and  sells  only  when  rise  in 
market  or  something  better  offers;  buys  and  sells  for  profit,  of  course, 
and  sometimes,  but  not  always,  in  the  open  market,  173 ;  doesn't  suppose 
during  last  seven  years  his  purchases  would  average  one  in  six  months, 
174 ;  hasn't  an  office  in  Wall  street,  but  since  long  before  he  entered  the 
Senate  has  maintained  an  office  at  West  Broadway  and  Chambers  street, 
(No.  64),  but  not  for  the  transaction  of  banking,  brokerage,  or  stock 
business ;  explains  his  business  there,  174 ;  never  bu  vs  stock  except  when 
he  has  money  to  invest,  174 ;  does  not  know  name  o^  sugar  trust  nor  what 
it  embraces,  but  thinks  it  embraces  two-thirds  of  refineries  in  United 
States  and  is  incorporated  under  laws  of  New  Jersey,  174 ;  has  not  specu- 
lated in  sugar  stocks  to  same  extent  as  in  others,  175 ;  had  pnrcha»^  sugar 
stocks  before  last  HUiiimer,  175 ;  has  not  owned  any  stock  affected  by  legis- 
lation when  such  legislation  was  to  be  effected,  175;  again  gives  details 
about  sending  of  telegram  to  buy  1,000  shares  of  sugar  stock— doesn't 
remember  whether  he  prepared  it  or  not,  175 ;  doesn't  know  that  he  ad- 
yised  with  his  son  as  to  tne  probable  outcome  of  investment — the  son 
got  impression  from  market  reports  that  sugar  would  be  better  invest- 
ment than  rail  stocks,  176;  explains  dates  on  broker's  statement,  176; 
when  advised  with  son  on  February  22  knew  matter  of  taxing  sugar 
had  been  talked  about,  but  as  every  member  of  committee  seemed 
opposed  to  it,  and  he  was  himself  opposed  to  it,  did  not  suppoos 
anything  would  be  done,  176;  does  not  xnow  that  he  gave  his  son  any 
information  relative  to  agitation  of  sugar  question  by  (Nuance  Com- 
mittee; son  seemed  to  have  procured  his  own  information,  176;  tried  to 
restrain  his  son  at  all  times  from  buying  stock,  176;  examining  broker's 
statement,  estimates  that  there  was  profit  of  about  $1,000  on  the  one 
thousand-share  transaction,  176-177 ;  son  had  had  no  business  exx>erieuee 
in  Wall  street  until  the  first  purchase  of  stock,  but  had  been  out  of 
sohoel  several  years,  177;  son  did  not  enter  Wall  street  under  his 
advice,  but  he  permitted  him  to  use  his  own  judgment,  only  limiting 
him  to  few  shares  at  a  time,  177 ;  could  have  restrained  son  because  stock 
still  stood  in  father's  name;  advised  him  to  leave  stock  purchases  alone, 
and  son  said  he  was  going  to  purcbase  some  sugar  stock  and  then  quit; 
that  might  have  influenced  his  action  so  far  as  tne  order  was  concerned, 
but  he  tried  to  correct  it  and  ordered  it  sold  peremptorily,  177;  son  not 
now  on  market,  but  retired  on  March  20,  when  the  money  was  drawn 
out.  after  sale  of  all  stocks,  and  placed  to  order  of  son,  177 ;  son  nnmar- 
riod  and  still  member  of  his  family,  177;  had  no  information  as  to  liable 
rise  in  sugar  stock  except  course  of  market  and  general  impression  of 
neople,  177 :  thinks  within  power  of  su^ar  trust  to  force  their  stock  up  or 
clown,  and  knew  that  fact  before  this  investment,  177-178;  sugar  trust 
had  monopoly  of  business  and  didn't  seem  to  him  it  made  mnch  difference 
to  them  whether  sugar  taxed  or  not,  178 ;  knew  legislation  looking  toward 
tax  on  sugar  would  tend  to  increase  value  of  stock,  178 ;  had  no  serious 
talk  in  Finance  Committee  on  sugar  until  Sunday,  day  before  caucus, 
178 ;  it  looked  as  if  tax  on  sugar  would  be  necessary  in  order  to  get  neces- 
sary votes,  178;  had  not  previous  to  that  Sunday  prepared  a  partial 
schedule,  178;  the  telegram  was  sent  a  day  or  two  before  that  Simday, 
but  it  did  not  influence  him  at  the  time  because  order  had  alreiidy  eone, 
although  it  would  have  caused  him  to  sell  at  once  any  sugar  sto^  he 
might  have  held,  178 ;  does  not  think  it  right  for  Senators  to  speculate 
in  stocks  whose  values  may  be  affected  by  pending  or  proposed  legisla- 
tion and  has  never  done  so,  but  possibly  regards  investments  differently, 
178-179 ;  thinks  ownership  in  any  kind  of  property  would  not  influence 
his  vote  in  the  least,  179;  does  nf»t  think  it  proper  for  a  judge  of  a  court 
to  be  pecuniarily  interested  in  case  before  him,  and  it  would  be  consid- 
ered highly  improper,  179 ;  thinks  man  who  would  be  influenced  by  hold- 
ing any  kind  of  stock  ought  not  to  be  Senator,  179;  does  not  think 
it  well  for  Senator  to  hold  stocks  and  bonds  whose  pecuniary  vidne 
may  be  affected  by  his  vote,  and  while  he  does  not  see  any  great 
harm  done  in  his  case,  he  would  not  allow  another  such  transac- 
tion, fox  does  not  think  it  strictly  within  the  bounds  of  propriety, 
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179;  has  no  knowledge  from  any  Senator,  or  by  hiarsay,  as  to  his 
speculating  in  stocks,  and  never  heard  any  Senator  talk  of  any  transac- 
tion of  the  kind,  180 ;  has  no  hearsay  evidence  of  greater  force  than  idle 
rumor  as  to  any  particular  Senator  or  Senators  speculating,  180;  in  his 
speculations  met  no  Senator  or  broker  of  any,  and  does  not  know,  bv 
hearsay  or  otherwise,  except  newspaper  talk  in  connection  with  "Hol- 
land" article,  of  Senators  who  have  brokers  in  Wall  street,  180;  never 
received  a  word  in  writing  from  any  of  sugar-trust  people,  and  never  met 
any  of  them,  with  the  exception  of  Searles,  who  came  to  his  house  one 
evening  and  opposed  proposition  he  was  making  in  committee,  180;  does 
not  know  if  Searles  lives  in  Brooklyn,  180;  personal  friend  asked  if 
Searles  oould  call,  180;  had  seen  Searles  once  or  twice  before,  perhaps, 
and  thinks  Searles  was  here  in  1890,  180;  only  knew  Swles  was 
here,  and  his  business  with  him  was  to  protest  against  his  suffar 
schedule,  but  does  not  know  what  his  chiet  object  here  was,  180;  did 
not  know  that  it  was  to  see  Senators  and  Representatives  and  procure 
most  favorable  legislation  possible  on  sugar  question,  but  that  would 
be  no  reason  why  anyone  should  grant  him  interviews,  180-181 ;  Searles 
oame  to  see  him  when  he  heard  of  amendment  he  had  offered  in  com- 
mittee, 181;  can  not  recollect  date  nor  whether  it  was  befrre  or  after  he 
offered  his  schedule  in  caucus  on  February  28,  and  condemned  sugar 
schedule  of  bill,  but  best  recollection  is  it  was  shortly  before  bill  waa 
reported  to  Senate,  March  20, 181. 
Meyer,  Cord,  Jr.,  officer,  partner,  and  director  in  several  business  corporations, 

testimony  of 36i^7 

Nut  connected  with  sugar  trusts,  854 ;  talked  with  several  Senators  in  favor 
of  protection  to  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  355;  was  never  in 
Capitol,  as  stated  in  "Holland's ''  letter,  at  a  Sunday  consultation  between 
Democratic  members  of  Finance  Committee  and  officers  of  sugar  trust, 
356;  never  talked  with  any  member  of  Finance  Committee,  356;  waa 
here  in  interest  of  bone  black  and  rice,  357 ;  knows  of  no  contributions 
made  by  sugar  trust  to  campaign  fund  of  either  politick  party,  357. 

Hills,  Roger  Q.,  S^jnatorfroni  Texas,  testimony  of , 182-^186,473 

Represented  Senator  McPherson  on  Finance  Committee.  182;  statement 
as  to  his  work  on  the  tariff  bill,  182;  extract  from  **  Holland's''  letter  as 
to  Secretary  Carlisle's  appearance  before  Finance  Committee,  and  his 
statement  of  obligation  of  Democratic  party  to  the  sugar  trust  in  return 
for  liberal  campaign  contributions  read  to  witness,  182-183;  witness 
knows  nothing  on  earth  about  it,  183 ;  Secretary  Carlisle  never  made  such 
a  statement  to  the  knowledge  of  witness,  183;  never  saw  such  a  memor- 
andum as  is  described,  183 ;  additional  extract  as  to  Sunday  meeting  in 
Finance  Committee  room  with  representative  of  sugar  trust  in  another 
room  near  by  read  to  witness,  183;  witness  never  heard  of  sucdi  meeting 
and  has  no  knowledge  of  it  at  all,  183;  has  no  knowedge  of  members  of 
sugar  trust  being  at  the  Capitol,  184;  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer  called  at  his 
house  with  letter  of  Introduction  from  Secretary  Carlisle  and  witness 
•  refused  to  see  him,  184 ;  has  never  seen  Mr.  Havemeyer,  184 ;  can  not  give 
the  names  of  the  Democratic  campaign  committee,  184 ;  knows  nothing  of 
oollection  or  payment  of  campaign  funds,  184 ;  knows  of  no  Senator  spec- 
ulating in  stocks  or  bonds  during  the  pendency  of  tariff  legislation,  184; 
extract  from  '^Holland"  letter  as  to  incident  in  Finance  Committee 
room  when  Senator  Vest  suggested  that  a  duty  of  one-half  of  a  cent  upon 
raw  sugar  would  afford  sufficient  protection  to  all  the  sugar  interests  of 
the  country,  etc.,  read  to  witness,  184-185;  witness  replies  that  said 
statement  is  false,  185;  witness  states  his  position  in  respect  to  sugar 
duties,  185;  makes  statement  as  to  position  of  Senators  Vest  and  Jones, 
185;  witness  was  the  Senator  who  proposed  the  duty  on  sugar  as  a  nec- 
essary revenue  measure,  185;  answers  formal  interrogatories,  473. 

Mitchell,  John  H.,  Senator  from  Oregon,  testimony  of 544^  N5 

Mitchell,  John  L,  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  testimony  of 476 

Moore  d&  Schley,  bankers  and  brokers,  New  York  City.     (See  testimony  of 
Elverton  R.  Chapman  and  John  W.  Macartney,  pp.  261, 538). 

Morgan,  John  T. ,  Senator  from  Alabama,  testimony  of. .••••••      507 

Morrill,  Justin  S.,  Senator  from  Vermont,  testimony  of 480 

Murphy,  Edward,  jr.^  Senator  from  New  York,  testimony  of 476-479 

Answers  formal  interrogatories,  476-477;  does  not  know  Henry  0.  Have- 
meyer, and  never  present  at  any  time  or  place  where  he  was  during  thia 
session,  477 ;  does  not  recollect  being  at  Brice's  one  evening  this  spring 


724 


tgf0et  wttk  mbS  >w.  9** — ^  ^ ^ 

4^4  M4  «m;  Hay8«wy<8rttofy€mir-aa4^a<»T—riii%iT  «:adfavT^iiv 
«f  tK«  rtMM  t#  t*Ik  with  Hsrcaccvc:.  f7 
kU  yif  mUt;  I  ■■!<■■■ 
4>l  SMC  4pf  th«  Uik'tm%,  fn; 
iMiiii. gi I II?  party  to  ••gw  p<»»yl<»  t<^ 
t«»wlM4«l«»  1»7  tftben  thaa 

«»4  li«7«r^  474:  mw  ^Sttties  abOTn  ti 

47^ :  muA*^  tmyrt^imtm  it  wi 

•$«  waf»  r«f^^ru4  ia  l^tm^vt^  47V; 

mi*nxm%  id  raU^rrm  U$t  spociiie 

vf til  hni  ia  tfert  riev  Md  fecarl 

474;  «iWB0OoeelM;e00aMrtedwiCbi 

tibkt  tiMsrie  vs«  im4  «»«Mi^]ipn4eetioB  ia 

lC««ft»f  <;MqNUi7,475#;  i^dbatnuaofV 

■kitc««,  Md  WM  is  UH»  Md  U03,  Inrt 

Irvoi  uticar  tnwt  io  tlMse  yesf»— Hareaeycr  did 

totfw  that  1m  erer  ai«t  biai*  479:  a^hin^  vas  aad  bj 

te  n««4 14»  0«eb  eootribotiMM,  479, 

Ffllaer,  JoSn  MeAalejr,  8«Mt0r  fron  Illinob,  liatiBwiBj  rf. ^  «t.ai 

Ozaardy  H.  T,,  l«eet-«a||^  luiinifiKtiirer  and  |wodt<iy  tntiBiBjcff 471.0 

Vw^jf*,  Haumwilf  H^nokUfr  from  Florida,  testimonjof .... 4^  A 

VrnMUm,  Jobo,  H«iiator  from  Micbigan,  t«itiii»ooj  of. . . 4^0 

Petti^ew,  HUhMTd  F,,  HttuUminm  South  Dakota.  totiiMMij  of. S56i^SL 

PerbfniL  C^^go  C«,  Henator  from  CalUomia,  tevtimoBj  of 48a»IS 

yeffttf  William  A«.  Senator  from  Kaosan,  tMtimoorof. 49ft. fit 

Plait,  OnrilloH«,  Henator  from  Conneetieat,  tostlmoojof. .. tfl 

Popnliiit  Toto  of  Colorado,  •totemost  in  "HoUand"'  letter  tbat^  was   par- 

chaeed  lyjr  raipV'tmat  eontribotiooe 9 

Power,  'lliomae  C,  Senator  from  Montaoa,  teetimooj  of 511,511 

Pjroetor.  Bedfield,  8#iaator  from  VermoDt,  testimooT  of............ ......  407,41 

Pai^,  Jamee  L«,  Senator  from  Alabama,  testimony  of. .....     488 

Qnay,  Mattbew  8.,  Senator  from  PennsyWania,  teetloMaiT  of ... .. 

Anewers  formal  interrogatorice,  497;  hare  bongbt  and  eold,  aot  eoathia- 
ooiilf ,  bnt  Incidentallf  with  other  etoehft,  etock  of  Ameriean  Sojgar  Re- 
fining Comoany  during  last  twenty  months,  497;  last  tiaaeaetioB  wia 
on  day  Used  for  Tote  on  sngar  achedale,  497;  doted  <mt  at  aoae  leas  ia 
order  to  enable  him  to  Tote  without  haring  any  interest  in  aaid  aloek. 
497 ;  does  not  feel  there  is  anything  in  his  eonneetion  with  Seoate  to 
interfere  with  his  buying  or  selling  the  stock  when  he  pleasea  and  pio- 
poses  to  do  so,  497;  has  nerer  been  eonneeted  with  Ameriean  8i^^ 
Refining  Company,  497;  baa  no  acquaintance  with  either  of  the  Have- 
mey  <*rs,  Bearles,  or  Terrell,  497 ;  baa  nerer  met  any  person  in  Washingtoa 
who  he  understood  was  agent  of  sugar  trust  or  connected  with  it,  497; 
never  re^^ived  any  information  from  any  member  of  Senate  Finanei 
Committee  in  relation  to  legislation,  497;  has  acted  in  reepeetto  poi^ 
cbaseii  and  sales  of  stock  without  regard  to  legislation,  497;  has  operated 
in  Marions  stocks  on  stock  boards  since  1891,  498:  sometimes  does  nol 
buy  stocks  for  years  and  then  buys  actively,  498;  nas  no  relation  what- 
ever with  sugar  trust  and  had  no  participation  In  framing  sugar  sehed- 
ule  or  in  an  v legislation  upon  it,  498. 
Ransom,  George  K.,  clerk  Committee  of  Commerce,  U.  8.  Senate,  testimony  of. 646^  MT 

Ransom,  Matt  w .,  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  testimony  of 484 

Statement  of,  as  to  publication  in  New  York  Press  as  to  hia  dealing  in 

sngar  stock 483-4M 

Reed;  Henry  H.,  member  of  firm  of  Nash.  Spanlding  A  Co.,  of  Boston,  and 

part  owner  of  the  Havre  Sugar  Refinery,  Boston,  Mass.,  testimony  of.  290411 
States  interest  in  above-named  companies;  in  no  way  connected  with  tile 
sugar  trust,  291 ;  called  upon  several  Sisnators  in  regard  to  the  sngar 
schedule,  291 ;  discussed  details  of  sngar  business  with  them  as  to  raiiesy 
etc.,  292;  knows  Mr.  Terrell  and  has  met  him  frequently,  292:  as  to 
meeting  with  Senators  and  American  Sngar  Ke6nery  Company  offioial% 
293;  as  to  meeting  in  Mr.  Terrell's  room  and  conversation  overheard  by 
Mr.  Gaston,  294;  never  was  in  the  Capitol  on  Sunday,  295;  knows  noth- 
ing; of  mecktVn^  ^^tween  Democratic  members  of  the  Finance  Committee 
•s^  T«piM«nXi«XVH«^  ol  ikU'^vt  XsxvaX^")^*^  ^<^V\&  «A  Senator  Brice's  houss^ 
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296;  differences  of  opinion  between  officers  of  American  Snffar  Refining 
Company  and  himself  as  to  rates  of  dnty,  etc.,  296;  staces  details  as  to 
competition  with  said  companies,  297;  details  as  to  other  refineries^ 
298;  as  to  profits,  dividends,  etc.,  298;  knows  nothing  of  ''babble 
stock/'  298;  owns  stock  in  aforesaid  company  as  an  investment,  299;  as 
to  organization  and  reorganization  of  said  company,  299-300;  as  to 
capitalization  of  same,  300;  as  to  officers  of  said  company,  301;  as  to 
representation  of  sugar  interests  in  Wa8liingt<m,  302;  as  to  arguments 
presented,  302,  303;  knows  of  no  Senator's  speculations  in  sugar  stocks^ 
303;  never  advised  any  member  of  Congress  to  buy  or  sell  sugar  stocky 
303;  knows  of  no  contributions  made  by  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany or  by  any  refining  interests  to  campaign  fund  of  either  Democratic 
or  Republican  party,  3^ ;  has  been  a  contributor  to  the  Democratic  party 
for  many  years  in  a  modest  way,  304;  has  presented  arguments  to  mem- 
bers of  Finance  Committee  in«respect  to  sugar  schedule,  304 ;  as  to  tariff 
duties,  304;  differences  between  present  law  and  pending  bill,  305; 
details  of  sugar  refining,  305, 306;  as  to  past  legislation,  307;  as  to  hear- 
ings, 307;  as  to  sugar  schedules,  308;  details  as  to  sugar  interests  and 
organization,  308;  price  of  sugar  is  made  by  American  Sugar  Refining 
Company.  309;  as  to  Spreckels's  interests,  309;  as  to  sugar  markets  in  this 
country  and  competition,  310;  knows  no  Senator  who  owns^uffar  prop- 
erties, stocks,  or  bonds,  or  who  has  been  counsel  for  any  of  the  sugar 
companies,  310;  knows  of  no  concerted  effort  of  refining  companies  to 
purchase  sugar  crop  of  this  season  in  anticipation  of  sugar  schedule 
taking  effect  in  January  next,  310;  imx)ossible  to  lock  up  six  months, 
supply  of  sugar  in  this  country,  311. 

Refineries,  bst  of  sugar,  in  dugar  trust 333,834 

List  of,  not  in  sugar  trust „.. 334 

Rickey,  Joe,  references  to,  in  letter  of  "Holland, '' 82 

References  to  in  testimony  of  Harry  W.  Walker 123, 124, 127 

Roach,  William  N.,  Senator  from  North  Dakota,  testimony  of 508 

Roessle,  Theophilus  £.,  proprietor  ''The  Arlington/'  Washington,  D.  C,  testi- 
mony of 265-268 

Rood,  Henry  Edward,  newspaper  man,  office  New  York  Herald,  testimony  of.  560 
Author  of  Herald  article  of  July  17,  560;  states  his  source  of  informatioui 
560  et  »eq.;  casual  conversation  with  Bruce,  560;  interview  with  undis- 
closed informant  to  whom  Bruce  referred  him,  561,562;  steps  taken  to 
discover  the  undisclosed  broker's  agent,  562;  interview  with  Derickson, 
562;  writing  of  article,  562;  further  interviews  with  informant,  562; 
informant's  statement  that  photograph  was  just  being  sent  to  member 
of  Finance  Committee  to  be  used  as  a  coercive  measure,  562, 563;  denials 
by  Wheeler  &  Co.,  563;  informed  that  Battershaw  might  be  the  man, 
563;  previous  introduction  to  Battershaw  by  Derickson,  563, 564 ;  search 
for  Battershaw,  564, 565 ;  committee's  message  to  Herald,  565 ;  more  about 
Battershaw,  564,  565;  photograph  in  possession  of  informant,  566;  inform- 
ant's statement  in  regard  to  sendine  it  to  member  of  conference  com- 
mittee, 566;  chairman's  statement  that  members  of  Finance  Committee 
deny  receipt  of  photograph,  566;  possibility  that  informant  was  deceiv- 
ing Rood,  566;  ethics  of  using  order  in  the  manner  intimated,  566,  567; 
Bruce's  information  in  regard  to  the  order,  567:  declines  to  state  in 
whose  hands  Bruce  told  him  the  order  was,  568;  nrst  conversation  with 
Bruce  was  about  July  11, 568;  Bruce  stated,  and  informant  corroborated 
him,  that  order  was  given  shortly  before  phenomenal  rise  in  sugar,  568; 
Bruce's  business  and  address,  568 ;  declines  to  give  name  of  his  inform- 
ant, 569;  never  saw  Thayer,  and  has  no  reason  to  believe  he  has  any 
information,  569. 

Ross,  Morgan  R.,  clerk,  "  The  Arlington,"  Washington,  D.  C,  testimony  of..  287-289 

Bearles,  John  £.,  secretary  and  trea.surer  American  Sugar  Refining  Company, 

residence,  Brooklyn,  N.  Yt,  testimony  of 36S-404 

Testifies  June  13,  1894  as  to  organization  of  said  company^  369;  have 
been  in  Washington  about  one-third  of  the  time  since  January  last 
to  secure  from  the  Senate  an  improvement  of  the  sugar  schedule, 
369;  called  upon  and  conversed  with  Senator  Jones,  of  Arkansas,  as 
to  same,  369;  had  explained  to  him  result  of  sugar  industry  of  this 
country  if  House  schedule  was  adopted,  369;  urged  ad  valorem  tax 
as  a  most  equitable,  370;  letter  of  introduction  from  R.  C.  Kerens,  of 
St.  Louis,  370;  gave  Senator  Jones  facts  and  statistics  as  to  susar  pro- 
duction in  this  country  and  Eorope,  370;  explained  differences  betweea 
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present  and  proposed  law  as  to  sngar,  370;  pntchase  sngara  under  prea- 
ent  law  from  all  oyer  the  world,  370;  as  to  rates  proposed,  371;  statement 
of  Senator  Jones  of  objection  to  ad  valorem  principle,  371 ;  ad  valorem 
duties  conld  not  be  collected  with  same  safety  as  specific  duties,  371; 
cable  quotations  daily  from  all  parts  of  the  world  would  be  a  check  on 
customs  officials,  371;  urced  on  Senator  Jones  that  sugar-refining  indus- 
try should  be  treated  witn  same  fairness  as  other  ipdnstries,  371;  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Refining  Company  was  entitled  to  same  treatment  as  a  dozen 
different  firms  in  same  business  would  be,  371;  made  no  suggestion  to 
Senator  Jones  of  indebtedness  of  Democratic  part^  to  sugar  trust  or  its 
members,  371,  372 ;  did  not  see  Senator  Jones  again  until  after  i'Hnance 
Committee  had  framed  its  first  schedule,  372 ;  in  second  interview  witness 
protested  against  the  committee's  schedule  as  unfair  to  lower  grades  of 
sugar,  372 ;  would  embarrass  importation  of  raw  sugar  and  enhance  the 
cost  of  refined  sugars  to  consumers  in  tlfis  country,  372;  discussion  as 
to  rat«s,  372;  saw  Senator  McPherson  at  his  house  in  February,  373;  one 
of  largest  of  refineries  of  company  is  located  in  New  Jersey  and  the  Sena- 
tor's assistance  was  asked,  373;  was  not  aware  that  the  Senator  was  a 
•tockholder,  373 :  statement  as  to  list  of  stockholders  and  certificates  of 
stock,  373 ;  saw  Senator  McPherson  but  once  afterward,  373;  did  not  sng- 
gest  to  him  indebtedness  of  Democratic  party  to  sugar  trust  or  its 
members  for  campaign  contributions,  373;  nor  any  kindred  sugges- 
tion, 374;  saw  Senator  Smith  to  whom  the  same  arguments  were 
addressed  as  to  Senator  McPherson,  374;  also  saw  Senator  Gorman, 
there  being  a  large  refinery  in  Baltimore,  to  whom  he  made  smi- 
lar  statements,  374 ;  Senator  Qorman  did  not  com^iit  himself,  but  said 
he  would  think  and  talk  the  matter  over  as  he  thought  the  sugar 
industry  should  be  treated  as  fairly  as  every  other,  374 ;  also  saw  no  rea- 
son why,  unless  there  was  difficulty  of  administration  of  an  ad  valorem 
tariff,  such  a  schedule  should  not  prevail,  374;  at  subsequent  interview 
Senator  Gorman  explained  opposition  of  Louisiana  Senators  to  ad  volo- 
rem  duties,  375;  saw  Senator  Gorman  at  Capitol  in  company  with  Sena- 
tors Jones  and  Camden,  375 ;  went  over  figures  of  su^ar  schedules  with 
Senator  Jones,  375;  saw  Senator  Caffery  at  room  oi  Senator  White,  of 
Louisiana,  in  February,  375;  explained  to  them  advantages  of  ad  valo- 
rem tariff,  376;  also  sftw  Senator  Murphy  twice  and  used  same  argu- 
ments, 876;  also  saw  Senator  Aldrich,  friend  of  many  years  standing,  at 
his  rooms  at  the  Arlington,  377;  urged  the  same  arguments  in  favor 
ad  valorem  tariff,  377;  only  Interested  in  ad  valorem  and  differential 
rate,  377;  never  suggested  to  him  that  Republican  party  was  under 
any  obligations  on  account  of  campaign  contributions,  377;  never  was 
present  at  meeting  of  IiMnance  Committee,  or  Subcommittee  of,  377; 
never  was  in  Capitol  on  Sunday  but  once  and  then  met  Senator  Jonea 
in  his  own  committee  room,  378;  no  other  person  was  present  and 
that  meeting  was  by  appointment,  378;  suggestions  as  to  sugar  sched- 
ule made  1^,  and  conversation  with.  Senator  Jones,  378;  discussion 
of  rates  and  interests  of  planting  and  refining  industries,  379;  state- 
ment of  effect  of  Finance  Committee's  schedule,  379;  never  met  Sena- 
tor Brice,  380;  did  not  see  Senator  Hill,  380:  do  not  know  Mr.  £.  C. 
Benedict,  %0;  do  not  know  Mr.  Cleveland,  880;  called  upon  Secretary 
Carlisle  after  Senator  Jones  had  stated  his  objection  to  ad  valorem  form 
of  tariff,  because  of  possibility  of  fraud,  and  discussed  subject,  380; 
the  Secretary  thought  an  ad  valorem  tariff  not  objectionable ;  that  on 
contrary  it  would  be  a  perfectly  safe  form  of  collecting  the  revenue,  380; 
have  known  the  Secretary  for  years,  380 ;  answers  questions  as  to  rates, 
381;  was  an  officer  of  Havemeyer  Sugar  Refining  Company,  and  has 
been  secretary  and  treasurer  of  American  Sugar  Refining  Company  since 
its  organieation  in  1891;  details  as  to  number  of  sugar  refineries  in 
1887,  381 ;  eight  active  refineries  are  now  eml^raced  in  American  Sugar 
Refining  Company,  382 ;  details  as  to  working  of  refineries,  382 ;  as  to 
sugar  consumption,  382;  reduction  in  prices  of  sngar  stated,  382;  details 
of  manufacture  and  profits,  383;  purpose  of  combining  refineries  was  to 
save  waste  of  administration,  383;  American  Sugar  Kefinini^  Company 
was  organized  to  save  the  waste  of  independent  administration  as  well 
as  eliminating  competition,  384;  as  to  nxing  prices  of  sugars,  384;  as 
to  competition,  384;  witness's  company  controls  price  of  their  own 
product,  about  80  per  cent,  384;  details  of  shipments  and  markets,  384, 
B85|  oonfiict  ot  Vn\<et%«\A,  ^i^\  y^\^\v»a^  q€  Spreckels's  Philadelphia 
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refinery,  386;  capitalization  and  profits  of  American  SugibT  Refining 
Company,  386,  3o7:  details  of  manaeement,  387 ;  'tbject  of  yisit  here 
waa  to  influence  Congressional  legislation  on  sugar  schedule,  387; 
have  been  in  Washington  since  Forty-fifth  Congress  for  purpose 
of  explaining  intricacies  of  sugar  business  and  secure  same  propor- 
tion of  protection  given  other  American  industries,  388;  details  of 
operation  of  refineries,  388 ;  explanation  of  plans  and  working  of  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Refining  Company,  389;  said  company  is  in  the  habit  of 
contributing  money  for  campaign  purposes  to  ditlerent  political  parties 
from  time  to  time,  390;  it  so  contributed  in  several  States  in  1892,  3^; 
can  not  enumerate  the  said  States,  390 ;  should  not  care  to  testify  on 
that  point  unless  subject  is  within  scope  of  resolution  creating  the  com- 
mittee, 390;  never  contributed  funds  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation, 
390;  no  contributions  by  the  company  with  view  to  pending  legislation 
on  sugar  question,  391;  contributions  have  been  made  locally,  but  with- 
out purpose  to  influence  legislation,  391 ;  can  not  state  definitely  as  to 
such  contributions,  391;  such  contributions  were  usually  made  by  the 
president  of  the  company,  391;  books  migtit  not  show  record  of  same, 
391 ;  president  makes  verbal  explanations  of  contributions  to  board  ox 
directors,  392 ;  caa  not  answer  certain  questions  without  access  to  books, 
392;  declines  to  answer  what  amount  was  expended  in  1892;  grouna 
of  declination  is  that  local  contributions  are  not  within  province  of  this 
inquiry,  392 ;  has  no  personal  knowledge  of  expenditure  of  such  contribu- 
tions, 393;  declines  to  answer  question  as  to  amount  of  contribution  to 
Democratic  campaign  fund  in  New  York  in  1892,  893 1  grounds  of  declin- 
ation stated,  394;  iurther  declines  to  answer  questions  as  to  political 
contributions,  394 ;  does  not  expect  any  returns  for  such  contributions,  . 
394;  statement  as  to  same,  395;  declines  to  answer  question  as  to  his 
private  contributions,  395;  answers  further  as  to  State  contributions 
that  he  had  no  knowledge  of  details,  395;  hasnoknowledge  as  to  certain 
statements  quoted  from  *' Holland '' letter  in  Philadelphia  Press,  396; 
has  no  knowledge  of  any  Senator  speculating  in  sugar  stocks  since 
February  1,  396;  declines  to  answer  as  to  his  own  speculations,  396 ;  was 
never  solicited  by  any  person  on  behalf  of  Democratic  or  Republican  cam- 
paign committees  in  1892  for  contributions  to  their  campaign  fund,  397; 
further  answers  as  to  local  contributions,  397;  have  not  operated  on 
stock  exchange  in  sugar  certificates  in  his  own  name  or  another  name 
on  behalf  of  any  member  of  Congress,  397 ;  have  never  been  asked  by  any 
Senator  or  his  clerk  or  representative  for  '^ pointers''  in  sugar  stock,  397: 
has  no  knowledge  of  fluctuations  of  sugar  stock.  397 ;  never  employed 
a  member  of  Congress,  nor  has  the  company,  to  his  knowledge,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  employed  as  counsel  or  attomev  any  member,  397; 
have  never  received  from  any  Senator,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  probable  result  of  the  pending  tariff  measure,  898 ;  beet- 
root sugar  manufacturers  are  not  part  or  parcel  of  the  sugar  trust,  398; 
declines  to  produce  books,  398;  declines  to  answer  as  to  what  per  cent- 
age  of  cost  m  operation  of  company's  business  is  made  up  of  contribn- 
tions  for  political  purposes,  398;  statement  of  '^  Holland"  (read  by  Sena- 
ator  Lindsay,  p.  S^)  as  to  contribulrtons  to  Democratic  campaini  man- 
agers is  not  true  as  to  himself,  398;  answers  as  to  (amount  of  crude  sugar 
carried,  399;  answers  questions  as  to  details  of  crops,  consumption, 
duties,  transportation,  purchases,  etc.,  399,  400,  401 :  McKinley  act  most 
beneficial  to  his  company  as  compared  witfa/pending  schedules,  402; 
answers  (questions  as  to  foreign  markets,  402, 403 ;  answers  questions  as  to 
competition  with  Spreckels's  refineries,  403,  404. 
Report  (No.  486)  to  Senate  in  case  of 661 

teip,  Albert  M.,  Washington,  D.  C 569 

Has  certain  knowledge  as  to  transactions  of  U.  S.  Senators  In  sugar  stock 
during  the  pendency  of  the  tarifl'  bill  in  the  Senate,  569;  said  knowledge 
is  contained  in  certain  private  and  confidential  letters  written  to  wit- 
ness, 569 ;  said  letters  were  written  by  Emile  Guillaudeu,  the  junior  part- 
ner of  the  firm  of  W.  B.  Wheeler,  brokers,  New  York  City,  569;  witness 
will  give  to  the  committee  such  portions  of  said  letters  as  relates  to  the 
matter  the  committee  is  inquiring  about  if  served  with  a  aubpwtfa  duees 
tecum,  570;  witness  had  taken  legal  advice  and  would  produce  the  letters 
if  the  committee  insisted  on  their  production,  and  he  was  served  with 
the  proper  subpcBU a,  570;  had  shown  said  letters  to  ex-Governor  William 
Pitt  Kellogg,  570;  has  certain  knowledge  connectiug  U.  S.  Senators  with 
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traiiMotioiifl  in  sugar  stock,  570;  obtained  certain  infonnation  as  ta 
transactions  from  ex-Governor  Kellogg,  571;  saw  Senator  Higigms  ia 
Corson  6c  Macartney's  office  the  last  day  of  the  last  (extra)  swrioa  «f 
Congress,  571 ;  he  had  a  monthly  statement,  snch  as  Corson  &.  MacartBcy 
are  accustomed  to  give  their  customers,  571 ;  has  seen,  very  frteqncBdy 
this  spring.  Senators  Brice,  Quay,  and  Smith  in  Corson  &.  MAcartBcy^ 
office,  571;  has   not  seen    Senator   Higgins   there   this   seenon,  571: 


describes  said  monthly  statement,  571 ;  knew  nothing  of  their  bnainMS 
there,  572;  their  presence  influenced  witness's  judgment  in  relation  to 
sugar  transactions,  572 ;  {Bubpatna  duces  tecu^m  served  on  witness  by  elericof 
the  committee,  572;)  in  accordance  with  said  subpoena  and  instmctioDi 
received,  witness  produces  two  letters  from  Emile  Guillauden,  of  fim  of 
W.  B.  Wheeler  d&10o.,New  York,  and  reads  portions  of  same  to  commit- 
tee, 572,  573;  witness  understood  from  these  letters  and  the  context  that 
Senator  Camden  gave  the  written  order  and  Senator  Smith  the  verbal 
order,  578 ;  the  person  referred  to  in  flrst  letter  of  Guillauden  waa  Sunnd 
Battershaw,  formerlv  in  employ  of  Seymour  Bros.  &  Young,  of  New 
York,  in  their  branch  office  here,  573. 
S^mour,  Allen  Lewis,  member  of  firm  of  Seymour  Bros.  &  Yonng,  stock 

brokers.  New  York  Citv ;  residence,  East  Orange,  N.J 

Said  firm  is  composed  of  Allen  L.  Seymour,  C.  A.  Seymour,  William  E. 
Young,  and  James  W.  Fox,  with  office  at  No.  3  Exchange  Court,  592; 
firm  has  branch  office  in  Washington,  592;  declines  to  answer  question 
of  chairman  if  he  knows  of  any  purchase  or  sale  through  the  agency  of 
his  house,  or  otherwise,  of  sugar  stock  by  any  U.  S.  Senator  during  the 
last  winter  and  spring,  593;  declines  to  answer  for  reason  that  his  bro- 
.  kerage  business  is  sacred  and  he  can  not  answer  questions  about  his 
business,  593^  declines  to  answer  question  that  his  previous  declination 
gives  rise  to  inference  that  some  if.  S.  Senator  has  bought  or  sold  sugar 
stocks,  593;  would  decline  to  answer  Just  the  same  whether  any 
U.  S.  Senator  had  or  had  not  bought  or  sold  such  stock,  593;  knows 
Mr.  Battershaw,  who  was  temporarily  employed  by  his  firm  to  solicit 
orders  or  business  in  Washington,  598;  does  not  remember  tiiat 
he  ever  received  from  Battershaw  an  order — to  be  executed  by 
his  firm— from  any  U.  S.  Senator  to  buy  or  sell  sugar  stock,  593: 
declines  to  answer  question  whether  he  ever  executed  an  order  obtainea 
through  Battershaw  or  anybody  else  of  Senator  Camden  to  buy  or  sell 
sugar  stock,  593 ;  declines  to  answer  question  whether  he  meant  it  to  be 
iiii'orrcd  that  there  was  not  such  an  order,  593;  declines  to  answer  ques- 
tion that  by  ivn8on  of  Hiich  previous  declination  he  was  giving  rise  to  the 
inference  that  such  order  was  executed  for  Senator  Camden,  5^;  ou 
being  asked  by  the  chairman  whether  he  (witness)  had  ever  executed 
an  oraer  from  him  (Senator  Gray)  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  sugar  stock 
during  the  last  winter  or  spring,  witness  replies  that  he  does  not  know 
the  name  of  the  questioner,  593;  the  chairman  thereupon  stated,  *'  1  am 
Senator  Gray,"  whereupon  witness  replies,  ''No,"  593;  upon  being  asked 
by  the  chairman  why  he  answers  in  his  case  and  refuses  to  answer  as  to 
another  Senator,  witness  declines  to  answer,  593 ;  declines  to  answer  why 
he  declined  to  answer  said  previous  question,  593 ;  witness  a;^ain  declines 
to  answer  that  question,  594;  witness  does  not  know  consequences  of  his 
refusal  to  answer  a  proper  question,  594;  does  not  know  of  a  law  of  the 
United  States  making  it  a  penal  offense  to  decline  to  answer  a  pertinent 
question  propounded  to  him  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  in  a  matter 
which  they  are  charged  with  the  investigation  of,  but  is  willing  to  take 
the  chairman's  word  for  it,  594;  after  restatement  of  the  law  by  the 
chairman  witness  still  declines  to  answer,  594 :  witness'  firm  kept  Batter- 
shaw in  Washington  because  he  solicited  business,  594;  declines  to 
answer  question  whether  Battershaw  got  an  order  of  any  kind  for  his 
firm  to  buy  or  sell  stock,  594;  witness  discharged  Battershaw  because 
he  was  a  drunkard  and  loafer,  594 :  witness  is  shown  a  photograph  of 
what  purports  to  be  an  order  (already  in  evidence,  see  p.  586)  and  states 
that  he  can  not  identify  it,  594;  never  saw  the  original  from  which  that 
photograph  was  made,  594 ;  declines  to  answer  the  <^uestion  whether  he 
executed  any  such  order,  594 :  does  not  know  the  signature  of  Senator 
J.  N.  Camden,  594;  does  not  know  whether  or  not  any  such  order — ^tiie 
original  fr'om  which  said  photograph  was  made — was  ever  in  the  pos- 
session of  his  firm,  594;  states  details  as  to  business  of  firm.  594,595; 
has  not  consulted  a  lawyer  or  anybody  else  as  to  what  he  should  say 
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before  the  special  committee,  595;  has  not  had  oonversation  with  any* 
body  on  the  sabject  of  his  testimony,  596;  further  declines  to  state  rea« 
sons  for  declining  to  answer  questions  he  had  declined  to  answer,  595; 
states  to  the  committee  that  he  wuuld  not  believe  Sanford  W.  Batter* 
shaw  under  oath:  thatBattershaw  was  a  scoundrel,  a  liar,  and  a  drunk- 
ard, 595;  Battershaw  has  no  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity,  abso* 
Intely  none,  and  in  opinion  of  witness  he  was  a  common  blackmailer^ 
595.  (Testimony  continued  on  July  26,  p.  599.) 
(Mr.  Seymour  appeared  and  stated  tnat  he  had  reconsidered  his  refusal  to 
answer  certain  questions  put  to  him  yesterday  and  desired  to  make  a 
further  statement.)  In  reply  to  question  by  Senator  Davis,  witness 
states  that  he  did  not  intend  to  answer  any  questions  in  relation  to  his 
business,  599 ;  on  bein^  asked  by  Senator  Gray  whether  his  firm  had  ever 
received  an  order  from  him,  on  the  spur  of  the  moment  he  answered  ''no,^ 
599;  having  done  that,  be  now  desired  to  state,  as  a  matter  of  justice  to 
Senator  Camden  and  all  other  United  States  Senators,  that  he  never 
received  from  any  United  States  Senator  an  order  to  buy  or  sell  sugar. 
599 ;  neither  he  nor  bis  firm  have,  directly  or  indirectly,  bought  or  sola 
sugar  certificates  for  or  in  the  interest  of  United  States  Senators  durinff 
the  present  session  of  Congress,  599.  (July  30  Mr.  Sejtnour  reappeared 
voluntarily  and  was  further  interrogated.)  In  reply  to  question  by 
Senator  Davis,  witness  stated  that  he  asked  leave  to  reappear  and  make 
a  statement,  which  was  granted  by  the  committee,  600 ;  witness  states 
that  he  has  examined  transcript  of  his  statements  on  July  26,  and  he 
notes  important  errors,  in  view  of  which,  and  the  fact  that  there  were 
only  two  members  of  the  committee  present,  he  desires  to  withdraw 
each  and  every  statement  made  by  him  on  said  day,  600;  on  being 
handed,  by  Senator  Davis,  a  transcript  of  his  testimony  on  said  day, 
with  request  to  indicate  one  error,  witness  declines  to  name  one,  600; 
witness  declines — and  repents  declination — ^to  answer  any  and  all  ques- 
tions, 600;  witness  declineH  to  answer  whether  he  stands  upon  the  decli- 
nations made  by  him  on  the  25th  of  July,  600.  (Motion  made  by  Senator 
Davis,  and  carried  unanimously^  that  the  witness  be  certified  to  the 
grand  jury  under  the  statute,  as  in  the  case  of  other  contumacious  wit- 
ncHses,  600. 

Sherman,  John,  Senator  from  Ohio,  testimony  of 504,505 

Bhoup,  George  L.,  Senator  from  Idaho,  testimony  of 494^  496 

Bhriver,  John  S.,  Washington  correspondent  of  New  York  Mail  and  Express, 

testimony  of 113-120,131,132,186 

Legal  residence,  Baltimore,  but  lives  in  Washington.  113;  extract  read  from 
issue  of  said  paper  of  May  19,  1894,  as  to  meeting  in  a  room  at  the 
Arlington  Hotel  between  several  Democratic  Senators  and  representa- 
tives of  the  sugar  trust,  113;  that  information  was  given  witness  by  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  114;  unable,  on  account  of 
promise  made,  to  give  name  either  of  the  member  or  the  person  who 
overheard  the  conversation,  114 ;  further  declines  to  answer  ouestions 
and  makes  statement  of  grounds  for  such  declinations,  115 ;  auditional 
information  obtained  from  Harry  W.  Walker,  a  newspaper  correspond- 
ent, 115 ;  further  statements  as  to  informants,  115 ;  reasons  as  to  declina- 
tions to  give  names,  116, 117;  additional  extracts  read  and  statements  as 
to,  118, 119 ;  further  answers  as  to  name  of  person  who  overheard  conver- 
sation at  the  Arlington.  (Time  given  Mr.  Edwards  to  consult  counsel, 
120.)  Reappears  May  25,  makes  explanation,  131;  under  advice  of 
counsel  declines  to  give  authority  for  statement  as  to  Arlington  Hotel 
meeting,  132;  ^ves  reasons  for  such  declination.  (Subsequently  reap- 
pears and  declines  to  give  names,  136) 
Report  (No.  457)  to  the  Senate  in  case  of • 655 

Bilsby,  George  W.,  broker,  Washin^rton,  D.  C,  testimony  of 536-538 

Answers  as  to  lists  of  sales  of  sugar  stock  by  his  firm,  on  one  of  which 
was  name  of  ''Ransom,"  536;  said  lists  were  stolen  from  his  branch 
office,  536;  details  as  to  same,  536-538;  publication  in  New  York  Press 
was  made  by  its  correspondent  when  he  knew  that  it  was  not  Senator 
Ransom,  538. 

Smith,  Henry  H.,  clerk  of  Special  Committee,  prepares  and  serves  subpoena 

duces  tetmrn  on  Albert  N.  Seip IS12 

Smith,  James,  jr.,  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  testifies  June  16, 1894 499-4(04 

Answei-8  formal  interrogatories,  499, 500;  as  to  alleged  meetinis:  in  TerrelFs 
room,  says  sometime  in  March  (day  unknown)  called  at  Brice'n  house 
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ftnd  WAS  told  he  waa  at  TerrelPe  room;  on  hie  way  haek,  about  10  or 
10:30,  etopped  at  Arlington,  sent  his  cardnp  to  Briee,and  when  be  went 
up  found  Terrell,  Hayemeyer,  and  Brice  and  remained  about  ten  minntee; 
they  were  not  discusMing  any  eubject,  but  Havemeyer  said  the  oommittee 
were  not  treating  them  very  well,  and  Smith  eaid  they  heard  the  same 
story  from  all  the  manufacturers,  and  that  was  all  that  was  said  about 
sugar  schedule,  500;  he  left  before  Haremeyer,  500;  saw  HaTemeyer 
afterwards,  500;  one  of  largest  sugar  refineries  located  in  his  State  and 
belongs  to  trust,  501 ;  Havemeyer  came  to  see  him  two  or  three  times  at 
his  hotel,  the  Normandie;  the  first  time,  probably  a  day  or  two  befors 
he  met  him  in  Terrell's  room,  he  said  Jones  and  vest  were  treating  his 
interests  badly,  and  the  graduated  schedule  reported  by  Finance  Com- 
mittee would  ruin  the  refining  industry,  and  Smith,  as  Senator  firom 
New  Jersey,  ought  to  see  that  they  were  fairly  treated ;  Smith  told  him 
he  was  willing  to  do  what  was  fair  or  right,  but  considered  them  ss 
a  trust,  in  little  different  light  from  other  industries;  public  thought 
them  not  entitled  to  same  consideration,  and  he  did  not  believe  the  com- 
mittee would  give  them  treatment  they  would  give  private  interests, 
to  which  Havemeyer  took  exception  and  urged  his  claims  to  equal 
consideration,  501:  only  response  or  engagement  Smith  made  was  tbst 
he  believed  that  if  a  duty  were  put  on  raw,  refined  ought  to  receive  the 
same  consideration,  502;  they  did  not  settle  on  any  particular  rate  or 
schedule  then  or  at  any  other  time,  502 ;  Havemeyer  used  no  arguments 
other  than  those  stated,  and  did  not  remind  him  of  indebtedness  of 
Democratic  party  to  sugar  trust,  502;  statement  in  ''Holland's" 
letter  as  t'O  Havemeyer's  language  toward  Brice  and  Smith  in  Ter- 
relFs  room  wholly  untrue  so  far  as  he  is  concerned,  and  Havemeyer 
at  no  time  or  place  addressed  him  in  that  manner,  502;  Have- 
meyer met  him  at  Arlington  at  no  other  time  but  called  twice  at  his 
hotel;  met  him  at  no  other  place,  502;  all  interviews  were  on  same 
lines,  and  no  arguments  other  than  those  indicated  were  used,  502,503; 
never  saw  Havemeyer  in  Capitol,  503;  never  went  before  oommittee  in 
Havemeyer's  interest,  nor  made  any  request  of  committee,  but  prior  to 
meeting  Havemeyer  said  to  some  of  members  of  committee  that  if  raw 
sugar  was  protected  ought  to  do  something  for  refined,  but  nothing 
after  he  met  Havemeyer,  503;  never  in  Capitol  on  Sunday  or  any  other 
day  with  either  of  Havemeyers,  Meyer,  or  any  other  person  interested 
in  sugar  stocks,  503^  never  on  Benedict's  yacht,  503;  has  not  speculated 
in  sugar  stocks  durmg  pendency  of  bill,  503:  knows  of  no  contributioDS 
by  sugar  people  to  campaign  funds  of  1892,  1893,  or  any  other  yean, 
and  did  not  personally  receive  any  in  his  State,  503;  statements  to 
members  of  Finance  Committee  referred  to  were  made  to  Jones  and 
Vest,  and  upon  one  occasion  only,  viz.  long  before  Finance  Committee 
made  any  report,  in  general  conversation  upon  House  bill — thinks  con- 
versation was  in  Senate  Chamber,  because  more  or  less  every  day  he 
was  talking  with  them  on  suear  schedule — in  that  conversation  he  said 
he  thought  that  whatever  tne  duty  was  on  both  raw  and  refined,  he 
would  advocate  reduction  of  one-half  or  cutting  in  two  protection  on 
both,  503,504;  after  committee  reported  bill  did  not  at  any  time  or 
place  exert  or  help  to  exert  any  influence  in  regard  to  change  from 
schedule  reported,  504 ;  his  position  all  along  has  been  that  if  there  is 
tax  on  raw  there  ought  to  be  one  on  refined,  504. 
(Recalled  and  testified  on  July  31.)  Attention  of  witness  called  to  part  of 
a  letter  from  Emile  Guillaudeu  to  Albert  N.  Seip,  in  which  name  of  wit- 
ness is  meutioned  as  having  purchased  sugar  stock,  605;  testimony  of 
Guillaudeu  read  as  to  same,  605;  witness  states  that  extract  f^om  letter 
and  snid  testimony  is  absolutely  false,  605;  does  not  know  Battenhaw, 
and  never  gave  him  or  any  other  person  here  in  Washington  an  order  for 
purchase  of  sugar  certificates,  605;  will  stand  by  his  previous  testimony 
except  in  one  particular,  606 ;  that  exception  relates  to  answer  to  question 
whether  the  person  had  bought  any  sugar  siuce  Congress  met-.  606;  wit- 
ness supposed  the  intention  was  to  find  out  whether  Senators  had  specu- 
lated or  bought  sugar  stock  pending  the  bill  in  the  Senate,  606; 
so  understanding  the  question,  witness  bad  answered  ''no,"  606;  never 
kept  a  record  of  buying  a  share  of  stock,  and  had  written  hia  broker 
auking  him  if  he  (witness)  hod  bought  any  sugar  stock  pending 
the  tarifi^  bill  in  the  Senate,  605 ;  has  not  received  reply  but  expects 
one  to-day,  Q0&\  w\\.^e,«a  \i«ia  q.w  im\)i:ession  that  he  bought  1,000 
BhaiQS  oi  aug«it  aXftoX  'va.  iwiwssiXi   «t  '^^Yoas^  \3»\.^  ^fiS*^  will  not 
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swear  postively  that  he  did,  bat  has  an  impression  that  he  made  sach  pur- 
chase prior  to  the  time  the  bill  came  from  the  House,  606;  thinks  such 
purchase  was  in  January,  606;  never  m^t  Battershaw  or  knew  and  does 
not  know  what  house  he  represented,  606 ;  had  a  transaction  which  he 
thinks  was  in  whisky,  in  Newark,  with  a  man  named  Cohen,  a  brother- 
in-law  of  a  personal  friend  of  witness,  606 ;  does  not  know  what  house 
Cohen  represented,  and  does  not  know  whether  it  was  a  transaction  in 
sugar  or  not,  606,  607;  judgment  of  witness  is  that  it  was  whisky,  and 
he  has  written  to  Cohen,  asking  if  he  would  send  word  exactly  what  it 
was,  607;  as  to  statement  made  before  the  committee  in  June,  that  he 
(witness)  had  not  bought  or  sold,  directly  or  indirectly,  since  the  begin- 
ning of  this  session  of  Congress,  any  so-called  sugar  stock  or  stocks  or  cer- 
tificates of  the  American  Sugar  Refining  Company,  witness  is  not  now  so 
positive,  607 ;  repeats  statement  as  to  scope  of  question  then  propounded, 
607 ;  thought  then  that  the  committee  wanted  to  find  out  whether  wit- 
ness had  bought  or  dealt  in  sngar  stocks  pending  the  tariff  bill  in  the 
Senate;,  607;  witness  thon  said  '^  no,''  and  says  so  now  to  the  best  of  his 
recollection,  607;  is  not  certain  whether  the  order  he  gave  to  his  friend's 
friend  was  sugar  or  whisky,  607 ;  it  may  have  been  sugar,  but  witness 
does  not  know  and  has  written  to  find  out  and  will  hand  the  committee 
the  letter,  607 ;  that  is  the  only  transaction  that  interferes  with  his  for- 
mer answer,  607 ;  does  not  keep  an  account  of  his  transactions,  607 ;  is  in 
habit  of  speculating  frequently,  buying  for  investment  or  speculation, 
607;  does  not  know  Batt-ershaw,  never  saw  him,  and  never  had  a  trans- 
action in  Washington  in  his  life,  607. 
(August  2,  1894.  Senator  Smith  reappeared  and  requested  to  make  a  further 
statement.  He  was  interrogated  and  further  testified  as  follows :)  In  nre- 
vious  testimony  had  stated  that  he  was  uncertain  as  to  whether  he  nad 
had  a  transaction  in  sugar  during  the  pendency  of  the  tariff  bill  in  the 
Senate,  and  had  written  to  his  broker  for  the  facts,  608 ;  had  ascertained 
since  giving  that  testimony  that  he  had  not  bonght  or  sold  any  sugar 
certificates,  608;  desires  now  to  remove  any  uncertainty  existing  in 
former  testimony  by  stating  unqualifiedly  that  he  had  not  bought  or 
sold  sugar  stock  during  pendency  of  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  608. 
Spreckels,  Clans,  references  to,  in  testimony  of  Edwards,  the  Havemeyers,  and 

Searles,  pasaim 

Bqnire,  Watson  C,  Senator  from  Washington,  testimony  of 498 

Standard  Oil  Company,  reference  to,  in  letter  of  '*  Holland" 83 

Stewart,  William  M.,  Senator  from  Nevada,  testimony  of 505 

Sugar  refineries,  list  of,  embraced  in  sugar  trust  and  list  of,  not  embraced . .  333, 334 
Sun,  New  York,  reference  to  publication  in,  as  to  bribes  being  offered  to  cer- 
tain Senators  to  vote  against  the  tariff  bill 1 

Teller,  Henry  M.,  Senator  from  Colorado : 

Testimony  of 494,495 

Statement  as  to  Senator  Wolcott 495 

Terrell,  Herbert  L.,  officer  of  several  business  corporations.  New  York,  testi- 
mony of 236-261 

Extract  from  Mr.  Shrivers'  letter  in  New  York  Mail  and  Express  of  May  19, 
1894,  as  to  meeting  of  certain  Senators  in  the  Arlington  Hotel  with  cer- 
tain officials  of  the  sugar  trust  read  to  witness,  236;  denies  statements 
made  in  said  article,  237 ;  extracts  from  Mr.  Gaston's  testimony  read  to 
Wituess,  237,  238;  makes  statement  of  facts  in  reply,  238,239;  conver- 
sations with  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer,  240, 241 ;  as  to  visitors  to  his  room, 
241 ;  employed  to  look  after  interests  of  Mr.  Havemeyer  in  Washington, 
241;  reported  situation,  241;  details  of  meetings  with  Senators  at  his 
room,  and  with  others,  242, 243;  meetings  and  conversation  with  Senator 
Brice,  243, 244;  another  extract  from  Mr.  Shrivers's  letter  as  to  meeting 
between  Senators  Brice  and  Smith  and  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer  rea<l  to 
witness,  244,245;  denies  truth  of  same,  245;  further  details  of  meetings, 
245,246;  statement  of  meeting  of  Senator  Jones  and  Mr.  Havemeyer  at 
Senator  Camden's  room,  246,  247;  further  details,  248;  extract  from 
''Holland's"  letter  as  to  Sunday  meeting  at  Capitol  of  Democratic 
members  of  Finance  Committee,  sugar  tinist  people  being  in  a  room  in 
the  same  wing,  read  to  witness,  who  denies  its  truth,  249;  as  to  meetings 
with  parties  named,  250;  as  to  business  interests  in  Washington,  251; 
as  to  transactions  in  sugar  stock,  252, 253 ;  details  as  to  conversations 
with  certain  Senators  and  sugar  trust  people,  254;  further  details  of 
meetings  and  conversations,  255, 257 ;  as  to  contributions,  258 ;  as  to  stock 
speculations,  259;  as  to  conversations  with  other  SeT\A.^\%,v.^« 
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Tnrpie,  David,  Senator  from  Indiana^  testimony  of 496,499 

Vest.  George  6.^  Senator  from  Missouri 67,58,152-159,512-516 

Statement  as  to  Senator  Hunton  yi  respect  to  the  proposition  of  Cliarles 
W.  Bnttz  to  his  (Hnnton's)  son  for  tue  purpose  of  controlling  Senator 
Hunton's  vote  on  the  tariff  bill;  57, 68;  recalled  May  29, 1894,  is  a  Demo- 
cratic member  of  Finance  Committee,  152 ;  chairman  reads  paragraph 
from  ''  Holland's''  letter  (as  read  to  Senator  Voorhees,  p.  148)  in  respect 
to  visit  of  fciecretary  Carlisle  to  Finance  Committee,  and  statement  made 
by  him  as  to  obligation  of  Democratic  party  to  sugar  trust,  152 ;  responds 
that  Secretary  Carlisle  was  in  committee  room  several  times  and  was  con« 
suited  as  to  tariff  bill,  but  made  no  such  statements  as  are  contained  in 
said  letter,  152;  so  far  as  witness  knows  it  is  all  a  piece  of  fiction,  152; 
Secretary  never  alluded  to  sugar  trust,  152;  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
usually  consulted  by  Finance  Committee  or  its  members  during  prepara- 
tion of  a  tariff  bill,  153 ;  statement  as  to  such  practice,  153 ;  has  indistinct 
recollection  of  Secretary  Carlisle  drawing  up  at  Treasury  Department  a 

Erovisiou  in  regard  to  sugar,  but  witness  never  saw  it,  153 ;  the  Secretary 
ad  nothing  to  do  with  the  sugar  schedule  as  reported,  153;  that  was 
prepared  by  Senator  Jones  and  witness  as  subcommittee,  153 ;  Secretary 
discussed  the  subject,  made  calculations  as  to  effect  of  one  duty  or 
anotber,  but  never  made  any  suggestion  that  would  aid  sugar  trust,  154; 
extract  read  from  ''Holland"  letter  (]p.  154)  as  to  amendment  offered  bj 
witness  imposing  duty  of  one-half  ot  a  cent  per  pound,  and  as  to  his 
friend,  Joe  Kickey,  154 ;  witness  says  said  statement  is  a  lie  out  of  whole 
cloth,  154 ;  further  statement  as  to  same,  154 ;  explanation  as  to  rates 
demanded  and  agreement  reached,  154, 155 ;  never  gave  Rickey  or  any- 
body else  slightest  indication  of  what  subcommittee  would  do  as  to 
sugar,  155;  never  read  the  Press  article  and  never  heard  it  read  until 
now,  155;  statement  as  to  demands  of  producers  and  refiners,  155;  pre- 
ferred the  House  bill,  155:  additional  extract  from  ''Holland"  letter 
read  as  to  Sunday  meeting  in  Finance  Committee  room  with  representa- 
tives of  sugar  trust  in  another  room  near  by,  with  frequent  communica- 
tions between  the  two,  156 ;  witness  knows  nothing  of  the  facts  alleged, 
156;  worked  every  Sunday,  156;  does  not  remember  of  Senator  Canery 
drawing  up  a  schedule,  156 :  Mr.  H.  O.  Havemeyer  came  to  house  of  wit- 
ness with  sugar  samples  and  explained  the  difference  between  sugars  and 
made  an  argument  for  ad  valorem  duties,  156;  representatives  of  all 
interests  came  to  his  house  to  present  their  views,  156  j  has  no  knowledge 
of  representatives  of  su^ar  trust  being  in  the  Capitol  as  stated,  157; 
statement  as  to  his  position  on  sugar  duties,  157, 158;  testimony  of  Harry 
W.  Walker,  Washington  correspondent  of  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch,  read 
to  witness  as  to  meetings  with  Rickey,  157, 158 ;  witness  makes  statement 
as  to  said  evidence' of  Walker,  159;  intimation  or  innuendo  in  Post-Dis- 

Satch  article  and  Walker's  testimony  as  to  relatious  of  witness  with 
ickey "are  entirely  false,  159;  never  gave  any  information  to  or  had 
any  connection  with  sugar  trust,  159 ;  never  permitted  anybody  to  come 
to  him  and  get  information  about  the  work  of  the  Finance  Committee, 
159;  recalled  June  16, 1894,  answers  formal  interrogatories,  512;  answers 
as  to  difference  in  duties  and  tests.  513;  statement  of  as  to  details  of 
taiiff  bill,  513;  as  to  propriety  of  stating  action  of  committee,  513; 
further  details  as  to  bill,  513;  as  to  meetings  and  caucus  action,  513; 
details  of  differences  and  agreements,  513, 514 ;  answers  as  to  meeting 
persons  named,  613,514;  further  details  as  to  hearing  given  Senators 
Gorman,  Brice,  HiU,  Smith,  Caffery,  and  White,  of  Louisiana,  in  com- 
pliance with  caucus  instructions,  514, 515;  said  Senators  disagreed  about 
the  terms  of  their  agreemeut  and  conference  was  terminated  by  witness, 
515,516;  no  draft  of  schedule  was  submitted  by  any  of  the  Senators 
named,  515, 516. 

Victoria  Hotel  conference,  references  to,  in  testimony  of  Edwards 9S 

Villard,  Henry,  references  to,  in  testimony  of  Edwards 90 

Vilas,  William  F. ,  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  testimony  of 510, 511 

Voorhees,  Daniel  W.,  Senator  from  Indiana 

Statement  of,  as  to  conversation  with  Senator  Kyle  in  respect  to  a  Mr. 
Buttz  approaching  him  in  regard  to  his  vote  on  the  tariff  bill,  53,  54: 
also  statement  as  to  Senator  Hunton,  54;  impression  was  formed  onmina 
of  witness  that  Senator  Kyle  desired  to  ascertain  and  expose  the  facts 
about  the  attempt  at  bribery,  54.  (Recalled  and  testified  May  29, 1894) 
is  Cbaitman  li^^^nate  Finance  Committoe  and  been  such  during  present 
BesBiou,  14%*,  e^tittCi\»,  ^\»e.,\fe«i^tcws\.''''VLO^scvi^^"  l<atter  in  Philadelphia 


INDEX.  733 

Fagti 
VoorheeB,  Daniel  W,,  Senator  fVom  Indiana — Continned. 

Press  as  to  secret  visit  of  Secretary  Carlisle  to  Democratic  members  of 
the  Finance  Committee  and  statement  made  by  Secretary  to  said  mem- 
bers as  to  obligations  of  Democratic  party  tosngar  tmst,  148, 149;  denies 
the  tmth  of  said  paragraph  and  states  that  he  never  heard  Secretary 
Carlisle  utter  one  word  of  the  matter  there  attributed  to  him,  149;  never 
^tsctissed  the  sabject  of  sugar  with  the  Secretary  bnt  once,  and  that 
wtt»  atr^he  Treasury  Department,  149;  said  paragraph  is  made  oat  of 
whole  cloth,  149;  additional  paragraph  as  to  draft  of  amendment  to 
sugar  schedule  in  Secretary  Carlisle's  handwriting  read  to  witness,  who 
st^esthat  he  never  saw  such  a  paper  and  never  heard  of  it  until 
recent  publications,  149;  the  statement  that  it  is  now  or  ever  has  been 
in  his  possession  is  absolutly  false,  149;  if  such  a  draft  or  memoran« 
dum  was  made  by  Secretary  Carlisle  witness  never  saw  it,  149;  has 
been  a  member  of  the  Finance  Committee  for  nearly  seventeen  years, 
luid -it-has-been  the  habit  of  that  committee  in  considering  matters  ox 
-finance  to  consult  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  150;  has  been  the  cus* 
-torn  to  receive  suggestions  unsolicited  from  that  officer,  150;  paragraph 
•from  ^'Holland's''  Tetter  as  to  Sunday  meeting  of  Finance  Committee  at 
Capitol  while  representatives  of  sugar  trust  were  in  another  room,  with 
frequent  communications  between  the  two  rooms,  and  final  acceptance 
by  the  committee  of  Senator  Cafiery's  draft  of  the  sugar  schedule,  etc., 
was  read  to  witness,  150, 151 ;  witness  states  there  is  not  a  word  of  trutn 
in  the  article,  151 :  worked  several  Sundays  at  Capitol  with  members  of 
committee,  151 ;  does  not  know  a  person  named  m  that  list  or  party, 
-except  Ben  Le  Fevre,  151 ;  never  heard  of  Senator  Caffery  writing  any- 
thing that  came  before  the  committee,  151;  statement  as  to  work  of 
subcommittee  and  management  of  bill,  151,  152 ;  answers  formal  inter- 
rogatories, 509,  510. 
Walker,  ilforyW.,  Washington,  correspondent  St.  Louis  Post-Dispatch,  Dailv 
America,  and  Wall  Street  News  Agency,  New  York ;  residence.  New  York 

City; -testimony  of 37-47 

Walker,  James  W . ,  Washington,  D.  C,  testimony  of 47-51 

Waller,- Ex-Governor  Thomas,  references  to  in  testimony  of  Edwards 96 

Walshj  Patrick,  Senator  from  Georgia,  testimony  of 535 

Warner,  John  De  Witt,  Kepresentat ive  from  New  York 202- 217 

Paragraph  in  the  New  York  Sun  of  May  28,  credited  to  the  New  York  Her- 
ald, as  to  an  attempt  to  **  call  off  Mr.  Warner,  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion 4k>  trusts j -eto.,- for  the  reason  that  prominent  Democrats  wished 
that  the  sugar  schedule  should  contain  some  protection  to  the  trust, 
owing  to  the  aid  it  gave  during  the  last  Presidential  campaign,  read  to 
witness.  202;  witness  makes  statement  as  to  same.  203;  as  to  statement 
that  refining  interest  in  certain  contingency  would  defeat  the  tariff  bill, 
203;  declines  to  give  name,  203;  as  to  suggestions  made  to  him,  203, 204: 
as  to  campaign  contributions,  203;  conversation  with  an  "unknown'^ 
-as  to  sugar  legislation,  203,  204:  as  to  defeat  of  bill,  203;  details  of  con- 
versations, 203, 204, 205 ;  as  to  telegrams  received  by  members  of  the  House 
to  kill  free-sugar  amendment,  2(%,  207:  does  not  remember  names,  206, 
207:  references  to  "Deacon''  S.  B.  White,  208;  statement  as  to  status  of 
and  contest  over  tariff  bill  in  House  of  Representatives,  209;  as  to  politi- 
cal contributions^  210;  information  as  to  same  received  from  a  colleague, 
210;  declines  to  give  his  name,  210 ;  as  to  personal  privilege  as  member  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  210;  furtner  declines  to  give  name,  211, 
212;  claims  his  "privilege''  absolutely  against  any  interrogation  by  this 
committee,  212;  nirther  discussion  asto  grounds  of  refnsaT,  212;  refuses 
to  state  who  is  the  particular  author  of  the  Sun-Herald  article,  212; 
•farther  statement  as  tosamai  213;  discussion  of  subject,  214;  continued, 
215,  116;  heard  names  mentioned  at  a  dinner,  217;  as  to  political  con- 
tributions, 217. 

Washburn,  William  D.,  Senator  from  Minnesota,  testimony  of 682 

Wheeler,  William  B.,  member  of  firm  of  Wm.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  stock  brokers, 

66  Broadway,  New  York 558-560 

Witness  saw  the  Herald  article  of  July  17,  559;  Mr.  Derickson  was  in 
charge  of  Washington  bran  ;h  and  necessarily  would  have  known  of 
any  order  given  by  any  U.  S.  Senator  to  purchase  or  sell  sugar  stock. 
559 ;  statement  in  said  article,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  his  firm  and  himself^ 
is  without  foundation,  560;  neither  Senators  Camden,  Faulkner,  Gibson, 
or  Gorman,  or  any  other  Senator,  has  directly  or  indirectly  bought  or 
sold  sugar  stock  through  firm  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  d&  Co.,  560;  nevsr  saw 


734  INDEX. 


Wheeler,  William  B.— Contlnaed. 

any  order  or  photograph  of  order  to  bay  or  sell  auch  itock,  860 ;  a  raporter 
of  the  Herald  called  on  witness  and  applied  for  information  aboat  said 
alleged  order  and  witness  denied  truth  of  statement  in  said  Herald  arti- 
ele,  561 ;  Herald  sabseqnently  published  firm's  statement  that  no  U.  S. 
Senator  had  ever  dealt  in  su^ar  stock  with  said  firm,  561. 

White,  Stephen  M. ,  Senator  from  California,  testimony  of ..• 506 

Wilson,  James  F.,  Senator  from  Iowa,  testimony  of * 551 

Witnesses,  sections  102, 103,  and  104  of  Revised  Statutes,  as  to 270, 271 

Witnesses,  list  of: 

Allison,  WilliaAi  O. ,  publisher,  Palisades,  near  Englewood,  N.J 587 

BameS;  Arthur,  messenger,  Senate  Committee  on  Commerce ..••      547 

Bruce,  George,  bookkeeper,  68  East  110th  street.  New  York  City 596 

Bumey,  Hamilton  P.,  clerk.  The  Arlincton,  Washington,  D.  C 386 

Buttz,  Charles  W.,  farmer,  Buttz ville,  N.  Dak 33-47, 58-73 

Cadmus,  Cornelius  A.,  Representative  from  New  Jersey 232 

Carlisle,  John  6.,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 448 

Chapman,  Elverton  R.,  of  Moore  &  Schley,  brokers,  New  York..... 261 

Cockran,  William  Bonrke,  Representative  from  New  York 144 

Coster,  Charles  H.,  of  Drexel,  Morsan  &  Co.,  New  York ^. 404 

Derickson,  Samuel  B.,  with  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  New  York.,«« 553 

Edwards,  Elisha  A.,  correspondent  (<' Holland ")y  Philadelphia  Press  ....       85 
Fisher,  iJester  S.,  telegraph  operator,  with  Corson  &  Macartney,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C 542 

Gaston,  Walter,  wire  manufacturer,  Wilkesbarre,  Pa 218 

Gnillandeu,  Emile,  of  W.  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  brokers.  New  York 574 

Havemeyer,   Heniy  0.,  president  American  Sugar  Refining  Company, 

Greenwich,  Conn 311-^354,357-366 

Havemeyer.  Theodore  A.,  vice-president  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany, Mahwah.  N.  J 40M26 

Holman,  Edward  E.,  attorney,  Washington,  D.  C 73 

Howland,  Edward  C,  Washington  correspondent.  New  York  Presa  «...  533^535 

Hunton,  Eppa,  jr.,  clerk  to  Senator  Hunton 5-12 

LeJb^evre,  Bei^amin,  attorney,  Maplewood.  Ohio 143*144 

Levy,  Edward  A.,  with  W.B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  New  York 585 

Macartney,  John  W.,  Corson  A  Macartney,  bankers  and  brokers,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C 538-542 

May,  Frederic,  manager,  branch  office  Seymour  Bros.  &  Young,  Waoh- 

ington,  D.  C 582 

McFarlane,  Duncan,  clerk  to  Senator  Kyle •......,.  25-^ 

Meyer,  Cord,  jr.,  capitalist,  62  William  street,  New  York 354-357 

Oznard,  H.  T.,  beet-sugar  manufacturer  and  producer.  Grand  Island,  Nebr . .      474 

Ransom,  George  E.,  clerk,  Senate  Committee  on  Commerce 546 

Reed,  Henry  R.,  of  Nash,  Spalding  &  Co.,  sugar  importers,  Boston,  Mass.  290-311 
Roessle,  Theophilus  E.,  proprietor  The  Arlington,  Washington,  D.  C......      265 

Rood,  Henry  Edward,  newspaper  man,  on  New  York  Herald •• 560 

Ross,  Morgan,  clerk.  The  Arlington,  Washington,  D.C 287 

Searles,  John  £.,  secretary  and  treasurer  American  Sugar  Refining  Com- 
pany, Brooklyn,  N.  Y 36&-404 

Seip,  Albert  N.,  retired  lawyer,  Washington,  D.  C 569 

Senate,  every  member  of  the. 

Seymour,  Allen  L.,  of  Seymour  Bros.  &  Young,  brokers,  New  York 502-600 

Shriver,  John  S.,  Washington  correspondent  New  York  Mail  and  Express. .     113- 

120, 131, 132, 136 

Silsby,  George  W.,  broker,  Washington,  D.  C 536 

Terrell,  Herbert  L.,  officer  of  corporations,  New  York  City 236-261 

Walker,  Harry  W.,  correspondent,  Washington,  D.  C 37-47 

Walker,  James  W. ,  attorney,  Washington,  D.C 47-51 

Warner,  John  De Witt,  Representative  from  New  York 202-217 

Wheeler,  William  B.,  of  William  B.  Wheeler  &  Co.,  brokers.  New  York.  559-561 

Wolcott,  Edward  O.,  Senator  from  Colorado,  cablegram  from 545 

Statement  of  Senator  Teller  as  to 594 

World,  New  York,  references  to,  in  testimony  of  Edwards 90-108 

Whitney,  William  C,  relerence  to,  in  letter  of  "Holland"  79,  83;  and  testi- 
mony of  Edwards 81 
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Mr.  Gbay,  &om  the  Special  Oommittee  on  Attempts  at  Bribery,  etc., 

submitted  the  following 

EEPORT: 

The  special  committee,  nnder  and  in  parsoance  of  a  resolation  of 
the  Senate  of  May  17,  A.  D.  1894,  as  follows: 

Whereas  it  has  been  stated  in  The  Son,  a  newspaper  published  in  New  York,  that 
bribes  have  been  ottered  to  certain  Senators  to  induce  them  to  Tote  against  the  pend- 
ing tariff  bill;  and 

Whereas  it  has  also  been  stated  in  a  signed  article  in  The  Press,  a  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  Philadelphia,  that  the  sugar  schedule  has  been  made  up  as  it  now  stands 
in  the  proposed  amendment  in  oonsideratiou  of  large  sums  of  money  paid  for  campaign 
purposes  of  the  Democratic  party :  Therefore, 

Seaolved,  That  a  committee  of  fire  Senators  be  appointed  to  inyestigate  these 
charges  and  to  inquire  further  whether  an^  contributions  have  been  made  by  the 
sugar  trust,  or  any  person  connected  therewith,  to  any  political  party  for  campaign 
or  election  purposes  or  to  secure  or  defeat  legislation,  and  whether  any  Senator  has 
been  or  is  speculating  in  what  are  known  as  su^ar  stocks  during  the  consideration 
of  the  tariff  biU  now  before  the  Senate,  and  with  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers  and  to  administer  oaths. 

Mesolvedf  further,  That  said  committee  be  authorized  to  inyestigate  and  report  upon 
any  charge  or  charges  which  may  be  filed  before  it  aUeging  that  the  action  of  any 
Senator  has  been  corruptly  or  improperly  influenced  in  the  consideration  of  said  bill, 
or  that  any  attempt  has  been  made  to  so  influence  legislation. 

have  attended  to  their  duties  so  far  as  they  have  been  able,  but  in  cer- 
tain respects  have  been  prevented  by  reason  of  the  matters  hereinafter 
stated,  and  ask  leave  to  report  in  part  as  follows: 

In  pursuance  of  said  resolution  the  said  committee  met  in  the  Oapi- 
tol  on  the  21st  day  of  May,  1894,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  and.  after  the 
examination  of  certain  matters  embraced  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
said  resolution,  the  committee  proceeded  to  investigate  further  the 
matters  submitted  to  them  by  the  said  resolution,  and  on  the  25th  day 
of  July,  A.  D.  1894,  the  committee  bein^  duly  assembled,  one  Allen 
Lewis  Seymour,  who  had  been  duly  subpoBnaed  and  summoned  as  a 
witness  to  appear  before  said  committee,  then  and  there  appeared  and 
submitted  to  be  examined  as  a  witness.  The  witness  was  duly  sworn 
by  the  chairman  of  said  committee. 

In  the  course  of  his  testimony  the  said  witness  was  asked  certain 
questions  and  reftised  to  answer  the  same,  as  will  more  fully  appear 
by  the  following  copy  of  his  testimony,  viz: 

The  Ohaibman.  Your  name,  age,  residence,  and  occupation  t 

Mr.  Sbtmoxjb.  My  name  is  Allen  L.  Seymour;  26  years  old;  a 
broker;  I  live  in  Bast  Orange,  N.  J. 

The  Chaibman.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Seymour  Bros,  ft 
Toungt 

Mr.  Seymoxtb.  I  am. 

The  Chaibman.  Who  constitute  that  flrmt 
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Mr.  Seymoub.  Allen  L.  Seymour,  C.  A.  Seymour,  William  B.  Young, 
and  James  W.  Fox. 

The  Chairman.  Are  youtlie  junior  of  those  Seymours  yon  mentiosf 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  am  the  senior.    I  am  the  elder  Seymour. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  the  eldest  member  of  the  firml 

Mr.  Seymour.  Mr.  Young. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  your  place  of  business! 

Mr.  Seymour.  3  Exchange  Court,  IJew  York. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  you  were  stockbrokers? 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  had  a  branch  office  in  Washington  during  the 
last  winter  and  spring! 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  still  t 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  attends  to  your  stock  business  in  your  office 
in  New  Yorkt 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do;  and  my  brother  and  Mr.  Young. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  know  of  all  stock  trausrxtions,  or  orders 
to  buy  stock,  that  come  to  your  firmt 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  would  if  I  happened  to  be  there 

The  Chairman.  Is  your  brother  heret 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  Mr.  Young  heret 

Mr.  Sbymoxtr.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  of  any  purchase  or  sale,  through  the 
agency  of  your  house,  or  otherwise,  in  so-called  sugar  stock  by  aoy 
United  States  Senator  during  the  last  winter  and  spring  t 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  decline  to  answer! 

Mr.  Seymour.  WeU,  my  brokerage  business  is  sacred.  I  can  not 
answer  any  questions  about  my  business. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  your  declining  to  answer  gives 
rise  to  the  inference  that  some  United  States  Senator  has  bought  or 
sold  sugar  stock  through  your  firmt 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  must  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chaibman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  just  the  same  whether 
any  United  States  Senator  had  or  had  not  bought  or  sold  such  stock! 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  1  say,  "  would  you  I'' 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  I  would. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Battershawt 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  employed  by  your  firmt 

Mr.  Seymour.  No^  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Nevert 

Mr.  Sbymour.  He  was,  up  to  May  1. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  he  employed? 

Mr.  Seymour.  Before  the  1st  of  May  he  was  in  New  York— no;  I 
think  he  was  in  Washington.  We  sent  him  down.  He  said  he  had 
lots  of  friends  or  acquaintances  in  Washington  and  could  do  a  good 
business  down  here,  and  so  we  sent  him  to  Washington.  I  think  he 
was  here  when  he  was  discharged,  on  the  1st  of  May. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  receive  firom  him,  to  be  executed  hj 
your  firm,  an  order  of  a  United  States  Senator  to  buy  or  sell  sugar 
stocks  1 
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Mr.  Seymour.  I  don't  reraember  any. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  execute  an  order  for  the  sale  of  sugar 
stock  through  him  during  the  last  winter  or  spring,  of  Senator  Cam- 
den! Did  you  ever  execute  an  order,  obtained  through  Battershaw  or 
anybody  else,  of  Senator  Camden,  to  buy  or  sell  sugar  stock? 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  there  was  such 
an  order  executed! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  to  be  inferred  that  there  was  not 
such  an  order! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  by  declining  to  answer  you  are 
giving  rise  to  the  inference  that  such  order  was  executed  by  you  for 
that  Senator? 

Mr.  SEYMOxm.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  execute  an  order  for  the  purchase  or 
sale  of  sugar  stock  during  the  last  winter  from  me! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do  not  know  your  name. 

The  Chairman.  I  am  Senator  Gray. 

Mr.  Seymour.  "No. 

The  Chairman.  Why  do  you  answer  in  my  case  and  decline  to 
answer  when  I  ask  you  the  same  question  about  another  Senator! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  VThy  do  you  decline  to  answer  that  question! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that,  too. 

The  Chairman.  You  decline  to  answer  that  question,  too! 

Mr.  Seymour.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  the  consequences  of  declining  to 
answer  a  proper  question! 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

The  Chairman.  You  know  that  there  is  a  law  of  the  United  States 
that  makes  it  a  penal  offense  to  decline  to  answer  a  pertinent  question 
propounded  to  you  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  in  a  matter  which 
they  are  charged  with  the  investigation  of? 

Mr.  Seymour.    No,  sir;  I  did  not  know  it. 

The  Chairman.  We  say  there  is.  We  wiU  have  it  read  to  you  if  you 
would  like  to  have  it  read.  Would  you  like  to  know  what  the  law  is  as 
a  law-abiding  citizen? 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  will  take  your  word  for  it. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  a  law  making  it  an  offense,  punishable  by 
fine  and  imprisonment,  to  decline  to  answer  a  question  that  is  put  to 
you  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate  pertinent  to  the  inquiry  with  which 
they  are  charged.    Do  you  still  decline  to  answer! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  whether  Mr.  Battorshaw 
was  in  the  habit  of  taking  orders  to  buy  and  sell  stock  and  sending 
them  to  you  for  execution  from  Washington! 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  could  not  say  positively  about  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  Why  did  you  keep  him  here! 

Mr.  Seymour.  He  solicited  business. 

Senator  Lodge.  Did  he  get  you  any  order  of  any  kind  to  buy  or  sell 
stock? 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  decline  to  answer  that 

The  Chairman.  Why  did  you  discharge  himt 
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Mr.  Seymoub.  Allen  L.  Seymour,  0.  A.  Seymoar,  William  B.  Young, 
and  James  W.  Fox. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  the  junior  of  those  Seymours  yon  mention? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  am  the  senior.    I  am  the  elder  Seymour. 

The  Ohaxbman.  Who  is  the  eldest  member  of  the  firmt 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  Mr.  Young. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  your  place  of  business? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  3  Exchange  Court,  New  York. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  you  were  stockbrokers? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  had  a  branch  office  in  Washington  during  the 
last  winter  and  spring? 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

TheCHAiBMAN.  Have  you  still? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  attends  to  your  stock  business  in  your  office 
in  New  York? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  do;  and  my  brother  and  Mr.  Young. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  know  of  all  stock  traus;ictions,  or  orders 
to  buy  stock,  that  come  to  your  firm? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  I  would  if  I  happened  to  be  there. 

The  Chairman.  Is  your  brother  here? 

Mr.  Seymour.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  Mr.  Young  here? 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  No,  sir. 

The  Ohaibman.  Do  you  know  of  any  purchase  or  sale,  through  the 
agency  of  your  house,  or  otherwise,  in  so-called  sugar  stock  by  any 
United  States  Senator  during  the  last  winter  and  spring? 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  I  decline  to  answer. 

The  Chaibman.  Why  do  you  decline  to  answer? 

Mr.  Seymoub.  Well,  my  brokerage  business  is  sacred.  I  can  not 
answer  any  questions  about  my  business. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  that  your  declining  to  answer  giyes 
rise  to  the  Inference  that  some  United  States  Senator  has  bought  or 
sold  sugar  stock  through  your  firm? 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  must  decUne  to  answer  that. 

The  Chairman.  Would  you  decline  to  answer  just  the  same  whether 
any  United  States  Senator  had  or  had  not  bought  or  sold  such  stock? 

Mr.  Seymour.  I  do. 

The  Chairman.  1  say,  ^<  would  you?'' 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  I  would. 

The  Chaibman.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Battershaw? 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  employed  by  your  firm? 

Mr.  Seymour.  No^  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Never? 

Mr.  Sbymoub.  He  was,  up  to  May  1. 

The  Chairman.  Where  was  he  employed? 

Mr.  Seymour.  Before  the  1st  of  May  he  was  in  New  York— no;  I 
think  he  wa«  in  Washington.  We  sent  him  down.  He  said  he  had 
lots  of  friends  or  acquaintances  in  Washington  and  could  do  a  good 
business  down  here,  and  so  we  sent  him  to  Washington.  I  think  he 
was  here  when  he  was  discharged,  on  the  1st  of  May. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  ever  receive  firom  him,  to  be  executed  by 
your  firm,  an  order  of  a  United  States  Senator  to  buy  or  sell  sugar 
stocks? 


Z. 
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The  Ohaibman.  I  say,  will  you  state  the  reasons  for  declining  to 
answer  themf 

Mr.  Setmoub.  I  simply  decline  to  state  anything  in  relation  to  my 
business,  that  is  all. 

Senator  Davis.  If  yon  never  did  any  business  of  that  kind  for  any 
Senator  and  the  fact  did  not  exist,  why  do  you  decline? 

Mr.  Setmoub.  I  decline  to  answer  that  I  will  tell  the  committee 
that  I  would  not  believe  Sanford  W.  BattershaU  under  oath.  He  is  a 
scoundrel,  a  liar,  and  a  drunkard. 

Senator  Davis.  Do  you  base  your  statement  on  your  knowledge  of 
his  general  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity. 

Mr.  Seymoub.  He  has  no  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity;  abso- 
lutely none.    In  my  opinion  he  is  a  common  blackmailer. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  consider  what  they  will  do  in 
the  matter  of  your  declination  to  answer.  It  may  be  that  they  will 
have  to  report  you  to  the  grand  jury  and  the  district  attorney,  but  we 
will  consider  that  matter.  I  want  to  give  you  notice  of  what  the  con* 
sequences  are. 

Mr.  Seyhoub.  Oan  I  go  back  home,  or  will  I  have  to  stay  here  in 
Washington! 

The  Chaibman.  Oh,  you  need  not  stay  here. 

A  copy  of  the  subpoena  by  which  said  witness  was  commanded  to 
appear  and  testify  before  the  committee  at  the  time  and  plnee  afore- 
said, together  with  a  copy  of  the  certificate  of  service  thereoi^  is  hereto 
attached  and  marked  Exhibit  A. 

Exhibit  A. 

United  States  of  Ambrioa. 

Congress  of  the  United  States: 

To  Allan  L.  Seymour,  of  Seymonr  Bros.  &  Yonng,  N.  .T.  City,  residenoe,  East 
Oranp^e,  New  Jersey,  greeting : 

Pursuant  to  lawfol  authority^  you  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  forthwith 
before  the  special  committee  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  io  investigate 
attempts  at  bribery^  etc.,  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Privileges  and  Elections, 
then  and  there  to  testify  what  you  may  know  relative  to  the  sabject-matteis  under 
connideration  by  said  committee. 

Thereof  fail  not,  as  you  will  answer  yonr  default  under  the  pains  and  penalties  in 
snch  cases  made  and  provided. 

To  Kichard  J.  Bright,  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  to 
serve  and  return. 

Given  under  my  hand,  by  order  of  the  committee,  this  23d  day  of  July,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-four. 

Geo.  Orat, 
Ckaifmam  Speoial  Committee, 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  55, 1894. 

I  made  service  of  the  within  subpoena  by  teleji:ram  upon  the  within-named  Allan 
L.  Seymour,  at  No.  3  Exchange  Court,  New  York  City  (which  he  accepted,  and 
appeared),  on  the  25th  day  of  July,  1894. 

B.  J.  Bright, 
Sergeant-^UArmtf  Senate  of  ike  U.  8. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  committee  each  of  the  questions  put  to  said 
witness  was  a  proper  question  and  pertinent  to  the  question  under 
inquiry  before  the  committee,  and  was  necessary  to  make  the  examina- 
tion ordered  by  said  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  that  said  witness  is 
in  contempt  of  the  Senate  and  merits  to  be  dealt  with  for  his  miscon- 
duct; and  that  said  witness,  by  his  various  refusals  to  answer  the 
questions  as  herein  set  forth,  has  violated  the  provisions  of  that  certain 
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act  of  Congress  in  such  cases  made  and  provided,  being  cliapter  7  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  which  chapter  is  as  foDows: 


Src.  102,  Rev.  Stat.  Every  person  who  having  beon  Bommoned  am  a  witneaBbythe 
authority  of  either  House  of  Congress  toffive  testtmony  or  to  produce  papers  npon 
any  matter  under  inquiry  before  either  House  or  any  committee  of  either  House  of 
Confess,  willfully  makes  default,  or  who,  having  appeared,  refnsee  io  answer  say 
question  pertinent  to  the  question  under  inquiry,  shaU  be  deemed  fn^ilty  of  a  misde- 
meanor, puniHhable  by  a  hue  of  not  more  than  one  thousand  doUara  nor  less  than 
one  hundred  dollars,  and  imprisonment  in  a  common  Jail  for  not  less  than  one  month 
nor  more  than  twelve  months. 

Sbc.  103.  No  witness  is  privileged  to  refhse  to  testily  to  any  £set  or  to  pzodnesaoy 
paper  respecting  which  he  shaU  be  examined  by  either  House  of  Coafcreea  or  by  say 
committee  of  either  House,  npon  the  ground  that  his  testimony  to  saoh  fact  or  ms 
production  of  such  paper  may  tend  to  disgrace  him  or  otherwise  render  him  faift- 
mous. 

Ssc.  104.  Whenever  a  witness  Bammoned,  as  mentioned  in  section  one  hundred  and 
two,  fails  to  testify,  and  the  facts  are  reported  to  either  House,  the  President  of  tiis 
Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  certify  the  fact  under 
the  seal  of  the  senate  or  House  to  the  district  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  grand  jury  for  tiieir  aetioo. 

Wherefore,  the  committee  report  to  the  Senate  to  the  end  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  may  certify  as  to  said  witness  bis  aforesaid 
failure  to  testify  and  his  aforesaid  refusals  to  answer,  and  aU  the  ftete 
herein,  under  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  to  the  IT.  S.  district  attorney  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  order  that  said  witness  may  be  prooeedfid 
against  in  manner  and  form  provided  by  law* 
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ADDiriOTTAL  EBPOBT  OP  ME.  ALLEN,  OF  THE  OOMMETTBE. 

In  addition  to  the  above  recommendation  of  the  committee  ref^ard- 
ing  the  witness  Allen  Lewis  Seymonr,  I  have  to  say  that  I  think  he 
onght  to  be  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  and  be  required  to  there 
pnrge  himself  of  the  contempt  of  which  he  is  guilty,  or  be  summarily 
punished  for  refusing  to  do  so. 

I  therefore  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  following  resolution  by 
the  Senate: 

Whereas  AUen  Lewis  Seymour,  a  witness,  was  heretofore  duly  snmmoned  by  a 
select  committee  of  the  Senate,  and,  being  lawfully  required  to  testify  before  said 
committee,  has,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  said  committee,  reftised  to  answer  per- 
tinent and  material  questions  propounded  to  him  by  said  committee :  Therefore, 

Besolvedj  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  issue  his  warrant  in  due  form,  under 
his  hand  and  the  seal  of  the  Senate,  directed  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate, 
commanding  him  forthwith  to  arrest  and  bring  to  the  bar  of  the  Senate  the  body  of 
said  Allen  Lewis  Seymour,  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  punished  for  con- 
tempt, and  in  the  meantime  to  keep  the  said  Seymour  in  custody  to  await  the  ftirther 
order  of  the  Senate. 

Bespectfully  submitted. 


